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1201 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear John:

We have examined the procurement policies and procedures of the South Carolina Judicial Department
for the period October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2014. As part of our examination, we studied and
evaluated the system of internal controls over procurement transactions to the extent we considered
necessary.

The evaluation established a basis for reliance upon the system of internal controls to assure adherence to
the Consolidated Procurement Code, State regulations and South Carolina Judicial Department’s
procurement policy. Additionally, the evaluation determined the nature, timing and extent of other auditing
procedures necessary for developing an opinion on the adequacy, efficiency and effectiveness of the
procurement system.

The administration of the South Carolina Judicial Department is responsible for establishing and
maintaining a system of internal controls over procurement transactions. In fulfilling this responsibility,
estimates and judgments by management are required to assess the expected benefits and related costs of
control procedures. The objectives of a system of internal controls are to provide management with

reasonable, but not absolute, assurance of the integrity of the procurement process. This process ensures
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affected assets are protected against loss from unauthorized use or disposition and those transactions are
executed in accordance with management's authorization and recorded properly.

Because of inherent limitations in any system of internal controls, errors or irregularities may occur and
not be detected. Also, projection of any evaluation of the system to future periods is subject to the risk that
procedures may become inadequate because of changes in conditions or the degree of compliance with the
procedures may deteriorate.

Our study and evaluation of the system of internal controls over procurement transactions, as well as our
overall examination of procurement policies and procedures, were conducted with professional care.
However, because of the nature of audit testing, they would not necessarily disclose all weaknesses in the
system.

The examination did, however, disclose conditions enumerated in this report which we believe needed
correction or improvement. Corrective action based on the recommendations described in these findings will

in all material respects place the South Carolina Judicial Department in compliance with the Consolidated
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Procurement Code and ensuing regulations.
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We conducted an examination of the internal procurement operating policies and procedures
of the South Carolina Judicial Department. This review was performed under Section 11-35-

1230(1) of the South Carolina Consolidated Procurement Code and Section 19-445.2020 of the

INTRODUCTION

accompanying regulations.

The examination was directed principally to determine whether, in all material respects,
the internal controls of the procurement system were adequate and the procurement procedures,

as outlined in the internal procurement policies and procedures manual were in compliance with

the South Carolina Consolidated Procurement Code and ensuing regulations.

Additionally, our work was directed toward assisting the South Carolina Judicial Department

in promoting the underlying purposes and policies of the South Carolina Consolidated

Procurement Code as outlined in Section 11-35-20, which include in part:

(1)

@

3)

“4)

to provide increased economy in state procurement activities and to
maximize to the fullest extent practicable the purchasing values of
funds while ensuring that procurements are the most advantageous to
the State and in compliance with the provisions of the Ethics
Government Accountability and Campaign Reform Act;

to foster effective broad-based competition for public procurement
within the free enterprise system,;

to ensure the fair and equitable treatment of all persons who deal with
the procurement system which will promote increased public
confidence in the procedures followed in public procurement;

to provide safeguards for the maintenance of a procurement system of
quality and integrity with clearly defined rules for ethical behavior on
the part of all persons engaged in the public procurement process.



SCOPE

We conducted our examination in accordance with Generally Accepted Auditing Standards
as they apply to compliance audits. Our examination encompassed a detailed analysis of the
internal procurement operating procedures of the South Carolina Judicial Department,
hereinafter referred to as Department, and its related policies and procedures manual to the
extent we deemed necessary to formulate an opinion on the adequacy of the system to properly
handle procurement transactions.

We selected judgmental samples for the period October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2014
of procurement transactions for compliance testing and performed other audit procedures that we
considered necessary to formulate this opinion. The scope of our audit included, but was not
limited to, a review of the following:

(1) All sole source, emergency and trade-in sale procurements for the period
October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2014 with findings noted in the

Results section

(2) Procurement transactions for the period October 1, 2011 through
September 30, 2014 as follows:

a) Twenty-six procurements exceeding $2,500 with no findings

b) A block sample of nine hundred and twenty-one payments against
Purchase Orders and Direct Expenditure Vouchers covering
November, December and January of the 2014 fiscal year against
the use of order splitting and favored vendors with no findings

¢) A review of all Procurement card transactions for the audit period
including three judgmentally selected months, July 2012, August
2012, and July 2013; for further analysis with no findings



(3) Minority Business Enterprise (MBE) annual plans and reports with the
following activity reported to The Governor’s Office Small & Minority
Business Contracting & Certification Office

Fiscal Year Goal Actual

2011 -2012 $380,396 $339,879
2012 -2013 $274,272 $625,304
2013 -2014 $373,228 $321,920

(4) Approval of the most recent Information Technology Plan with no findings
(5) Internal procurement procedures manual with no findings

(6) Surplus property disposition procedures with no findings

(7) Ratification of unauthorized procurements with no findings

(8) File documentation and evidence of competition with no findings

(9) Other tests performed as deemed necessary with no findings



RESULTS OF EXAMINATION

Inappropriate Sole Source Procurements

The following procurements done as sole sources were inappropriate as defined in section 11-35-1560 of

the South Carolina Procurement Code.

Funds Reservation Date Description Amount
4100049353 08/02/13  NNegotiation Services $96,000

with State Government

Negotiation Services

4100055700 07/07/14 with State Government

$96,000

The Department retained a firm through sole source determinations for negotiation services with
State Government. This firm was paid $8,000 per month. The written sole source determination basis for
the decision not to compete stated the firm “provided us similar services without charge in the recent past in
their capacity as Officers of the South Carolina Bar. We are hiring them to continue providing legal advice
regarding matters before the governor and legislature. In as much as we are using their legal services we
believe they are the only firm that can effectively advocate' these positions on our behalf....”

The Department argued that attorney services provided to it are statutorily exempt from the

Procurement Code. South Carolina Code of Laws section 1-7-170, Engaging attorney on fee basis, states,

A department or agency of state government may not engage on a fee basis an attorney at
law except upon the written approval of the Attorney General and upon a fee as must be
approved by him. ... This section does not apply to an attorney hired by the General
Assembly or the judicial department.

Had the Department only contracted for attorney services, we would agree. But that is not what the

Department did. The Department contracted for both legal services and advocacy services. The

Department’s written determinations clearly state that the legal services being provided causes the firm to be

! While the written sole source determinations used the word advocate, which is a service attorneys provide for their clients, we
point out that the supporting documentation states lobbying.
6



in a position to be the only firm that can effectively advocate on the Department’s behalf. The
determinations state, “In as much as we are using their legal services we believe they are the only firm that
can effectively advocate these positions on our behalf...” The Department determined that its needs tie the
two services together. They cannot be procured apart. With a portion of the services being exempt from the
Procurement Code and a portion of them being subject to the Procurement Code, plus the Department’s
requirement that one vendor must provide both, the entire transaction must be procured in accordance with
the Procurement Code. Evidence supports that the Department concluded the same thing in that it procured
both of these services through 11-35-1560, Sole Source Procurements, through the Procurement Code.
Where we have an issue is we do not believe this type of service is unique and only available from one
vendor. In fact, the written sole source determinations do not address the services as being unique and only
available from a single vendor but argues that no other vendor is suitable because the vendor provided these
services in the past. Past services are not a consideration in the sole source statute. Using the sole source
method was inappropriate. Competition should have been solicited.

We recommend the Department seek competition in accordance with the Procurement Code.

Using grant funds, the Department, procured services totaling $1,128,596 from the University of
South Carolina’s Children's Law Center inappropriately as non-competitive sole source procurements.
Article 19, Intergovernmental Relations, in the Procurement Code allows state agencies to procure services
from other state agencies so long as the procurements are done in accordance to Articles 5 or 15. Article 15
addresses surplus property which is not relevant to this issue. Article 5 provides the authorized methods of
conducting procurements, i.e. competitive sealed bidding, small purchase procedures, request for proposals,
sole source and emergency procurements, etc. Some of the written sole source determinations prepared by
the Department provided as the basis of the sole source procurement, “The ... Grant application authorizes
the Children's Law Center to administer this necessary training.” The grants, which were written by the

Department and approved by the Feds., don’t authorize anything contract related. The only way to



authorize a contract for the services being procured is through an appropriate procurement method found in
Atrticle 5 of the Procurement Code. While the Department did use the sole source method found in Article
5, nothing in any of these written sole source determinations provided any basis for authorizing sole source
procurements to the Children's Law Center. Competition should have been solicited.

Similarly, using grant funds, the Department inappropriately contracted with the South Carolina
Department of Social Services through non-competitive sole source procurements totaling $346,188 to
procure and maintain a statewide Legal Case Management System. The Department stated in its written
sole source determination that, “The Court Improvement Project Data and Technology Grant application
authorizes the Department of Social Services (DSS) to develop this case management system to share court
data with the South Carolina Judicial Department.” Again, the grants, which were written by the
Department and approved by the Feds., don’t authorize anything contract related. The only way to
authorize a contract for the services being procured is through an appropriate procurement method found in
Article 5 of the Procurement Code. While the Department did use the sole source method, nothing in any of
these written sole source determinations provided any basis for authorizing sole source procurements to
DSS. Competition should have been solicited.

Because these findings focused on poorly written sole source determinations that provide little or no
information to support sole source procurements, we have attached them all as Attachment A to this report
so that the reader may see what we are talking about.

Section 11-35-1560, Sole source procurement, states in part,

(A) A contract may be awarded for a supply, service, information technology, or

construction item without competition if, under regulations promulgated by the board,
the chief procurement officer, the head of a purchasing agency, or a designee of either
officer, above the level of the procurement officer, determines in writing that there is

only one source for the required supply, service, information technology, or
construction item.



(B) Written documentation must include the determination and basis for the proposed
sole source procurement. ... In cases of reasonable doubt, competition must be
solicited. Any decision by a governmental body that a procurement be restricted to
one potential vendor must be accompanied by an explanation as to why no other will
be suitable or acceptable to meet the need.

In addition to these requirements, regulation 19—445.2105, Sole Source Procurements, C., provides
in part, “The determination must contain sufficient factual grounds and reasoning to provide an informed,
objective explanation for the decision.”

We recommend the Department comply with 11-35-1560 and Regulation 19-445.2105 by providing
in its written determinations, the basis for the proposed sole source procurements and why no other vendor

will be suitable or acceptable to meet the needs. The written determinations must contain sufficient factual

grounds and reasoning to provide an informed, objective explanation for the decisions.



CONCLUSION

The South Carolina Judicial Department remains unwilling to comply with State procurement laws.
We have exchanged correspondence with the Judicial Department over the audit report issues, see
attachments B and C, in an effort to explain our positions and bring this matter to a positive resolution to no
avail. Because the Judicial Department refuses to comply with the Procurement Code, it is our
recommendation that the State Fiscal Accountability Authority (SFAA) impose administrative penalties
under Section 11-35-1240 by withdrawing the Department's authority to acquire lobbying services except
through the Division of Procurement Services until such time that the SFAA is assured the Judicial

Department will comply with State procurement laws.

David E Rawl CPPB
Senior Auditor

% Ll

Rbbert J. Aycg lélV anager [
Audit and Cm ﬁcatl
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South Carolina Jubicial Bepartment
Finance and Pergonnel

CAROLYN P, TAYLOR 1220 Senate Skeel, Suile 101
DIRECTOR COLUMBIA, SOUTH GAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803} 734-1870
FAX: (B03) 734-1983
E-MAIL: CTaylor@sccourts org

April 28,2016

Mr. Robert J. Aycock, IV
Manager, Audit and Certification
1201 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Aycock:

We have reviewed the draft report resulting from the review of procurement records for the period of Octaber 1,
2011 to September 30, 2014, The Judicial Department is commitied to improving procurement processes and taking
corrective action where necessary. Having given careful consideration to your findings in this report, our responses
are listed below.

Finding — Inappropriate Sole Source Procurements

Auditor's Recommendation: Nexsen Pruet — "We recommend the Department seek competition in accordance
with the Procurement code”,

Management Response: We strongly disagree that the services provided by Nexsen Pruet should be competitively
bid. We stand firm with our position that Nexsen Pruet were the attorneys best suited to provide advice and
advocacy services to Chief Justice Jean Toal. Thus, that is the reason that we chose the sole source method of
procurement, The SC Judicial Department used the sole source proctement method as allowed by the SC Code of
laws section 11-35-1560. Following the suggested steps for justification as posted on the MMO website, the SC
Judicial Department prepared a sole source justification and contracted with the firm of Nexsen Pruet to provide
services, Those services include both advice and advocacy. After reviewing the SC Code of Laws more closely, we
further believe that the entire purchase is statutorily exempt. Code section 1-7-170 exempts the Judicial Department
from the Procurement Code when hiring an attorney on a fee basis regardless of the types of services provided. The
South Carolina Code of Laws section 1-7-170, engaging attorney on fee basis, states:

(A) A department or agency of state government may not engage on a fee basis an attorney at law except upon the
writien approval of the Attorney General and upon a fee as must be approved by him. This section does not apply to
the employment of attorneys in special cases in inferior courts when the fee to be paid does not exceed two hundred
fifly dollars or exceptions approved by the State Budget and Control Board. This section does not apply to an
attorney hired by the General Assembly or the @judicial® department.

The SC Judicial Department, the third branch of state government, has unique needs for attorney services, advice,
and strategies relating to legislation before the General Assembly. Nexsen Pruet has a South Carolina Public Policy
team that is made up of members with whom Chief Justice Jean Toal had developed strong working relationships of
trust, confidence, and understanding from working many years on the Department’s long term strategic goals. To
discard the relationships and the strides made during prior Legislative sessions would have been exiremely costly
and detrimental to successfully achieving legislative goals. Nexsen Pruet's SC Public Policy team members have
years of unique public sector work experience and were best suited to advise Chief Justice Jean Toa! regarding

11



potential legislation impacting the Courts, to assist with developing strategies for funding sources unique to the SC
Judicial Department, and to meet with members of the General assembly advocating the Court's position on
pending legislation, To hire a non-lawyer advocate to represent the Judicial Branch of South Carolina government
would have been impractical. Members of Nexsen Pruet's Columbia office were readily available to assist the Chief
Justice as needed as matters arose, sometimes quickly, before the Legislature and the Governor.

Going forward, rather than prepare a sole source document, SCID will report all attorney services as being exempt
according to Section 1-7-170,

Auditor's Recommendation - USC Children's Law Center & DSS grant contracts — "We recommend the
Department comply with 11-35-1560 and regulation 19-445.2105,...."

The SC Judicial Depariment believes that sole source is an appropriate procurement method for the purchases in
question, Both contracts were funded by sub-programs of federal grant, State Court Improvement Program, CFDA
number 93.586. While language to support justification of the Department’s sole source document may be weak, we
provided additional information regarding the Court Improvement Program to the field auditor. The SC Department
of Social Services is the state’s Title [V-B and Title IV-E agency responsible for child welfare within the state of
SC. The State Cowrt Improvement Program requires state courts to collaborate with the State child welfare agency,
SCDSS, DSS is the primary agency collecting data on children in child welfare and related court proceedings. The
USC Children's Law Center (CLC) is a statewide training and resource center working in collaboration with
SCDSS and Court Administration of SC Judicial Department to develop strategies for court improvement,
providing training for ali persons who participate in family court and legal proceedings affecting children, In 1995,
the University of South Carolina, Center for Child and Family Studies, completed a comprehensive and tigorous
assessment of judicial proceedings involving child abuse and neglect, foster care and adoption cases. The state
again in 2000, participating in the Court Improvement Program, did an in-depth review of the original assessment
and began implementing recommendations from the assessment collaborating with DSS, the CLC, and other
stakeholders involved in children's issues. Representatives from SC Judicial Department, CLC, and DSS continue
to serve and participate on many advisory task forces, committees, and boards all related to improving state court
processes related to children's issues in the courts. The grant applications that funded these procurements were
written with collaborative ¢ffort and input from SCDSS and USC Children's Law Center. Because collaboration
with DSS is required, and it has been an on-going effort with CLC since 2000, it is integral to accomplishing
objectives of the State Court Improvement Grant program. It would be impossible to separate and disregard these
collaborative efforts and would be detrimental to improvements made to children's welfare within the state since
1995,

Going forward, SCID will prepare MMO document #136, justification for agreements between state agencies,
when contracting with any agency or department of the state.

Sincerely,

ﬂ/ix{&é X ‘/3

Carolyn P, Taylor
Director of Finance & Personnel
SC Judicial Department

cc: Mr. John C. White
Mr. David E. Rawl
Mt. Delbert Singleton
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MATERIALS MANAGEMENT OFFICE
(803) 737-0600
FAX: (B03) 737-0639

November 17, 2016

Mr. John St. C. White

Materials Management Officer
Division of Procurement Services
1201 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear John:

We have reviewed the response from the South Carolina Judicial Department to our audit report
for the period of October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2014 and find it to be unsatisfactory.
The South Carolina Judicial Department strongly disagrees with our recommendations. The
audit began with the Judicial Department asserting that it was not subject to the South Carolina
Procurement Code. Citing a proviso from the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 - General Appropriations
Bill, the Department provided, “57.17. (JUD: Judicial Department Applicability) For purposes of
this act and any other provision of law that would have any effect on the expenditure of state
revenue through the applicability of the particular provision or through compliance with a
mandate or requirement of the provision, the terms “state agency” or “agency” do not include
any component of the Judicial Department unless the provision of law specifically includes these
entities and the inclusion only applies for purposes of the particular provision..” The South
Carolina Procurement Code specifically includes the Judicial Department. 11-35-310 provides
definitions in the Procurement Code with paragraph (18) stating, “"Governmental Body”" means
a state government department, commission, council, board, bureau, committee, institution,
college, university, technical school, agency, government corporation, or other establishment or
official of the executive or judicial branch.” After convincing the Judicial Department that it is
subject to the Procurement Code, we were allowed to begin our audit.

Our report involves two issues, both of which the Judicial Department disagrees. The first issue
of disagreement is whether lobbying services is a sole source procurement. Our position is that a

2 “Governmental Body” as used in Section 11-35-40, “Application of Procurement Code, (2) Application to State
Procurement. This code applies to every procurement or expenditure of funds by this State under contract acting
through a governmental body as herein defined irrespective of the source of the funds,” leaves no doubt that the
South Carolina Procurement Code applies to the Judicial Department.

1201 MAIN STREET, SUITE 600 ¢ COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
HITP/PROCUREMENT.SC.GOV
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lobbyist is not a sole source procurement. We recently addressed this same issue in an audit report of
another agency. That other agency, the Administrative Law Court’, sole sourced a different lobbyist than
the Judicial Department, but has since successfully competed the contract. The law authorizes sole source
procurements where the agency head or his designee has determined in writing “that there is only one
source for the required supply, service, information technology, or construction item.” (11-35-1560(A)).
The accompanying regulation spells this out with even more clarity: “Sole source procurement is not
permissible unless there is only a single supplier.” (Reg. 19-445.2105(B)). The Judicial Department’s own
purchasing history establishes there is more than one source for lobbying services. In 2009 and 2010 the
Department paid Graham Tew and Warren Tompkins $110,000 for lobbying services.* In 2010 it also paid
Bob Coble and Stephanie Yarborough—both lawyers with Nexsen Pruet—a total of $4,164.° Since more
than one source exists, lobbying services may not be procured without competition.

Originally, the Department implicitly acknowledged the applicability of the Code by using the source
selection method described in 11-35-1560. In its April 28, 2016, response to the draft audit findings, it now
takes the position that Section 1-7-170 makes the entire purchase exempt from the Code. That section
requires the approval of the Attorney General prior to awarding a contract for legal services. Section 11-35-
1260 includes similar language. However, section 1-7-170 specifically exempts the Judicial Department
from the requirement that the Attorney General approve its hiring of attorneys. We have never challenged
the Department’s prerogative to contract for legal services without complying with the purchasing
procedures of the Code. However, the Department wants to “piggyback” its purchase of lobbying services—
which enjoys no exemption or other special treatment under the Code—on its purchase of legal services. It
claims that “[t]o hire a non-lawyer advocate to represent the Judicial Branch of South Carolina government
would have been impractical.” This statement ignores that in 2009 and 2010, the Department did exactly
that. If any part of a purchase is subject to the Code, the entire contract must be competed. Otherwise, an
agency could include any services or supplies in an “exempt” purchase, thus defeating the underlying
purposes of transparency and competition the Code advances.

The other issue of concern regarding piggybacking of lobbying services is the Budget and Control Board at
its July 13, 1982, meeting provided a limitation on the exemptions of all professional services, including
those provided by attorneys. Specifically, the rules applicable to the engagement of attorneys only applies if
the services acquired are those for which a license is required. At is July 13, 1982, the Board said, “For this
exemption to apply, “the individual or firm involved must be licensed to perform the specific professional
services, must provide that specific service to the requesting governmental body, and the contractual
relationship created by the individual or firm and the governmental body cannot be an employer/employee
relationship which would be governed by State Personnel Rules and regulations . . ..” This is the standard
we apply in all of our audits

In spite of the Judicial Department’s “strong” disagreement with us over this issue, our recommendation
stands. Lobbyist services must be competitively procured. In our exit conference with the Judicial
Department to discuss the results of the audit, the Director of Finance said that next January, there will be a
new Chief Justice. That person may want a different lobbyist to represent the Judicial Department. We
pointed out that her statement proves the point, that the selection of a lobbyist is not a sole source, but
simply a preferred source of the Judicial Department. Preferred sources are not allowed under the sole

? The procurement audit report of the Administrative Law Court is available on the web at:
http://procurement.sc.gov/webfiles/MMO_audit/Audit%20Reports/AdminLaw13.pdf

* See agency lobbyist principal reports at the S.C. State Ethics Commission website,

http://apps.sc.gov/Lobbying Activity/Principal/SA/SearchFiler.aspx (last viewed June 13, 2016). Messrs. Thompkins and Tew are
not attorneys.

*Id.
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source statute. Thus, the Judicial Department should comply with the competitive requirements of the
Procurement Code in the hiring of its lobbyist.

The second issue in our report addresses poorly written sole source determinations. The report states,
“nothing in any of these written sole source determinations provided any basis for authorizing sole source
procurements.... Because these findings focused on poorly written sole source determinations that provide
little or no information to support sole source procurements, we have attached them all as Attachment A to
this report so that the reader may see what we are talking about.” Our recommendation states, “We
recommend the Department comply with 11-35-1560 and Regulation 19-445.2105 by providing in its
written determinations, the basis for the proposed sole source procurements and why no other vendor will be
suitable or acceptable to meet the needs. The written determinations must contain sufficient factual grounds
and reasoning to provide an informed, objective explanation for the decisions.” This last sentence in our
recommendation is taken from Regulation 19-445.2105 which was derived from the South Carolina Court
of Appeals’ decision in Sloan v. Greenville County, 356 S.C. 531, 590 S.E.2d 338 (App. 2003). There,
Sloan had challenged three written determinations of Greenville County supporting the use of a design-build
project delivery method. The County’s procurement ordinance had similar requirements for written
determinations as the Consolidated Procurement Code does. The Court’s decision set a standard so profound
it was promulgated into the Budget and Control Board’s regulations.

Regarding the sufficiency of written determinations, the Court said,

In light of the Code's express mandate and guiding policy, it is apparent the written
determination required under section 7-242.5 must serve a dual function: The determination
must first effectively inform county council of the reasons why design-build source selection
works to the County's best advantage for the project at issue. Equally important, the
determination must provide the citizens of Greenville County a window into the County's
decision-making process—safeguarding the quality and integrity of the contract awards
through public accountability. If the written determination provides sufficient factual grounds
and reasoning for the County Council and the public to make an informed, objective review of
these decisions, then it has accomplished its purpose.

Id. at 556, 590 S.E.2d at 351-2. It determined that one of the three challenged determinations was
inadequate:

The Forensics Lab determination merely sets forth three conclusory statements that are
unsupported by any factual grounds related to the renovation project. The determination does
not discuss the disadvantages of using the traditional competitive sealed bidding method for
this project, nor does it discuss the advantages of the design-build with any degree of
specificity.

We conclude that the Forensics Lab determination fails to provide any reasoned basis for the
decision to use design-build source selection. It does not provide sufficient detail to allow the
County Council and the public to make an intelligent review of the decision. The trial court
was therefore correct in finding this determination inadequate under section 7-242.5

1d. at 560, 590 S.E.2d at 353-4.

In another case, the Court of Appeals stated,
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The expenditure of public funds pursuant to a competitive bidding statute is of immense
public importance. Requiring that contracts only be awarded through the process of
competitive sealed bidding demonstrates the lengths to which our government believes it
should go to maintain the public's trust and confidence in governmental management of public
funds. The integrity of the competitive sealed bidding process is so important that in some
states once a contract is proved to have been awarded without the required competitive
bidding, a waste of public funds is presumed without showing that the municipality suffered
any alleged injury.

Sloan v. School Dist. of Greenville Co., 342 S.C. 515, 524, 537 S.E.2d 299, 303 (Ct. App. 2000) (internal
quotations and citations omitted).

In the Judicial Department’s response, it admits the language of its written determinations “may be weak.”
Section 11-35-210 states, “Written determinations expressly required by the code or regulations must be
retained in an official contract file of the governmental body administering the contract. These
determinations must be documented in sufficient detail to satisfy the requirements of audit as provided in
Section 11-35-1230.” The Department’s written determinations failed to satisfy this audit.

Despite our efforts to resolve these procurement audit issues, the Judicial Department remains unwilling to
comply with State procurement laws. Because the Judicial Department refuses to comply with the
Procurement Code, it is our recommendation to the State Fiscal Accountability Authority that administrative
penalties under Section 11-35-1240 be imposed for the reasons described on page 10, the Conclusion of the

é %

Robert J. Kycocks TV, Manager
Audit and Certification

Total Copies Printed il
Unit Cost $ 3.44
Total Cost $37.84
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Attachment A

JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being procured purs
to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and
Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

This agency proposes to procure

___assistance in complex negotiations with State Government
as a sole source procurement  from Nexen Pruet LLC,

@
On the basis of:
The basis for this sole source determination and the reason no r vendor Is suilable is; Nex el members have
rovided us similar s without the acity as Officers of the South Carolina Bar. We
are hiring them to continue providing legal advice regardin, before th or and legislature. In as much as
we ing their legal services we believe they are th effectively advocate these positions on our
behalf before the appropriate government bodies,
7/26/2013 South Carolina Judicial Department § Zf é) / Z J
DATE GOVERNMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZ SIGHNAT TITLE
NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured
{2) Enter name of sole source contractor. -

(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Wark Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater than $50,000,

E“-‘Form>mmu#] n State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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rovwsel 100049353  State of South Carolina {_urchasing Requisition

Date of P.O.

P.0. Posted - Yes/No

<ﬁ§=ﬂo.€ |Code
Pruet

Posted - Yea/No

Req. No.

Date

SOUTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

1015 SUMTER STREET, SUITE 101
COLUMEIA, moc.nm CAROLINA 29201

1126260 Ship er Deliver To:

|Code

Term [J NoaT [0 sPI [0 BuyerNo |Agency Accounting Information:
Delivery Dage
FOB.De. [] Other
Discount Terms IS F _ﬂ _u
Contract Neo. [ Confirmation Order Dated Prepay Freight and Add to Invoice []
UNIT ALL PACKING SLIFS AND INVOICES MUST CONTAIN A PO NUMBER
OF . EST. UNIT
ITEM| OQTY | MEAS. | DATE ITEM RECEIVED DESCRIPTION: (use separate form for each class) COST |UNIT PRICE| TOTAL PRICE
: "
1 12 jattorney fees 38_ 34,000.00
2 12 lobbying fees :.69_ 12,000.00
3
4
5
6
7
T
9
Instructioss: Tnstaled [
estedl Menaranda [SUBTOTAL - Page 1 96,000.00
|Irvaice Pasted snd Avached - YeaNo |
{Ragemsior: Dae: The approver certifies that the items indicated hereon are for the exclusive use of the public AL - Page2 0.00
ageacy named, that they are exempt from Foderal Excisc Tax and if the itoms are used AL - Puge 3 0.00
Tille: otherwise than stated hereon such ficts will be reparted by the undersigoed to the manufacturer |SHIPPING/HANDLING
. Dam: |as requaired by law and that failure to do s0 will subject the undersigned and all guilty partics to LIATION/
E d 7 7/ _-nnoo?iggn_ebSQBEEuRE?gggnﬁgﬁg ﬁdﬂum
o ingether with cost of prosecution.

FORM NO. MMO R 885-3/34

AXES
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being procured pursuan,
to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and
Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

This agency proposes to procure
___assistance in complex tia te Government

as a sole source procurement  from Nexen Pruet,LLC.
@

On the basis of:

The bast rthi.asnleso determination and the re nno er vendor is sui ; Nexen Pruel members have

mygjﬂg_mgk_gw_ we mlggve the_g are thg gnlg firm !hal can gﬂective]g advocate I.h;@ gnsiggng__g our
behalf before the appropriate government bodies,

7/7/14 South Carolina Judicial Department

DATE GOVERNMENTAL BODY

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#102 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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vocoments 4] 0D0G55700

Da% of P.O.

P.Q. Posted - Yea/No_

Veddor (MMO Use Ouly)

EE&

Funds Reservation
Licease/Su intenance Posted - Yes/No

State of South Carolina —- Purchasing Requisition

Req. No.,
Date

Req. No. Posted - Yes/No

Ship

SC Judicial Department
1015 Sumter Street Suite 101
Co

or Deliver Te: |Code

(Nexen Pruett
1015 SUMTER STREET, SUITE 101
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201 humbig, SC 29201
attn: Julie Boland or Shannon Sean 734-1970
Term D Nan-T U SP1L D Buyer No. |Agency Aceounting Information:
Delivery Date
£.0B. Dest. Other
Discount Terms s ﬁ.ﬂ —wu 1 -
Contract Ne. O Cenfirmation Order Dated " Prepay Frelght and Add to Inveice a .
UNIT ALL PACKING SLIPS AND INVOICES MUST CONTAIN A PO NUMBIR
OF EST. UNIT
ITEM| QTY |MEAS.| DATEITEM RECEIVED DESCRIPTION: (usc separate form for each class) COST__|UNIT PRICE| TOTAL PRICE
1 12| months Attorney fees 7.000.00000| $4,000.00
2 12| months Lobbying fees 1,000.00000 12,000.00
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
e B Deliery Instructions: iy 11
wested Dellvery Date: Memoranda |SUBTOTAL - Page 1 96,000.00
[Tl Procuremest Mansger *_|ixvwice Posted and Attached - YesNo |
—.!Wa!nx-. Date: 77172014 The approver certifics that the items indicated hereon are for the exclusive use of the public Amsgabr.wﬂm» i 0.00
2 , / sgency named, that they are exempt from Federal Excise Tex aod if the items are used [SUBTOTAL - Page 3 0.00
Titie: \\ ;] A/ otherwise than stated hereon such facts will be reported by the undersigned o the mannfacturer |SHIPPING/HANDLING
] = a5 required by lew end that failure to do so will subject the undersigned end al guilty parties to [0 =
Title: a fine of not more than $10,000 or © imprisonment for not more then five years, ar both, DELIVERY
Approved: 7/ Date: together with cost of prosecution. e
. (Must Be Sigued) FORM NO. MMO R 805-3/34 {REQUISITION TOTAL 96,000.00

)
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o

JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

,\‘(\0/“{\; /‘C-L SOLE SOURCE. CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurcroent action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445,2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

{1) This agency proposed to ptocure training setvices for family coutt judges, volunteer guardians ad
litern, defense attorneys for parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfage professionals

(2) as a sole source procurement ftom the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of treining child welfate professionals, including family court judges, to increase
permanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Training Grant application authorizes the Children’s Law Center to administet
this necessary training,

ﬂéiﬁﬂ— SCID _ DT

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHOJIZED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or sexvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement,

The Drug-free Work Pliace certification must be obtained for sole soutce procurements greater than $50,000,

RECEIVED
0CT 10 200

SCJUDICIAL DEPAT "MENT
FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

<Fomm>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

OO L LIRS
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,%é RECEIVED

800000006
! ’j APR 15 2013

40-06 AT SO
00000 FOQO 12777 UNIVERSITY SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMEN|

SOUTH(AROLINA ~ Fiwceawmorssors
April 10, 2013
MS. Caro'yﬂ Tay|0r-Cracfaft CONTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING
Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumdter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH SR March 31,2013 g
GRANT NAME: Court Improvement Training Grant

GRANT NUMBER: 1201SCSCIT BEGIN DATE: 1000111

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO  Carolyn Morris END DATE: 12/3013

|GATEGORY8m_"BUDGETMCURRENT._CUMULATNE1._

SALARIES 80,240.00 19,78266 39,565.32
FRINGE BENEFIT 24,201.00 ‘428441 . 841157
TRAVEL 10,000.00 7313 ° 7 33887
SUPPLIES 5,771.00 263.76 764.74
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 200.00 200.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 4,600.00 107.00 107.00
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 124,812.00 24,710.96 49,387.50
INDIRECT COSTS 41,188.00 8,154.62 16,297.88
TOTAL COSTS 166,000.00 32,865.58 65,685.38
' COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 166,000.00 32,865.58 65,685.38

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

Aﬁf 7201% ﬂ;w\/ Y/If/ﬂ? 32,365.58

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
LINDA ZINNA , ACCOUNTING SUPERVISOF

15810 FJ10 48610 $32,865.58 ; (&-.. .

1600 HAMPTON STREET, ROOM 612 » COLUMMA, Soumit Carouna 29208 « 803/77 7-4850893.-\: 333?7%5% 17
A
Q@Q

602V330003 Bowe A0S BORIX L3S e “ROMOVCTIPTOV3
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431132

4113 —— -
Neohet ke —
AGENCY NUMBER AGENCY BATCHNUMUER QBELT ONDE HASHTOTAL TOTAL RATQI AMODUNT BATCH DATE BATCGH NUMIIER DOTUMENT]
4
__AGENCY VOUCHER NUMBER__ B,
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA I
_AGENCY TRANSEERRED TO(CU) AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROM (DB)
NAM . . NAME
Univeralty.of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT IMPROVEMENT
ADDRESS
Controller's Office e IO L ER e e TRAINING GRANT
The xoxbed hilk are spproved far payment a6 folicus:
Columbia, SC 29208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
= P
pMlTRANS AGEY ML D sibiary | BRANCE Nolha W | REARERCE |ommer g TRANSACTIO AT o
CoBE 96"| &8k CODE nc%%m):r NO D 6 ;.:; NUMBER ~ | CODE J ARG CODE R
TOTAL
TO
7 3
S sus- | ENCuM- [M AGENCY : MULT) C
MINI | FUND BRANCE mmec;' H | REFERENCE |OBIECT TRANSACTION
FMIEOE| 6| &6k | Ednn sc"t:::cgunNY'r O |9 coe | 4 | "NUMBER | cope E AMOUNT FRSEE 2
- R E
10| 401 | H27 | 0000 | 3555 1132 | o000 32,865.58
0000 0o00
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 o0oo0
Q000 0000
32,865,598
15810 FJ10 48610 $32,865.58 ol |

hereby ceitify. |hnLl!|u anicles purclnsed) or sprvices rendered a5 shown herein have been recdved ond me in accordance with law, end that the payee is eutitlod 10
€

aymei, therdfor
SKGNATWARE,

y the staie of South Carclina.

OFPICIAL TTILE,

DATE CG AUDITOR,

DATE
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

7 7 1 pt

Based upon the following detetmination, the proposed procutement action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure setvices to support a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project

(2) 1s 2 sole source procutement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univetsity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing court liaisons actoss the state who will be responsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and permanency planning hearings. The Court Liaison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the permanent plan,
and ensure that pleadings are filed and hearings are scheduled within statutory requirements.

%&eh ST , Snads
ATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHO ED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES; (1) Enter description of goods ot sezvices to be procured.
(2) BEater name of sole gource contractor,
(3) Enter the deteemination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place cettification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater then $50,000,

RECELy )

OCT 10-20
SC tyi
i AL DER e
HNANL‘ AND .;I.”;":j‘:'z:{""'
<Fotm>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

PytaCIe e
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“'

QY//-
f%f R RECEIVED

800000006 i |

A008 ' APR 15 2013

00000 FQ00 12777 UNIVERSITY OF
MQ\ROUNA SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

April 11, 2013 FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft

CONTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING

Finance and Personnel
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101

Columbia, SC

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

29201

GRANT NAME: Court Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 121SCSCIP BEGIN DATE: 10/01/41
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 12/30/13

ICATEGORY MRS ST S 0 S 78H BUD GE T /#4254 TS CURRENT AR CUMULATIVE.

SALARIES 84,770.00 8,672.28 14,000.04
FRINGE BENEFIT 25,266.00 38318 . . 667851
TRAVEL 10,000.00 193.72 .193.72
SUPPLIES 6,000.00 30.45 30.45
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 0.00 89.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES ©,302.00 0.00 4,912.50
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 136,3368.00 12,728.30 25,814.22
INDIRECT COSTS 44,662.00 4,200.34 8,518.70
TOTAL COSTS 180,000.00 16,928.64 34,332,892
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 000 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 180,000.00 16,928.64 34,332.92

I certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

15810

16,928.64

%w-) . //J/ // 3 CONTRAGT & GRANT ACCOUNTING

LINDA ZINNA , ACCOUNTING SUPERVISOF
FN—

1600 HamPTON STREET, ROOM 612 o« COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROUNA 20208 » 803/ 777-48508035\)( 8337%1 7

ﬁ”f"‘M [

-t

FL43 48610 $16,928.64

50AI33¢p3  BLGADG BB BB ko3 S055000  AOAAHCLIEAC
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e .

L oner 4 oncE o
Numler 3 -
AQENCY NUMBER AGENTY BATCHNUMBER ODUELT CODEJIASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCII DATE EATOI NUMHER DOCUMENT]
4
— AGENCY VOUCHERNUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA |
AGENCY TRANSFERRED TO {CRY

NAMLC
Unijversity of South Carolina
ADDRESS

INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER

FMMEEEW )
NAME

COURT IMPROVEMENT

ADDRESS

Controlier's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL:
The mwcired KB ure npproved forpoywent e fnllmm
Columbla, SC 29208
Phome:
77-2602
FROM
SuR M 4 [o!
SUB- cuM- H | _AcEy MUL
FMTRANEJAGSVl MINL | FUND | siDIaRY | BRANCE |O ﬂ&%agJ 0| RiRERCE lovecr T N PURPOSE |G
CODE| NO | CODE | cone ACONOOUNT No |p E MUMBER | CODE ""M" CODE R
TOTAL
TO
a sua. | Encum M| Pl aGEnCY MULTL  |C
FM ‘TRANSI accy] M | FOND | siikry | BRANCE |ofrraiect] B | mererEnce {omEcT TRANSACTION P
CODE| NG | CODE | coDE A&No&m NO g CoDE | & | MUMBER | CODE AMOUNT T~ ﬁ
E
10| 401 | H27 [ 0000 | 3555 1147 | o000 16,928.64
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
TOTAL 16 sza.s‘zi
15810 FL43 $16,928.64 i
:y.“% :.-ﬁalrlé-r;k ‘?7».".3‘!?}.'.‘;?’ giglg&;rmcga% ’ Ir;!ccn rendered as shown hercin have been recelved and ave in accordance with law, and that dhe payee is entitled to

SHIKATUNE,

OFFIOALTITLE

DATE

CGAUDITOR

DATE
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—

JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

/w\o}'(\f /'(~(' SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procured putsuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure training services for family court judges, volunteer guardians ad
litem, defense attorneys for parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family court judges, to increase
g pr g Y Judges

permanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect ptoceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Training Grant application authorizes the Children’s Law Center to administer

this necessary training,

2

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

DinilsT
TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter descrption of gonds or services to be procured.
(2) Eater name of sole source contractor.
(3) Entex the determination and basis for sole soutce procutrement.

The Drug-free Wozk Place certificaion must be obtained for sole souece procurements greater than $50,000.

RECEIVED
0CT 102012

SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 8/14/02

BYHH L AT
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N2

33%

800000006 ’jt‘ RECEI VETD
G000 h- ;m‘.n

00000 FOOO 12777 LN v iRy JUL 08 2%

July 3,2013 G"ROL" 'L ‘ bc’bm(mmmrmm

FINANPE AN g, NFL

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft
Finance and Personnel

1045 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

ConTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH S Uine 30,2040,
GRANT NAME: Court Improvement Training Grant

GRANT NUMBER: 1201SCSCIT BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO  Carolyn Morris END DATE: 12/30/13

S TR N3 VS S, i BU D GE T 4R CURREN T S CUMULATIVE
SALARIES - - . 80,240.00 25,173.26 64,738.58

FRINGE BENEFIT 24,201.00 -6,433.37 v 14,844.94
TRAVEL 10,000.00 " 1,2583.92 L1N1,592.79
SUPPLIES 5771.00 3,116.79 3,881.53
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 334.88 534.88
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 4,600.00 4,922.80 5,029.80
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 124,612.00 41,235.02 90,622.52
INDIRECT COSTS 41,188.00 13,607.556 29,906.43
TOTAL COSTS 1686,000.00 54,842.57 120,627 .85
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 166,000.00 54,842.57 120,527.95

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

oK.
84,842.57
) CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
. o TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR - *'.

- -

{5810 FJ10 48610 $84,842.57

1600 HameTon STREeT, RooM 612 o CoLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29208 » 803/777- 4850893.\5 83377995&'7

5631320003 GO4LACVOIO 1BOHOK W3S — s@ssoooce  PotOICIPTAS
35'ﬂ?‘42-5’7 ol -1“%/13
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131504 - 7I5/2013

PAGE OF
Fumber [°T]
AGENCY NUMBER ACENCY 0 ATCHNUMMER OBJECT CODEHASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE BATCH NUMDER DOCUMENT]
4
__AGENCY YOUCHER NUMBDER — CGWARBANT NUMAFR
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
_AGENCY TRANSEFRREDTO(CR).
NAME B
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT ADMINISTRATION
ADDRESS ADDRESS
Controllar's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL:
The diathed hilh wre npproved Forpaymen m foVova
Columbla, SC 29208
Phone:
777-2802
FROM
SUB | sup. cume | M i | acevey man |©
FM[TRANS AGEY] MINI | FUND | SIDIARY BRANCE |Olrnasecr] B | REFERENCE |omsECT TRANSACTION PURPOSE |G
CODE| NG| CODE | cope |ACCOINT| “NO™ |p CoD s NUMBER | COOE AMOUNT CODE R
TOTAL
TO
P
M AGENCY
r-'wrmm];.osy MINI D s%}ﬁ’&y ENSNE ofmract| Y | REFERENCE [OBJECT TRANSACTION pmuma E
CODE| NG| CopE | CODE A&NoowT NO || covE | § [ NUMBEX | cODE AMOUNT ¢ 3
E
13| 401 |H27 3566 1504 54,842.57
54,842.57
16610 FJ10 48610 $54,842.57 ToTAL

hereby c&nﬂrglgwﬁ;n:g?m%&ug;m?ces renderad 8s shown herein have been reccived md are in accardance with law, and that the payee is entitled 10

aymon,
SIGNATURE

OFAQALTITLE, DATE CG AUDITOR

DATE
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authotity of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procute setvices to suppott a project manager for the Court Lizison
Project

(2) as 2 sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univessity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing coutrt liaisons actoss the state who will be tesponsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and permanency planning hearings. The Court Liaison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the permanent plan,
and ensure that pleadings are filed and hearings ate scheduled within statutory tequirements,

.

%A?jﬁg, SeJTd Joeds
ATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHOBZZEIS SIGNATURE TITLE.

NOTES: (1) Entes description of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole sousce contractor.
(3) Enter the deteemination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater than $50,000,

RECE11 11

0CT 10201,
SC 1y i
TR ARV DFEP: 5 e
FINABICE apgy ,"-rn:t.‘r‘ nh.\:’r:“ !
<Fotm>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
PR AL B0
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A |

800000006 l
4006 oy |
00000 FOO0 12777 U NI VERSITY

July 3, 2013

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft
Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

CONTRACT AND GRANT ACOOUNTING

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

GRANT NAME: Courtl Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 1218CSCIP BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris : END DATE: 12/30/13

[CATEGORY £3074 71NN N (5220 BUD G E TSNS C CURREN TS CUMULATIVE|

SALARIES 84,770.00 3700123 5100127

FRINGE BENEFIT 25,266.00 L fa52542 0T .18,103.63

TRAVEL : 10,000.00 0 4305777 T 4 5B9.40 |

SUPPLIES 6,000.00 © 80690 837.35

OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 60.00 150,00

CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 9,302.00 4,476.27 9,388.77 .|

EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00 1

TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 135,338.00 58,265.29 84,079.51

INDIRECT COSTS 44,662.00 19,207.74 27,726.44

TOTAL COSTS 180,000.00 77,473.03 111,805.95

COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00 |
|

TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 180,000,00 77,473.03 114,805.95

RECEIVED

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

JUL 08 203 I

SCIUDICIAL DE PARTMENT

%%_m% %W Qﬁ//\? 77.473.03 F[”'*“"““”“”“ltm\w:f:z_

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING ‘

TONY HUGGINS DIRECTOR

| 15810~ FL43 48610 $77,473.03 —>

1600 HAMPTON STREET, RODM G12 o« CoLummia, SOUTH CAROLINA 20208 » 803/777-485@94ax ZJ;{#QS 17
5021330003

BUHoA 0001®  2oUOXWI3T et SSB  Nol cLp eI #7413.02 dﬁ‘f'u
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131603 71612013 e o
Number [T
AGENCY NUMBER AENCY BATCHNUMEER 08 JECT CONE HASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE BATCH NUMBER DOCUMENT
4
__AGENCY VOUCHER NUMBER _ CGWARRANT NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
_ACENCY TRANSEERRED TO((R) AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROM (DR
NAME * 3 HAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT ADMINISTRATION
ADDRERS
Controller's OFfice TOTHE COMPTROLLER GENERAL: ADDRESS
The zached bill sreapproved forpaymed = Follows
Columbia, SC 29203
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
SUB M 4 C
ENCUM- AGENCY
FM[TRANS AGCY MINI | FUND s&m RY BREPXCE OlpRayECT] H REFERENCE |OBIECT TRANSACTION HTRUPLOT%E [¢]
CODE CODE | copg | ACCOUNT NO  |p E § NUMBER | CODE AMOUNT CQODE R
TOTAL
TO
Encum- [m] P ] aceney
fraansiager] e | (B [ 5B | B [Mlmarct 3 | /SRS fowmcr TRANSACTION | RS |g
CODE| NO | CODE | CODE AC%UNT No |5l cobE | § MBER | CODE AMOUNT CODE
E
13| 401 [ H27 3855 1503 77,472.03
77,473.0
15810 FLA3 48610 $77.473.03 R A473.03)

uymclrhn:‘?l‘tln

SIGNATURE,

icles
sule of

OFFIOALTITLE,

bATR
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€G AUDITOR

ol E.or services renderad as shown herein have been received and are in accardance with {aw, and thal the payee is entited 1o

DATE




"

~—

JUSTIFICATION FOR SEP 30 2013
SOLE SOURCE, PROCUREMENT

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procutement action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Catolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure training services for family court judges, volunteer guardians ad
litem, defense attorneys for parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univessity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family court judges, to increase
permanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Training Grant application authotizes the Children’s Law Center to administer
this necessary training,

3 SN
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZE TITLE
NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or setvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for solc source procurement.
The Drug-free Work Place certification muat be obtained for sole source p ts greater than $50,000.
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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00000 £000 12777 U NE VERSITY

Qctober 16, 2013 Q

Ms. camlyn Taylor-Cracraft CONTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING

Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101

Columbia, SC 29201

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENGITURES THROUGH September 30, 20134

GRANT NAME: Court Improvement Training Grant .
GRANT NUMBER: SC COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE: 10/01/12 10 r 9{)6( ;J
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/30/14

é’\ocaanw.

ICATEGORY. 2% LR SN BUDGE TSR 2 CURRENT &N CUMULATIVE:
SALARIES 84,238.00 1,449.39 1,449.39
FRINGE BENEFIT 29,279.00 664.98 664.98
TRAVEL 3,000.00 0.00 0.00
SUPPLIES 1,279.00 1,527.91 1,527.61
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 0.00 0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,000.00 1,316.75 1,316.75
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 118,797.00 4,859.03 4,950.03
INDIRECT COSTS 39,203.00 1,636.48 1,636.48
TOTAL COSTS 168,000.00 6,695.51 6,585.51
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 158,000.00 6,595.51 6,585.51

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

Hof Zm

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
/0 / & 7//3 TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR
15810 FJ11 48610 $6,598.51 -
P
\Y
1600 HamPToN STreer, Room 612 » Cowwman, Soumir CARoLNA 29208 « B03/777-48 5ospan me 17 \\

A FquaL Oreoaryziny (NsTIUTION
Joaiddoue 3 SO A o0 e Do X 00BS SOSTE0o Bu-kmc:_?-B

»bJ"L 1ol adfsz
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PAGE oF
© Numbey [T
AGENCY NUMBER AGENCY BATC I NUMBER OB RCT CODE HASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE DATOH NUMBER DOCUMENT]|
4
__AGENCY VOUCHER NUMBER _ __CCWARRANT NUIMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AGENCY TRANSFFRRED TO(CR). AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROM (DR)
NAME . NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER SC COURT ADM
AUDDRESS B ADDRESS
Controller’s Office TO THE COMI'TROLLER GENERAL:
The wmched B s are sppmved (o3 peymemt s folloua:
Columbis, SC 29208
Phone:
T77-2802
FROM
suB M 4 C
SUB- ENCUM- MULT]
™ RANJAGCY mint | FUND | siDiary | BRANGE |Oprorect] B | REFERENCE |oiEeT TRANSACTION PURPOSE |G
CODE| NG | CODE | copg |A COUNT| "N | pJ CODE'| § | "MUMBER | CODE AMOUNT CODE R
TOTAL
TO
SUB SUB- ENCUM. |M Pl aGEnCY MULTI c
FM[TRANS AGCY| MINI D BRANCE |5 |PROIECT] H | REFERENCE |OBJECT TRANSACTION
cobe]*N6'| oot | Ene fé?;@’;ﬂﬁ’r No (Dl come | 4 | MuMBER | copE g AMOUNT PRI S
E
04| 401 |H27 3588 0406 6,696.61
. 6,595.51
15810 FJ11 48610 $6,595.51 Torl

nl;ur% csgl‘z‘_wll?u;w u;lt:&e: &g}'ﬂ:&%micu renderad ns shown herein have been received and are in aecordance with law, and thot the payce is antitled 1o
SENATLI‘E - QPAQALTITLE DATE CG AUTITOR,

DATE
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JUSTIFICATION FOR SEP 30 2013
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

SOLE SOURCE

Based upon the following detesmination, the proposed procurement action described below is being
procuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure training services for family court judges, volunteer guatdians ad
litem, defense attorneys for parents invalved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) as a sole source procutement from the Children’s Law Ceater at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family court judges, to increase
permanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Coutt
Improvement Project Training Grant application authotizes the Children's Law Center to administer
this necessary training.

a Scdn

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY

NOTES: (1) Enter descrption of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greatet than $530,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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00000 FOQ0 12777 UNIVERSITY OF ‘_

SOUTH(AROLINA

ai__

November 14, 2013

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft
Financs and Personnel

1015 Sumiter Street, Suite 101
Columbla, SC 29201

CONTRALT AND GRANT ACOOUNTING

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

6 O010b8r a2 0138

GRANT NAME: Court improvement Training Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 1201SCSCIT BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carotyn Morrls END DATE: 12/30/13

o 2 B ST 53¢ = S S VRN o
SALARIES 80,240.00 22,070.28 86,808.86
FRINGE BENEFIT 24,201.00 5,676.61 20,621.55
TRAVEL 10,000.00 2,866.51 4,458.30
SUPPLIES 5,771.00 1,155.69 5,037.22
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 763.89 1,2868.77
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 4,600.00 1,656.50 6,688.30
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 124,612.00 34,189.48 124,812.00
INDIRECT COSTS 41,188.00 11,282.57 41,188.00
TOTAL COSTS 166,000.00 45,472.08 166,000.00
COST SHARE {IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 166,000.00 4547205 166,000.00

. . A Py & Il Y/u
I certify that all expenditures reported {or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes ”

and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents. % Zu___/
TANNOSY 4 UNY IINVNILL
CNTILIVITA TV JS
45,472.05 FINAL INVOICE
¥ T AON . CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING

TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR

T

15810 Fifod s Zussid & $45,472.05

1600 HAMPTON STREET, RCOM G132« CoLumma, SOUTH CAROLNA 20208 o 803/777-485089;»{ slm

An EQuar Omaatumty hasmenon {b

6 4RBI0POS Byip noooro BONOXOOIS SOSSOL00 BOUG\ TP TONI &\\‘\
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here
:ymb.-’n.
SIGNATURE

OFHCALTITLE,

DATH OG AUIITOR,

il t the nric) ur gervices rendered as shawn herein have besn roceived and are in accordance with lew, wnd thet the payes (s entitied to
'L'L"s&’ri' byﬁ;&?ﬁmﬁimﬁl

DATE

PAGE OF
+ Dow
l‘:g:: MR AGENCY BATCHNUMAER OBIECT CODE HASHTOTAL TOTAL AATCH AMOUNT DATCH OATE BATOINUMBER DOCUMENT]
4
: — COWARRANT MUMAFR
| STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ACENCY TRANSEERR EDTO(CR). : AGENCY TRANSFERRED FEOM (DR
NAM_K NAME
University of South Caralina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT IMPROVEMENT
ADDRESS ADDRESS
Controlier's Office TOTHE COMPTROLLER GENERAL: TRAINING
The siached bt wrenppeoved for paymmni a Mitoun:
Columbla, SC 29208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
sUB M F [c]
sus. | ENCUM. H MULTI
m[‘r&mg Y| MM | FUND DIARY | BRANCE |OlrrQipcT| A OBECT! T| ACTION PURPOSE |G
BB &85 | Cone | RS PG [ 4 | SN (] § | s | g (o
",:' ‘-,« b
Loy, .’
K7 y 7
..O//, 01’ 7.
e, (3[
0 K3 b [
TOTAL
TO
" P = :
i M AGENCY C
Im rmmJnacv Mt | D | sty | BRANCE ofRaECH B | REFERENCE |OBIECT TRANSACTION P i
CODE| NG | CODE | cODE Aé%%UNT NO " (Bl copE | & | “WUMBER | comE AMOUNT d
E
05| 401 |H27 3555 0503 45,472,05
TOTAL 45,472.05
15810 FJ10 48610 $45,472.06 ’
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JUSTIFICATION FOR SEP
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT 30 2953

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procutement action described below is being
procuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Ptocurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure setvices to suppott a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing court liaisons across the state who will be responsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and permanency planning heatings. The Court Liaison Project will asgist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the permanent plan,
and ensure that pleadings are filed and hearings are scheduled within statutoty requirements.

§eJp
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY
NOTES: (1) Enter description of goads or setvices to be procured.

(2) Enter pame of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and bagis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-frec Work Place certification must be obtained for sole sonrce procurements greater than $50,000,

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Conteol Board 5/14/02
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SOUTH(AROLINA

November 21, 2013
Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracrafi
Finance and Personnal

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

CONTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

GRANT NAME: Count Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 1218CSCIP BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morrls END DATE: 12130113

SALARIES 84,770.00 36,456.11 87,457.38

FRINGE BENEFIT 25,266.00 11,924.32 30,027.95
TRAVEL 10,000.00 1,658.56 6,248.08
SUPPLIES 6,000.00 400.81 . 1,238.16
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 0.00 159.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 9,302.00 818.89 10,207.46
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 135,338.00 51,258.49 135,338.00
INDIRECT COSTS 44,662.00 16,035.66 44,662.00
TOTAL COSTS 180,000.00 68,194.08 180,000.00
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 180,000.00 68,194.05 180,000.00

and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents,

68,194.05 FINAL INVOICE

I ceriify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes A'f r WJ\W
ﬂd% i
il

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR

T

15810 FL43 48610 $68,194.03

1600 Hamrron STaeer. Rook 612 « Cotumnia, Snute Canouna 29208 o 803/777-4850W|7 “‘ J '

Ax Egua Orwmmumy Lamrunon
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A L _ PAGE o°F___
ACENCY MUMBER AGENCY BATCHNUMBER ORIECY CO0E MASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE RATCH NUMBER DOCUMENT]
4
~ AGENCY YOUCHERNUMBER _ — COWARRANI MUMBER __
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AGENCY TRANSEFRREDTO(CR). AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROM (DR
KAME NAME )
Universlty of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT ADMINISTRATION
ADDRESS
Controtiar's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL; BASIC GRANT
Tha wxhad Bl wenpproved (orpsymma w fallewa:
Cofumbla, SC 20208
Phone;
Lm-zm
FROM
su8 M P [
sus. | Bncum H M
NL&JA MIN FUND 0
061 e | e |l R She] 1 | e oa f e | W o
TOTAL
TO
sn- | peeuwe vl TR [ acmicy MuLTI  [C
FM|TRA! (3 SNCE |ORJECT TRANSACTION
oop'gJ G| SO0k | e | SRy h% g“::oos ¢ FNUMBER. | CODE AMOUNT PESSE :
E
05| 401 | H27 3555 0509 €9,194.06
13LNOSKI LN 4NN
LNFALIVAAG (YINANT S5
1.
¢ L|G|AON
alle & iy
(T T
16810 FL43 48610 $68,134.06 TOTAL il

am:ﬁri‘?%?mﬂ? mtu':lmnmm 8 ghown herein have been recelved @nd e in accordance with law, and that the pay e is eatitiod to

SIGNATURE,

OPACALTITLE, _ DaTe

CGAUDTOR,

DATE,

41




JUSTIFICATION FOR SEP 30 203

SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT
SOLE SOURCE CHECKIIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procutetent action desctibed below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to ptocure training seevices for family court judges, volunteet guardiaas ad
litern, defense attorneys for patents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfate professionals

(2) as a sole source procuternent from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family coutt judges, to increase
permanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Coutt
Improvement Project Training Grant application authotizes the Children’s Law Center to administer

this necessary training.

a Scdn .2)
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHO IGNATURE TITLE
NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured.

(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eater the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-feee Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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SOUTH(AROLINA

January 13, 2014

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft
Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

CONTRACT AXD GRANT ACCOUNTING

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH WDecomber 31: 20134
GRANT NAME: Court improvement Training Grant

GRANT NUMBER: §C COURT ADMHH BEGIN DATE: 10/01/12
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO  Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/30/14
ICATEGORY M EY RS BUDGE T PSS f CURREN TARNESEE CUMULATIVE;
SALARIES 84,239.00 26,014,84 . 29,464.23
FRINGE BENEFIT 29,279.00 853042 [ . .7,195.10
TRAVEL 3,000.00 2631200 7 "2631.20
SUPPLIES 1,279.00 5,328.08 6,855.99
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 364.39 364.39
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,000.00 2,478.95 3,795.70
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 118,767.00 45,347.58 50,306.61
INDIRECT COSTS 39,203.00 14,956.87 16,593.35
TOTAL COSTS 158,000.00 60,304.45 66,899.96
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 168,000,00 60,304.45 66,899.96 ~

o

| certify that all expenditures reported (or pay ments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

' H 69/15\""9\ (/&&[QML{ T €0,304.48 .

15810 //.Fa11. 48810 $60,304.45 < :

1600 HampPTON STRiET, ROOM 62 o Cmmm.\:-SoumE‘.mo-um 29208 » 803/777-48505.6;;:(—!237%
A Equal Ororrumry Bamiminis P - 99,}'6""
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PAGE _____ OF
Number Deto
AGERCY NUMBER AGENCY BATCH NUMBER OQBJECT CODE HASH TOTAL TOTAL RATEH AMOUNT BATCH DATE HATOH NUMBER DOCUMENT|
4
:  CGWARBANTNUMAFR
| ’ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
NAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT IMPROVEMENT
[ADDRESS ADDRESS
Controller's Office 10 THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL: TRAINING
The stemhed b |b are approved forpayment & follous,
Columbia, SC 20208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
suB M r [4
SUB- ENCUM- H AGENCY MULTI
FML’ (e} MINE FUND BRANCE | O REFERENCE | CBJECT] E PURPOSE a
CW%ANSY CODE | cope f\s&;%tw’r NO D Hé‘&l)%l g NUMBER CODE {- TRmS&FJT'ON CODE R
TOTAL
TO
Pl aGevcy
oM mm{w&y it | BBl | siiiaiy | BRANCE [glmaect B | RffRence [oBiEcT TRANSACTION | pUpRSE  |o
CODE| N CODE | CODE | A LJ‘:‘ NO D OODE Q NUMBER CODE AMOUNT %Rﬂ R
E
07| 401 | H27 3555 0680 60,304.45
15810 FJ11 48610 $60,304.46 TOTAL 80, 30444

h ify that the articles purchased or ices o in have bee j i i ¢ i
.mhz‘l:&n‘}?m hyfhaessur %mﬁmﬁ? rendored as shown herein have been received and are in accordance with law, and that the payee is entitled to

SKINATURE, OFFAICALTITLE,

DATE

CG AURLTOR,

DATE
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STIFICATION FOR
SOLEJ;JOURCE PROCUREMENT SEP 3 0 2n14

SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure services to support a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project

(2) as a sole source ptocurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supetvising and managing court liaisons across the state who will be responsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and permanency planning hearings. The Coutt Liaison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the permanent plan,
and ensure that pleadings are filed and hearings are scheduled within statutory requiretnents.

Ul SeIp Dl
TITLE

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORPLED SIGNATURE

NOTES: (1) Buter desciption of goods or sexvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eater the determination and basis fot sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtalned for gole soutce procurements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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January 16, 2014

Ms. Carclyn Taylor-Cracraft Contract and Grant Accounting
Finance and Personnel RECEI VED
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101 Fep 04 ;
Columbia, SC 29201 SCyp, o bk

FINgn o~ U L

ANCEAND:P?MMEN,

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH December 31:2013 1
GRANT NAME: Court Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: SC COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE; 10/01/12
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 05/30/14
ICATEGORY AR SR i 557 3850 BUD GET %5/ CURRENT AU CUMULATIVE
SALARIES 95,911.00 26,018.04 . . 26,018.04
FRINGE BENEFIT 34,548.00 - 819476 - . . - -.0194.76
TRAVEL 3,503.00 . 6,657.10 6,667.10
SUPPLIES 500.00 3,953.04 3,963.04
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 2,820.00 350.00 350.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 600.00 662.48 662.48
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 137,883.00 46,835.42 46,835.42
INDIRECT COSTS 35,117.00 12,177.20 12,177.20
TOTAL COSTS 173,000.00 59,012.62 59,012.62
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 173,000.00 59,012.62 59,012.62

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accardance with the agreements set forth In the application and award documents.

ﬂﬁ /‘;‘?ﬂ# W/ 59,012.62 B

/3}”{ 5 n CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
S~ TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR

15810 FLSD 48610 $59,012.62 i .

1600 Hampton Streat, Room 612 + Columbla, South Carolina 29208 » 803.777-4850 « PaBe0a HFTERVHC \\
NINY
133 0003 Oy oo
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PAGE oF
Numbe? Dure
[ AGENCY MUMBER ACERCV DATCHNUMUER ORJECT CODE HASHTOTAL TOTAL BATOH AMOURT BATUI DATE BATCH NUMBDER DOCOMENT |
4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
_AGENCY TRANSEERRED TO(CR). rﬁmr.mmmmmmm:
NAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER SC COURT ADM
ADDRESS ) ADDRESS
Controller's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL:
The sluched bilis are approved fos paymeni w8 follova:
Columbia, SC 29208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
suB M 14 . 4 C
SUB- ENCUM: AGENCY MULT]
FML‘RANS AGCY| MINI | FUND | sipiaRY | BRANCE vaoufr K REFERENCE |OBJECT E TRANSACTION PURPOSE a
CODE| NO | CODE | copt Ac%wr NO | p| CODI E NUMBER | CODE ) AMOUNT CODE R
TOTAL
TO
m! sup | sus. | Encum M cl b | Agmiey MULTL |C
EM[TRANS AGCY| MINI | FUND | sipiARY | BRANCE |oPRQUECT| H | REFERENCE |OBJECT TRANSACTION (L pggﬁ G
CODEE| NO | CODE | CODE |A ;&mr No~ |l cooe | § | NUMBER™ | CODE | 4 AMOUNT .
E L
07| 401 | H27 3565 717 69,012.62
f 59,012.62
15810 FL50 48610 $59,012.62 oLt |

harel cenil’g‘ that the articles pchased or 1glviccs rendered as shown herein have been received and are in accordance with lew, and thal the payce is entided (o
aymeii, theréfore by the suie of South Corplina,

SIGNATURE, . OFRUALTITLE DATE CG AUDITOR, DATE
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JUSTIFICATION FOR SEP 30 2013

SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT
SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the propased ptocurement action desctibed below is being
procutred pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code

and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to ptocute training services for family coutt judges, volunteer guardians ad
litetn, defense attorneys for parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univessity of South Carolina
School of Law
(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family coutt judges, to increase

petmanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Court
Improvemeat Project Training Grant application authotizes the Children’s Law Center to administer

this necessary training,

jA{I[{g Scan

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter descdption of goods or sexvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eater the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 Statc Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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G

UNIVERSITY OF

April 8, 2014

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft Contract and Grant Accounting
Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101

Columbia, SC 29201

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH i March 3172014 i
GRANT NAME: Counl improvement Training Grant

GRANT NUMBER: $C COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE: 10101112
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATQ Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/30/14

[CATEGORY A RS OIS BUDGE TATMEERE CURREN TaI S CUMULATIVE!

SALARIES 84,239.00 25,232.46 54,696.69
FRINGE BENEFIT 26,276.00 6,235.51 13,430.61
TRAVEL 3,000.00 775.64 3,406.84
SUPPLIES 1,276.00 2,313.61 9,169.60
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 397.40 761.79
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,000.00 334.25 412995
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 118,787.00 35,288.87 85,595.48
INDIRECT COSTS 39,203.00 11,645.32 28,238 67
TOTAL COSTS 158,000.00 46,934.19 113,834.15
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 158,000.00 46,934.19 113.834.15

RECEIVED

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes

and are in accordance with the agreemenls set forth in the application and award documents. APR11 774
SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMEN1
/ 46,934.19 FINANCE ANT TR NmIRY
415 f CONTRACT & GRANT AG,
! TONY HUGGINS, Dmecﬁ 8 %‘] VED
15810 FJ11 48610 $46,934.19

T R 16

PARTMEN1T
1600 Hamplon Streat, Room 612 » Columbia, South Carclina 29208 » 803-777-4850 = DERCANMEY

An Ectt) Oppotiunity nativion

. . R
ORI VOB Boao o000 "BeduXen3S  SoSSouns TBodol ez @ T 3\3 YN
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. "h.
141041 410414 PAGE ___or
Numiber Date
ATUNCY MUMBER ACENCY BATCHNUMBDER THUECT CO0E HASINOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMCUNT BATCH DATE BAYCH NUMBER EOCUMENT]
4
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
NAME NAME
University of South Carofina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT IMPROVEMENY
[ADDRESS L o ADDRESS
Controlter's Office TO THE COMPTROL.LER GENERAL: TRAINING
The wisched 61k are approved for paymont m 0ol ovs:
Columbia, SC 28208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
SUB 1 qum. | Evcume |M | agency ; MULTI c
FMEIE)AN AGCY| MINI | FUND | SIDIARY | BRANCE Op%%ag:r A REI%{EM.‘E OBJECT TRANSACTION PUP%C)SE g
DE| NO | CODE | cope |ACCOUNT| ~ NO— [p| CODE s NUMBER | CODE AMOUNT CODE R
TOTAL
TO
sup su | ENCUM- (M Pl acency MULTI c
M TRANJAC[: MINI | F BRANCE |q|PROIECT H | REFGRENCE |OBIECT E TRANSACTION .
CODE Noﬂ cooe | cope [AORT| “RoT (2| cooe § | ~meer | cook | 4 AMOUNT st g
E 1
10| 401 | H27 3565 1041 46,934.19
46,934.1
15810 FU11 48610 $46,934.19 RECEIVEI 93418 IVED
- APR 11 M
PR _ _ APR16
h ify that the prtic! ha i od o5 sh SC IO DARARTMEN: i is et
e rcreiore by che Sk BYSoth ooty o3 renered s shov he e vRer«od md arwsszondance with law. anddfet ey ({194 RTMENT
| SHONATURE OFfICIALTITLE DATE CG AUDITOR, EINANCF ANBYAERSONNE]
] * -.; '.' ‘ i
|
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USTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT SEP 3.9 2005

SOLE SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code

and 19-445,2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Lawsa.

(1) This agency proposed to procure setvices to support a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project :

(2).as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univessity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing court lisisons actoss the state who will be responsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, metits, and permanency planning hearings. The Coutt Liaison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is otdered as the permanent plan,
and ensute that pleadings are filed and heatings axe scheduled within statutory tequirements.

SeID _QDM .

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHO, D SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter descdption of goods ot sesvices to be procured.
(2) Entet name of sole soutce contractor.
(3) Eater the determination and basis for sole soutce procuremeat.

The Deug-free Wortk Place certification must be obtained for sole source procucements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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A RECEIVEL

00061365M ﬂj‘\
% APR 15

UNIVERSITY OF SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMEN]
SOUTH CAROLINA  axceaunmeoconnin

April 10, 2014

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft Contract and Grant Accounting
Finance and Personnel

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

GRANT NAME: Court Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: §C COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE: 10/01/12
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/30/14

|GATEGORY SIS A 5N Vs 1 2 Vil B UDGET /S| CURRENT A CUMULATIVE]

SALARIES 95,911.00 26,018.04 52,036.08
FRINGE BENEFIT ' 34,549.00 9,399.90 18,594.66
TRAVEL 3,503.00 1,454.85 8,111.95
SUPPLIES 500.00 680.17 4633.21
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 2,820.00 1,850.00 2,300.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 600.00 1,556.42 2,218.90
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 137,883.00 41,059.38 87,894.80
INDIRECT COSTS 35,117.00 10,168.44 22,345.64
TOTAL COSTS - 173,000.00 61,227.82 110,240.44
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 173,000.00 51,227.82 110,240.44

| cortify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents. RE CE I VED

/%aw‘.@ é : APR 1T 77
/ §1,227.82 ‘
%(ﬂ% ;7"“*/ 4 17 / J6/y CONTRACT & GRANT AG L DEPARTMEN]
TONY HUGGINS, DIRECT AND PERSONNEL.
15810 FL5O 48610 $51,227.62 .
-~

1600 Hampton Street, Room 812 « Colunbla, South Carolina 20208 « 803.777-4850 » Fax 803-777.681 S

An Equel Oppartunily instidtion
Bovo A b 1
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141067 4114 PAGE o
I Numher Date
AQENCY NIIMBER ACENCY BATCHNLUINEBER ORIECT CONEHASHTOTAL TQTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE DATCH NUMBER DY,
q
( STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AAGENCY TRANSEERRED.IO(CR). 2 \]
NAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEP ARTMEMM' COURT ADMINISTRATION
ADDRESS ADORESS
Controller's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL:
4 m--hdh'lhneqmdfbrpmml 5 ‘
| Columbia, 8C 29208
: Phoneé SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMEN1
777-26D2 FINANCF AN DER AR}
FROM
sus M 4 C
SUR- ENCUM- H | AGEN ; MULTI
FMTRANJAGCY MINI | FUND Ry | BRANCE |Olprauect] | REFERERCE [onsEcT TRANSACTION RbosE |G
CODE| NO'| CODE | copp As(!:rcg;uw NO DPCODE s NUMBER ~ | CODE 7 AMUT CODE R
RECEIVED
APR 17T ¢
SC JUDICIAL DEP,
A NN PEPRANNT,
TOTAL
TO
M F 1 AGENCY : MULT| c
FM TRANS]AGSY MINi F%JNBD s%%iy EEE & o|PRQECT 2 REFERENCE | OBJECT E TRANSACTION pungE G
CODE| NG | cope | cope ACCOUNT NO cobe | £ | NUMBER | cope i AMOUNT [ k
E
10| 401 | H27 3555 1067 51,227.82
51,227.82
15810 FLSO 48610 $51,227.82 TOTAL :

I nify that the anti ices rendered i ] i i i
uf&b?“‘cﬁm?hc i %:1: ;ﬂc:ﬂl:fz[&ﬁumnu ered aa shown herein have boen received and are in accordance with law, and that the payes is entitled to

SIGNAM? - ORCIALTITLE DATE O3 AURTOR,

DATE.
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SEP 30 2013

JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT
LE C LI

Based upon the following determination, the ptoposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to ptocure training services for family court judges, volunteer guardians ad
litetn, defense attorneys for patents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) a8 a sole soutce procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univetsity of South Carolina
School of Law
(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, inchading family court judges, to increase

pettanency for children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Coust
Lmprovement Project T'taining Grant application authotizes the Children’s Law Center to administer

this necessary training.

J/:ujta SCIp Jmﬁﬁg N

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

NOTES: (1) Bater description of goads or aecvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eoter the determination and basis for sole sonrce procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole soutce procurements greater than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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C0061365M %
% RECEIVED

OLINA  SCaicy,,

July 3, 2014 m“”mﬁmgm
Is. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft Contract and Grant Accouning
Finance and Persannel .

1015 Sumter Strsel, Suite 101

Columbia, SC 29201

% REMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH June 30, 2014

GRANT NAME: Court Improvement Training Grant S—
3RANT NUMBER: 8C COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE: 10/01/12
FPRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/30/14
CATEGORY : > . BUDGET CURRENT CUMULATIVE
SALARIES 84,239.00 20,999.49 75,696.18
FRINGE BENEFIT 29,279.00 4,807.79 18,038.40
TRAVEL 3,000.00 4,040.99 7,447.83
SUPPLIES 1,279.00 1.066.89 10,236.49
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 693.10 1,454.89
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1.000.00 1,362.50 5,492.45
EQUIPMENT 0.60 0.00 0.00
YOTAL DIRECT COSTS 118,797.00 32,770.76 118,366.24
INDIRECT COSTS 38,203.00 10,814.38 39,053.03
TOTAL COSTS 158,600.00 43,686.12 157,419.27
L.OST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE}) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 158,000.00 43,585.12 157,419.27

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes .
and are in accordance with the agreements sel forth in the application and award documents. % /(/_—) :

43,686.12 7 /7 /f

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR

16810 FIT 48610 $43,565.12 —7/7M CEI VED

- JUL 08 20i4
1600 Hamplon Street, Raom 612 » Columbla, South Camlina 20208 » 803-777-4850 &Wg l
JUDIGIAL DEpART,
A Equsd Crporiurty rthuson HNAN('F ANT) PERCA ME?”

SOAMBICD TROUVACDID  TONO R OLEIF 50550000 I “tlalig
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PAGE _______OF
Noorbet 1 Do
AGENCY NUADER ACENCY BATCHSUNTIER ONIECT COPE TIASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE DATCH NUMBER OO MRNT)
4
e CGAVARRAND KUMBER
I l STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Unlversity of South Garotina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER
APDRESS
Cantroller's Office TOTHE COMPTROLLER GENERAL:
The sinched b (k sra pppoced forpaymar s follovs:
Columbla, $C 29208
Phone:
777-2602
FROM
suB M 14 c
SUB- INCUM. ENCY. uLT
FM[TRAN AGSY MIN | FUND | g UBM W»\Ncs OP%%’E’ .'a RF%I);RPX!‘E ORIECT| TRANSACTION PM!POSE G
NO | CODE | cope uolmT NO D d g NUMBER - | CODE J AMOUNT COnE R
TOTAL
T0
el aced s | G [ o, | R [Minauec] & | a20REs [omeer] B] mmsacron | i, €
copE| "NG'| copr | cope f&ﬁ%’};ﬁ- N0 (Dl cone | & | TMUMBER | cope AMOUNT e 2
E
13| 401 |H27 3555 1442 43,585.12
{
"
X 43,585.12
18890 FJ11 48610 $43,586.12 N :

.!1‘:& : ;?&tl#fl:n;ﬂzsmm%m‘vku rerdered oa shown heein have beeq recuived mnd e in accordarce with law, ond that the payee ia entitled e

SIGNATLRE, QFACALTITLE DATE COAUDITOR DATE
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STIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT SEr 3.9 2013

SOLE SOURCE. CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procured pursuant to the authotity of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure services to support a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project k

(.83 a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing court liaisons across the state who will be responsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and peemanency planning heatings. The Coutt Liaison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordeted 45 the permanent plan,
and ensure that pleadings are filed and hearings ate scheduled within statutory requiretnents.

Seap WZ Dot
A HORVLED SIGNATURE TITLE

DATHE GOVERMENTAL BODY

NOTES: (1) Eater description of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procutemeat.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtained for sole sousce ptocurements greater than $50,000.

<Fotm>mmo#103 State Budget and Conirol Board 5/14/02
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% 1 Al
(0061365M JUL'0 8 2014
SC JUDICIA). DEP. '
UNIVERSITY OF mﬁNCEANDPEAKrMENTRSOmm
July 3, 2014
t4s. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft Conract and Grart Accounting
Finance and Personnel
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29201
FIEIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH June :u_i, 2014
GRANT NAME: Court Administration Basic Grant LRSS
GRANT NUMBER: SC COURT ADM/HH BEGIN DATE: 10/01/12
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris ENDDATE: 09/30/14
CGATEGORY BUDGET CURRENT CUMULATIVE
SALARIES 95,911.00 26,018.04 78,054.12
FRINGE BENEFIT 34,548.00 9,400.11 27,994.77
TRAVEL 3,503.00 5,238.85 13,348.80
SUPPLIES 500.00 2.88 4,636.09
)THER DIRECT CHARGES 2.820.00 650.00 2,950.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 600.00 1,560.15 3,769.05
FQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 137,883.00 42,858.03 130,752.83
INDIRECT COSTS 35.117.00 10,974.09 33,319.73
TOTAL COSTS 173,000.00 53,832.12 164,072.56
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 173.000.00 53,832.12 164,072.56
| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments fequastsd) are for appropriale purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents, % 5 t %
63,832.12 ?/ 7 // 7 i
CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING

TONY HUGGINS, DIRECTOR

15810  FLS0 48610 $53,832.12 — = %RECE TVED

JUL 08 2014
1830 Hampton Street, Acom 612 « Columbia, South Carmlina 29208 » B03-777-4860 -
. e SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
An Bl Oyer ki bnemmon FINANCF ANTY OCRCNNNEL

TAHOVCTPBB B
503\3230003 BN RoLOI TR OYLX B3N S09T0000 dX  falid
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141443 71314 PAGE oF____
Nurshes Die
AJENTY NUMBER ACENCY BATCHNUMRER OUIECT COUE HASHTOTAL TOTAL HATCH AMOUNT BATCH DATE BATCH NI\BER DOULENT]
4
_ CGWARRANTNUMRFR
| STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
NAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER SC COURT ADM
ADORES o ADDRESS
Controller's Office TO-THE COMPTROLLER GENIRAL:
The wuchid blis sreaprvoved forpaymmonl @ fallowa:
Columbla, SC 26208
Phene:
777-2602
FROM
suB M [ 4 . C
SUB- u AQ MULTY
Fid| MINY FUND { M'ﬂ‘t 0| REFF%%E OBJECT RA N PURPOSE G
k@ﬁ‘é'ﬂﬁ" OBt | cope- f&é‘% N0 || COBS | é‘ NUMBER | CODE TN cooe  |g
TOTAL
TO
P
- SUB- ﬂm& M el 11 | JACENCY MULTI c
FM|TRA | MINI RAECT] REFERENCE |OBJECT TRANSACTION
l’mo‘é‘%"’ cooe | Eopp || RS of ‘cooE | & | “wumser” | cope AMOUNT 0 B
+ B di
13| 401 |H27 3655 1443 53,632.12
53,832.12
15810 FL6O 48610 $53,932.12 ToTAL 183212

1 i
Lk A A

OFRCIALTITLE

DATE =

uwﬂl:f&muw vendered as shown harein have been received and are in aceordance with luw, and that the payex is entitled 10

DATE.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT SEP 39 2015

Based upon the following determination, the ptoposed procutement action desctibed below is being
tocuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure services to suppott a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project .

(2).2s a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univessity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of supervising and managing court liaisons actoss the state who will be tesponsible
for assisting in the management of the DSS docket to resolve issues that cause delayed probable
cause, merits, and permanency planning hearings. The Court Lisison Project will assist DSS in
identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is otdeted as the petmanent plan,
and ensute that pleadings are filed and hearings ate scheduled within statutory tequirements.

eI
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHO, D SIGNATURE TITLE
NOTES: (2) Enter description of goods or services to be procured.

(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eater the determination and basis for sole source procutement.

The Diug-free Work Place certification must be obtaincd for sole source procurements greatet than $50,000.

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
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Serving Children and Families

AMBER QLLUM WU R, HALEY
ACTING STATE DIRECTOR COVERMOR

July 7, 2014 RECEMD

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft

South Carolina Judicial Department JUL 09 2014
Finance and P.ersonnel SCJUDICIALD

Calhoun Building FINANCE ANDHN“MENI
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101 PERASONNEL

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear Ms. Taylar-Cracraft;

The Department of Social Services (s requesting reimbursement in the amount of
$125,760.00 for work performed under the grant awarded from South Carolina judicial
Department, Grant No. 2013G991512, CFDA Number 93.586 for the State Court
Improvement Data Sharing Program.

Documentation is attached for the following; -

Involce DSS Paid Amount ta be relmbursed [75%)
101069 40,000.00
101101 50,120.00
101123 18,000.00
101103 10,000.00
101117 16,800.00
101118 16 .800.00
101119 15.960.00 ]
TOTAL 167.680.00 $125,760.00
Please submit payment to:
SC Dept. of Sacia) Services
G/L 2000010000
PCA: 1B10

1535 Confederate Avenue Ext.
Columbla, SC 29201

%diﬂmal information, please let me know. % cr% //Z’/
L&%‘% 71 [y

Agency Chief Information Officer

cc: Amanda Heron _R_E CEI VED

smcmumnvmmw%m-:cz;n&_m 1420 COLUMBIA, 5.C. 72903180 JUL 0 9 2014

SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

- FINANCE AN PERSONNEL X
el b
B0 A 3300 ’&W§Auw\o WBMOK OO S0STote  “BuNO\ AR D el3 &?}}

- -
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

EsovrcEcrciasr (S C

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement acti
procuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South C
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws,

(1) This agency proposed to procure setvices to suppott a project manager for the Court Liaison
Project

{2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of providing coutt lizisons across the state who will assist in managing the DSS
docket to resolve issues that cause delayed child protection hearings. The Court Liaison Project will
assist DSS in identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the
permanent plan, and ensure that pleadings are filed and heatings are scheduled within statutory

requitements.
cfz.stl) SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured.
{(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Cater the determination and basis for sole souxce pracurement,

akoly TP

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AU

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source p s g; than $50,000.

Y2013

POUOIOOV IO
VDOHOK 0037

DOHT (RO . RECEIVEI)

Voo ¢ LER 2D

uL 3o "
¥ a5M.44 y

SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMENY
FINANCF AND DD CARKNEY

G SoAB000D
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/ 02
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0059 1443 ]

75273
INVOICE

L] | 0o05L097

W Nows Closec,
6‘&?&3 AON DO bal
" 00081366M bJD_ FL.

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Cotumaia, 8C 20208

Novembsr 11, 2014

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracrafl ‘ UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH GAROLINA
Finanhca and Personnsf FINANCIAL SERVICES
1015 Sumter Strest, Sulte 101 it i) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE

Columbla, SC 29201 MUY COLUMBIA, 50UTH CAROLINA 20208

¥ " TERMS: NET 20 DAYS .
E AETUAN SECOND COPY WITH REMITTANGE

THROU Roeptomber 3072074

GRANT NAME: Courl Adminlalration Basle Grant ;

GRANT NUMBER: SC COURT ADMHH BEGIN DATE; 10/0112
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Garolyn Morrls END DATE: 00/30/14
CATEGORY . GET, .~ 0 TR CL VEI
BALARIES 06,011.00 2,717.16 80,771.28
FRINGE BENEFIT : 34,548 .00 1,501.68 20,466.63
TRAVEL 3,503.00 186.10 13,546.90
SUPPLES 500,00 0.58 4,635.84
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES - 2,020.00 2,600,00 5,550,00
CONTRACTUAL SERVIGES 600,00 112,50 3,681.66
EQUIPMENT 0.00 ) 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECY COSTS 137.883.00 7.130.17 137,883.00
INDIRECT COSTS 35,117.00 1,086.05 34,408.58
TOTAL CO8TS 173,000,00 8,217.02 172,289.50
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 : 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 173,000.00 ﬂm_ 172,29.68

I cantify that all expendiilures reported (or paymenls requested) are for appropriate meEI VED

and are In acoordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award docu

/Jﬂmm 4 NOV.17 2014
e/ J'/f'{ TOTAL 9-2”' oo AInICr RIMENT'

CREDITTOACCOINT TONY HUGGINS BIRASES RSONNEL
DEPT. FUND 'l,? 1< HUQUOING,
1810 FLBO 49610 WE > MENT
NOV 19 2014 o SIGNATURE - |

SCIUDICIAL DEPARMEEPHONE ( 803)  727-4860

FINANCT AND fengnimpy. '
COPY 1 - RECIPIENT ' \x
\

50233 0003 TOHO A 00010 RUUOXO03T BUSS U0 WG UL PRI df\.\“
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410006(1/‘31

JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procutement action described below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure services to suppott a project managet for the Coutt Lizison
Project

(2) as a sole soutce procutement from the Children’s Law Center at the Univetsity of South Catolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of providing court liaisons across the state who will assist in managing the DSS
docket to resolve issues that cause delayed child protection hearings. The Court Liaison Project will
assist DSS in identifying reasons for delayed hearings, track cases in which TPR is ordered as the
permagent plan, and ensure that pleadings are filed and heatings are scheduled within statutory
requirements.

D:QTE: I:I GOVERMENTALBODY

NOTES: (1) Enter descrption of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Bates name of sole soutce contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source pracurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procureraents greater than $50,000.

FEY Doy

BOoMOKODONVD
“VOMLK C0 By

DOB T HOK) RE(/'E”/H’)
Yoot t e@3aw

B 30

1o \Q

N SCIDICEY DEVARTMERT
FINANC T AND PERSONNED

GL it S0 BB 102

<Form>mmo##103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

QOLLY R VERLL
Yoo
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005830
73167
INVOICE

e HI00s ¢!

00081365M

UNIVERSITY OP SOUTH CAROLINA
Cowmpin, SC 29208 -

Oclober 7, 2014
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA -

Ms. Carolyn TaylorCracraft
Finance and Persannel . SN FINANCIAL SERVICES
1015 Sumier Street, Sulls 101 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE

Columbia, SC 26201 S COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20208

TERMS: NET 20 DAYS

TO ASSURE PROPER CREDIT, PLEASE RETURN SECOND COPY WITH REMITTANCE
REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THRO%H ise'ph'mbunaﬂ,:mfdi

GRANT NAME: Court Administration Baslo Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 201469096437 ’ BEGIN DATE: 10/01/13
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO  Garoliin Morrls END DATE! 0830116

(CATEGORY S SR 51) D G E T AR C URREN TN CUNMULATIVE!

SALARIES 82,900.00 20,206.62 20,208.62
FRINGE BENEFIT ' 31,600.00 - 7,718.14 7,716.14
TRAVEL 10,400.00 . 2,280.88 2,280.68
SUPPLIES 3,468.00 40.77 40.77
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 426000 - ~ 000 . 0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 3,000.00 1877 118.77
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 136,619.00 30,361.18 30,381.14
INDIRECT COSTS' 34,481.00 7,899.10 7.689.10
TOTAL COSTS ~170,000.00 38,260.28 38,280.28
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INGLUDING COST SHARE __ 170,000.00 98,280.28 - 38,280.28

I cortlfy that all expenditures reported (or payments retuested) are for appropriate puposes RECEI V ED
and are In aooordance with the agmemems set forth In the application and award doouments.

P’d“"y\ 0CT -9 2014
"7 N / Ty = SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

TOTAL 39,280.28 FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

CREDIT TO ACCOUNT CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
ceeen R oaRECEHGED  sowucans oigesoe
16810 FL58 48610 $38,280.28 -
ocT1d - TP

SIGNATURE
-SC JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT )
000\-\1‘\050\ FINANCE AND PERSONNEL TELEPHONE ( 803) 714850
COPY 1 - REOIPIENT
EOMIION B B0 Rove v BONO ¥cta‘3f] 51;5‘5’0&:&;0 ’\'50\1.-0\ CIP3B \"f d-"vb\’d w
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

SOLIL SOURCE CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procutement action desctibed below is being
ptocuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure training services for family court judges, voluateet guardians ad
litem, defense attorneys for parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child
welfare professionals

(2) a8 a sole source procutcment from the Children’s Iaw Center at the Univetsity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals to be more prepated to handle child abuse
and neglect proceedings. The Court Improvement Project T'taining Grant application authorizes the
Children’s Law Center to administer this necessaty training,

ol T Y /A éaé_,_pﬂgéc
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIZID SIGNATURE TTTLE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or sexvices to be procuted.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for sole source procutements greater than $50,000.

Y 200wy

TBOHON Y (oL
VoM X o ®RS

TOHE O
Pratn € 707 dy RECEIVED
Vs - .
S skdidal JUL 30 70%
T ] , SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMEN
Gl Soanzzoons PO e
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

QUOHD TOVLL

66



FRR 4100050159

00081385M

3005% ST v
73165
INVOICE

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Cowmeia, 8C 29208

Ootaber 7, 2014 . y
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA
FINANGIAL SERVICES '
ACCOUNTS REGCEIVABLE

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29208 |

Ms. Garolyn Taylor-Cracraft
Financs and Personnel

1015 Sumter Strest, Suite 101
Colurbia, SC 29201

direelly to

TERMS: NET 20 DAYS ~
TO ASBURE PROPER CREDIT, PLEASE RETURN BECOND COPY WITH REMITTANCE
RE!MBUR@MENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES TnROUGH E p{ol‘nberlsogzoiili
QRANT NAME: Court Adminiatration Tealning Grant '

GRANT NUMBER: 201466843 BEGIN DATE: 10/01113
PRINGIPAL INVESTIGATO  Carolyn Morris END DATE: 09/20/15 |

[CATEGORY RN £ UD G = T4 C URREN TAM CUMULATIVE]

SALARIES 89,175.00 16,879.20 18,879.20
FRINGE BENEF(T 24,235.00 4,206.22 4,205.22
TRAVEL 5,700.00 3,180.76 3,180.76
SUPPLIES 8,850.00 3,092.18 3,002.16
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 1,050.00 _173.67 173,57
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 6,000,00 1,009.50 1,089.50
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 114,810.00 28,630.40 20,630.40
INDIREGT COSTS 40,190.00 10,022.08 10,022.08
TOTAL COSTS 166,000.00 30,662.48 38,652.46
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0,00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 165,000.00 w38 8248 38,662.48 <
RECEIVED

1 corlfy that all expenditures reporied (or payments requested) are for appropriata purpoess
and are In acoordance with the agreements set forth In the application and award dacuments. 0CT -9 2014

‘ pd— SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
A—// 72'7‘ MY TOTAL WL

3665249 FINANCF ANTY PRRSONNEL

R EME [) CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING

CREDIT TO ACCOUNT
DEPT., FUND CLASS

-
16610 FI2 48610 oCTH RSO e =
SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT B e N
COOHRANGSO) FINANCEANDPERSONNEL  YELEPHONE (  803) _Z7Z-4850

APY 1 -
, 8031370003 R4 PO0010 'Bwﬁwo%:s“ g‘gg“g:,ow

Bodo 1ICTPTHI oo™
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

o .
/\f—\oll (A L a/
Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being
procuted pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445,2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.
(1) This agency proposed to procure training services for family court judges, volunteer guardians ad
litern, defense attorneys for patents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child

welfare professionals

(2) as a sole soutce procurement from the Children’s Law Ceater at the Univetsity of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the basis of training child welfare professionals, including family court judges, to increase
permaneacy for children in state custody s a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Training Grant application authotizes the Children’s Law Center to administer
this necessary training,

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY A U'I'H%Z ED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or seevices to be procured.
{2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Work Place certification must be obtained for eole source procurements greater than $30,000,

RECEIVED
0CT 102012

SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
FINANCE AND PERSONNEL

<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

BOth L CRAPD
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% RECEIVED

800000006 '] _ JAN 11 2013

40-06 AT

00000 FO0O0 12777 UNIVERSITY Sgéﬁﬁg“:#gﬁPﬁkTMEm
SOUTH(AROLINA PERSONNEL

January 8, 2013

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft R n Py CONTRACT AND GRANT ACCOUNTING

Finance and Personnel Lef VED

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101 FEB 19 2013

Columbia, SC 29201 SCJ
LU!L!*; IS LT
F'N‘| NCF Avny bt \‘\{S“‘\’&?T

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH

GRANT NAME. Court Improvement Training Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 1201SCSCIT BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Caroiyn Morrs END DATE: 12/30/13

[CATEGORY 2 A LW B U DG E TR CURREN TN CUMUUATIVE|

SALARIES 80,240.00 1078286 . _ 1078266
FRINGE BENEFIT 24,201.00 4,127.18 412748
TRAVEL 10,000.00 Da874 i 26574
SUPPLIES ' 5.771.00 ‘50008 - 500.08
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES . 0.00 0.00 0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 4,800.00 0.00 0.00
EQUIPMENT - 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT GOSTS 124.812.00 24.676.54 24.676.54
INDIRECT COSTS 41,188.00 8.143.28 8,143.26
TOTAL COSTS 166,000.00 32,819.80 32,819.80
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 166,000.00 32,819.80 32,819,680

| certify that all expenditures reported (or payments requested) are for appropriate purposes
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth in the application and award documents.

c;l l ‘(/aot;?
32,819.80

CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING
LINDA ZINNA , ACCOUNTING SUPERVISOF

15810 FJ 10 48610 $32,819.80 _:-: z (’&... .

1600 HamrroN STRIEET, Room 612« CoLumMma, SouT CAROLINA 20208 « Bo3/777-4850 mx a&’i?ﬁm V7

AN Equas Orror| UNITY INSTITURAN
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d
. o

130856 - . 1/9M3 - .
Namber [
AGENCY NUMDER AGENCY BATCH NUMBER OBJFCT CODE JWSHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMIOQUNT BATCH DATE BATCH NUMBER DOCUMENT]
4
__AGENCY VOUCHERNUMBER _ __ CGWARRANT NUMBER .
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AGENCY TRANSFERREDTO.(CIR). AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROMME)
RAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT IMPROVEMENT
ADDAESS ADDRESS
Controller’s Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL: TRAINING GRANT
The stached Bl arenppmved for paymen w folows:
Columbia, SC 29208
Phone:
Im-zsoz
FROM
suB £ C
. SUB- ENCUM- H AGENCY MULTI
FMITRANS AG MINI FUND | SIDIARY BRANCE | OfprauecT] A | REFERENCE |OBIECT TRANSACTION PURPOSE G
CODE| NO'| CODE | cope AC%%UNT NO CODE N NUMBER | CODE AMOUNT CODE R
TOTAL
TO
14
aue [ s | Evous |M| | acency ; MULTL  |C
FM|TRANJAGCY| MINI | FUND ANC| PRQIECT] REFERENCE |OBJECT TRANSACTION PURPOSE
cont|"No' | Cope | cope |ACodtNT|  nO 3 cook | & | NumBiR | cope AMOUNT i ;‘
E
07| 401 |H27| 0000 | 3555 0656 | oooo 32,819.80
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
32,819.80
15810 FJ10 48610 $32,819.80 TOTAL d

hereby cﬂ‘rg.lz that the anticles p?ul.‘ln cd o1 services rendered as shown herein have been recdved ad are in accordance with law, and that the payoee is entitled to
ayment, e

fore by the state of Suuth Carolina.

SKNATURE

OFFICIALTITLE

DATE

70

€G AUDITOR,
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

o™ LG 1

Based upon the following detetmination, the proposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Catolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to ptocure training services for family court judges, volunteer guardians ad
litem, defense attorneys fot parents involved in child abuse and neglect proceedings, and other child

welfare professionals

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Children’s Law Center at the University of South Carolina
School of Law

(3) on the bagis of training child welfare professionals, including family coutt judges, to increase
petmanency fot children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Traininig Grant application authorizes the Children’s Law Center to administer
this necessary training.

M- Scah ' - Dunilso

DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHOMIZED SIGNATURE TIILE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of gdods or setvices to be procured,
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Eater the detemination and basia for sole source procuzement.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtained for sole sousce procurements greates than $50,000,

RECEIVED
0CT 102012

SCJUDICIAL DEPA ETMENT
FINANCE AND PERSONNEL.

<Fotm>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 3/14/02

Bt L LRI
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% RECEIVED

800000006
40-08 'jf JAN 14208

00000 FOOO 12777 UNIVERSITY OF

January 9, 2013

. PARTMENT
SOUTH(AROLINA ~  scIuDiCIaL DEPAEEY

FINANCEAND PE

MS, Carolyn Tay,or'cracraﬂ RECEI VEI: CoNTRACY anDd Grav AGCOUNTING
Finance and Personnel
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101 FEB 26 2013

Columbia, SC 29201

SCILD1AL AL G MEN §
FINANC E \up PEPSNNNEL

REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURES THROUGH pDacember 31,2012 3
GRANT NAME: Court Administration Basic Grant
GRANT NUMBER: 121SCSCiP BEGIN DATE: 10/01/11
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATO Carolyn Morris END DATE: 12/130/13
ICATEGORY.S” . 0% #, .7 wa’tiy, Vi BUDGET. A¥+"¥- CURRENTZ *. ».CUMULATIVE'
SALARIES 84,770.00 5,327.76 5,327.76
FRINGE BENEFIT 25,266.00 2,746.66 2,746.66
TRAVEL 10,000.00 0.00 000
SUPPLIES 6,000.00 0.00 0.00
OTHER DIRECT CHARGES 0.00 99.00 99.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 9,302.00 4,912 50 4,912.50
EQUIPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 135,338.00 13,085.92 13,085.92
INDIRECT COSTS 44,662.00 4,318.36 4,318.36
TOTAL COSTS 180,000.00 17,404.28 17.404.28
COST SHARE (IF APPLICABLE) 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTALS INCLUDING COST SHARE 180,000.00 17,404.28 17,404.28
| certify that all expenditures reparted (or payments requested) are for appropriate purpases
and are in accordance with the agreements set forth In the application and award documents.

L ol aslis sz

- CONTRACT & GRANT ACCOUNTING

LINDA ZINNA , ACCOUNTING SUPERVISOF
15810 FL43 48810 $17,404.28 Ez Q~ .

15600 HAMPTON STREET. Roon 612 » Cowumears, Soutti CAROUNA 29208 o 803/7 77-4850803“ 33}779&&-7

Ap Equar OmrortunTy INsiru) 108
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130676 111013 e =
Nuisker Tole
AGENCY NUMDER AGTRCY DATCH NUMSER GHIECT LODE HASHTOTAL TOTAL BATCH AMODUNT BATCW DATE BATCI KUMBER DOCUMENT]
4
__AGENCY VOUCHERNUMBER r_m.maxmmmﬂ_‘
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AGENCY TRANSFERREDTO(CRY AGENCY TRANSFERRED FROM (DR)
NAME NAME
University of South Carolina INTERDEPARTMENTAL TRANSFER COURT ADMINISTRATION
ANDRESS
Controller's Office TO THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL: it
T The atached bt ore sppraved for paymant m iallows:
|Columbia, 5C 26208
Phono:
777-2602
FROM
SUB | gum. pieu. Mlp b | acency E mun (€
FM[TRAN MIM | FUND RANCE |0 RE;“ERENCE OBJECT RANSA FIRPOSE |G
CODE cODE | copE f&éﬁr NO |p s | E NUMBER | CODE ) T mmﬂp N CODE R
»
TOTAL
TO
: M Pl AGENCY c
[esafraandacer] wm | 6B | 5oy | BNSHE [Mlmocr] B | eASREY: [oaect lf TRANSACTION | plf08E |5
copE| NO'| CoDE | cop ACCOUNT no || copE | § [ NUMBER " | coDE ? AMOUNT CODE
E
07| 401 | H27 | 0000 | 3555 0676 | o000 17,404.28
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
0000 0000
17,404.28
15810 FL43 48610 $17,404.28 TOTAL lancy

i lina.
SIONATLRE, OFFICIAL TITLE DATE €G AUDTOR

Jfﬁf&w&hﬁ?ﬂ"ﬂ?ﬁﬁmfg? services rendered us shown herein have been received nd are in accardance with lsw, und that the payec is entitled to

UATE
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S JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

Based upon the following determination, the ptoposed procutement action described below is being
procuted pursuant to the authotity of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445,2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency ptoposed to procure and maintain a statewide Legal Case Management System to
provide information for the management of child abuse and neglect cases to DSS legal staff, Court

Administration and to family court judges
(2) as a sole soutce procurement from the Department of Social Setvices

(3) on the basis of providing court teports to family court judges and agency attorneys and paralegal
staff detailing probable cause, removal, permanency planning and termination of parental tights
proceedings. The Court Improvement Project Data and Technology Grant application authotizes
the Department of Social Services to develop this case management system to shaee court data with
the South Carolina Judicial Department.

SIGNATURE TITLE

N ii c’"i!—grﬂft.{ 1

DATE GOVERMENTAL BOD

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procuted.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole sourcs procutement.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtained fot sole source procutements greater than $50,000.

RECEIVED

0CT 01 2012
sC JUDICIAL DEITARTMF.EIT y
FINANCE AND PERS 2
L £ ,I‘_'. : )
Fuagsene
<Formn>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Boatd e

Bodol ¢ ppe( 4
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" Serving Children and Families

MLLUIAN B. KQLLER, 1.0, KK . ALEY
UTATE DRECTOR GOVERNOR
December 12, 2012 '
Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Craft
South Carolina Judicial Department RECE’ VED
Finance and Personnel
Calhoun Building ‘ JAN 10 2013
1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
Columbfa, South Carolina 29201 | R Oouehs ,

Dear Ms. Taylor-Craft:

" The Department of Soctal Services Is fequesring reimbursement for work performed under
the grant awarded from South Carolina Judicial Department, Grant No. 10018CSCID, CFDA
Number 93.586 for the State Court lmprovement Data Sharing Program.

Documentation for involces totaling $178,683.17 for reimbursement of $119, 259.50 for
the legal case management software systems maintenance and enhancements are attached.

12/1312011 $ 6,40000 | 8LCMS Software Licenses
03/0172012 §_26,083.17 __| LOMS Server Fan
12{07/2012 $ 8,06000 | TPR Legal Action Fleid Trigger
[ 120712012 $ 1344000 | LCMS Usage Log Report
08/16/2012 ~$ 12,00000 | 15 LCMS Usar Lioenses
1170612012 $ 36,000.00 #nCourt Modu'a Update, payment 1
[ 120772012 $§ 66,680.00 InGoust Modvle Updele, payment 2
1200772012 § 18,7120.00 Court Modute Updale, payment 3
$178,883.17
Please submit payment to:
" SCDept. of Social Services A f ‘O M
G/L 4530030000 ﬂ % )
PCA: 4B01
1535 Confederate Avenue Ext

Columbia, SC 29201

l/_fb[l::,

BOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF SO0IAL SERVICES, £/0, BOX 1520, COLUMEIA, 8.C. 30241630
WEB 6TE: wiw A aa gy
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Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Craft
December 12, 2012
Page Two

If you need addidonal informatfon, please let me know.

Sincere

Ric Lawson
Agency Chief Information Officer

cc:  Thelng Graves
Emily Smith

A

RECEIVED

JAN 10 2013

SCJUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
FINANCE AND PERSONME?.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

Wm

Based upon the following detenmination, the proposed procurement action desctibed below is being
procured pursuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure and maintain a statewide Legal Case Mapagement System to
provide information for the management of child abuse and neglect cases to DSS legal staff, Coutt
Administration and to family coutt judges

(2) as a sole source procurement ftom the Department of Social Services

(3) on the basis of providing court repotts to family court judges and agency attorneys and paralegal
staff detailing probable cause, removal, permanency planning and termination of parental rights
proceedings. The Court Improvement Project Data and Technology Grant application authotizes
the Department of Social Services to develop this case management system to share court data with
the South Carolina Judicial Depattment.

_Zéﬁé.l_ _&S; c. sy

DATE GOVERMENTAL BOD'

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured,
(2) BEnter name of sole source contractot.
{3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procutement.

The Drug-free Work Place certificardon muat be obtained for sole soutce procurements greater than $50,000.

RECEIVED

ocT ol 2002
; 'MENT
CcJuU D‘C‘ALDEW\R'I ’ )
g FINANCE AND PERSONNEL “ »
e e - ]“I:’
qﬁ,’,‘ -J“'l‘!_ldv U
e A
‘VG.‘AND peggiggw
L
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02

Lol ¢ D
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DS

Serving Children and Families

LILLIAN B. KOLLER, J.D. NIKKI R HALRY
STATE DIRECTOR GOVERNOR

June 26, 2013

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracraft

South Carolina Judicial Department
Fluance and Personnel

Calhoun Building

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 101
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear Ms. Taylor-Cracraft:

The Department of Social Services is requesting reimbursement for work performed under
the grant awarded from South Carolina Judicial Department, Grant No. 12015CSCID, CFDA
Number 93.586 for the State Court Improvement Data Sharing Program.

Documentation for a total of $49,172.72 for the legal case management software
maintenance is attached.

Please submit payment to:
SC Dept of Social Services
G/L 4530030000
PCA: 4B01
1535 Confederate Avenue Ext.
Columbia, SC 29201

Ifyou need additional information, please let me know.

Sincerel
Ric Lawsan
Agency Chief Information Officer (y.,%
cc: Thelma Graves ?/Q /I\?
Emily Smith
*DIS Uo guogenaaia %\_’ A% v s,
RiimbounnnclRe. omourk o 6 81a.54.
&
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF BOCIAL SERVICES, P.0. BOK 1820, COLLUMBIA, 5.C. 28202-1620
VIEB SITE: www.des o0 gV
L] .
504 /320003 104D Aoooie  TAOMO| LIP DL  SosTure e RSY

& )
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Spartan Technology Solutions, Inc. Invoice
125 Ventare Blvd
Spartanburg, SC 29306 DATE INVOICE #
11572013 101000
BILL TO
SC Department of Sacial Services
Attn: Pinance Division - Room 404
PO Box 1520
Columbig, SC 29202-1520
P.0. NO. Dasc
400094582
ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY AMOUNT
Software Support Support and Malntenance Fee for the following software licenses: 49,172.72
LCMS - Legal Case Managoment Sysiem
Renewal dates: March 2013 - Merch 2014
A d L i i ,
1.25% of the unpaid halance will be applied after 30 duys frasn the date of the imvolce Sales Tax (5.0'/-) $0.00
Total $49,172.72
Payments/Credits $0.00
Payment Due $49,172.72

80
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Psrlng_companyeoﬂa wm Payment document no.: @Imazsquil
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT
SOURCE C 1

Based upon the following determination, the ptoposed procutement action desctibed below is being
ptocured putsuant to the authority of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Carolina Procurement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure and maintain a statewide Legal Case Management System to
provide information for the management of child abuse and neglect cases to DSS legal staff, Court
Administration and to family court judges

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Department of Social Setvices

(3) on the basis of providing court reports to child welfare professionals detailing probable cause,
ftemoval, permanency planning and termination of parental tights proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Data and Technology Grant application authorizes the Department of Social
Setvices to develop and maintain the case management system to shate court data with the South
Carolina Judicial Department.

g[@lu SeID M) Fnw~—  Punetss
ATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORIGED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Enter description of goods or services to be procured.
(2) Eater name of sale source contractor.
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procucement,

The Drug-frce Wotk Place certification must be obtained for sole source procutements greater thaa $50,000.

VN aoy
XMooy oo WO

YR % on AL RE(‘E’V")L]

UG 00

NOMOVE T P Te i JUL 30 2014
ﬂ S MaE Ay $C JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
F|NANCF AND PER QOANMNT
GLL Ho0330003
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Board 5/14/02
D00 LY OOV
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Serving Children and Families .

ANDER GLLUM NIRKIR, HALBY
ALTING OTAVE IRECYOR GAVERNOA

October 23, 2014

Ms. Carolyn Taylor-Cracralt -
South Garolina Judicial Department
Rinance and Personnel :
Cathoun BoildIng

1015 Sumter Strast, Sulte 101,
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear Ms. Taylor-Gracraft:

The Department of Soclal Services is requesting relmbursement in the amount of
$34,240.00 for costs associated with work performed under the grant awarded from South
Carolina Judicial Department, Grant No. 2013G991512, CRDA Number 93.586 for the State
Court Improvement Data Sharing Program.

Documentation is attached for the followlng:

Invoice DSS Pald Amount to be veimbursed (75%) |
101102 49,172.00 (36,879.00) 34,240.00
TOTAL 49,172.00 ;4
Please submit payment to:
SC Dept of Soclal Services
G/1 5030060002 -
PCA: 1B10
1535 Canfederate Avenue Ext.

Calumbia, SC 29201

If you need additional Informnation, please contact Dot Killian or Dennig Gmerek (903) 898-
7368.

Stncerely,

’Eﬁfﬁ’ ﬁﬂ){m‘uL

Department of Soclal Services {
Divislon of Technology Services 10 I a9 aol 1

ce1 Amanda Herron /Kmﬁ Z'W"’

RECEIVED

0CT 27 264

— SCIJUDICIAL, DEPARTMEN’!L
FINANCR ANT) PERSONNEY

soum MENT O 4,n.0, ] UMBIA §.5, -
mmm .0, 80% 1820, COL 4L, 29202-1810
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JUSTIFICATION FOR
SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT

SOLE SOURCE, CHECKLIST

Based upon the following determination, the proposed procurement action described below is being
procuted pursuant to the authosity of Section 11-35-1560 of the South Catolina Procutement Code
and 19-445.2105 of the Rules and Regulations, 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws.

(1) This agency proposed to procure and maintain a statewide Legal Case Management System to
provide information fot the managemeut of child abusc and neglect cases to DSS legal staff, Court
Administration and to family court judges

(2) as a sole source procurement from the Department of Social Setvices

(3) on the basis of providing court reports to child welfate professionals detailing probable cause,
,removal, permanency planning and termination of parental rights proceedings. The Court
Improvement Project Data and Technology Grant application authorizes the Department of Social
Sctvices to develop and maintain the case management system to shate court data with the South
Carolina Judicial Department,

ds.ﬁ[w §edp Wﬁu __.ﬂAA_.M/éD_
DATE GOVERMENTAL BODY AUTHORTZED SIGNATURE TITLE

NOTES: (1) Eater description of goods or setvices to be procured.
(2) Enter name of sole source contractor,
(3) Enter the determination and basis for sole source procurement.

The Drug-free Wotk Place certification must be obtained for sole source procurements gteater than $50,000.
Py 20
PO R (H0W

Loro X 002 RECEIVED

HORS (woo

Tl cT PO Y JUL 30 200
3 \'-55 ‘lal\ SCHUDICIAL DEPARTAI:N
FINANCY AND PE ey
Co BT Lo oA
<Form>mmo#103 State Budget and Control Boasd 5/14/02

LA LOY Q000
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Attachment B

NEXSEN|PRUET

Charleston
Charlotte
Columbia

Greensboro
Greenvlille
Hilton Head
Myrile Beach

Raleigh

55 East Camperdown Way
Suite 400 (29601)

PO BOX 10648

Greenville, SC 29603-0648
www nexsenpruet.com

William W. Wilkins
Member
Admitted in SC

October 12, 2016

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Director Grant Gillespie

SFAA

Wade Hampton State Office Building, 6" Floor
1200 Senate Streel

Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Director Gillespie:

I represent the Judicial Branch of the State of South Carolina and am writing on its
behalf.

The State Fiscal Accountability Authority’s Division of Procurement Services
conducted a procurement audit of the Judicial Branch for the period October 1, 2011
through September 30, 2014. The Division conducted a formal exit conference with
Judicial Branch personnel on April 27, 2016. A few issues remained outstanding, but
were promptly addressed in a letter by Ms. Carolyn Taylor dated April 28, 2016 (see
letter attached hereto as Exhibit A). Upon completion of this interview, the Judicial
Branch believed that the Division had concluded its audit and closed this matter.

Five months later, on September 22, 2016, Chief Justice Costa Pleicones was
surprised 10 receive a letter from Mr. Robert J. Aycock, IV (see letter attached hereto
as Exhibit B). The Chief Justice was shocked at the tone and content of this letter. Mr.
Aycock’s declaration that he intends “to recommend to the [SFAA] that the Judicial

Department’s procurement authority be removed in its entirety . . . and that the
Division of Procurement Services assume oversight of the Judicial Department’s
procurement program . . . is astounding, This is so because the Judicial Branch has

addressed all of Mr. Aycock’s concerns, and because the letter demonstrates a failure
to recognize that the Judicial Branch is an independent branch of government. While
we have no reason to believe that the members of the SFAA would adopt such an
T 864.262.1199

F 864 477.2699

E BWilkins@nexsenpruel.com

Nexsen Pruet, LLC
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
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October 12, 2016
Page 2

unprecedented recommendation, please advise us if you intend to put this on the
agenda for the November SFAA meeting or any subsequent meeting,.

Very truly yours,

Bl wl
Willia . Wilkins
cc:  The Honorable Nikki R. Haley
The Honorable Curtis M. Loftis, Jr.
Richard Eckstrom, CPA

Representative W, Brian White
Senator Hugh K. Leatherman, Sr.
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South Cavolina Fubicial Bepavtment

Finance and Pergonne!

CAROLYN P, TAYLOR 1220 Sonafe Skeel, Suile 11
DIRECTOR COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 282019

TELEPHONE: (803) 724-1970
FAX: (803)734-1963
E-MAIL; CTayon@scoours org

April 28, 2016

M. Robert J. Aycock, TV
Manager, Audit and Certification
1201 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Aycock:

We have reviewed the draft report resulting from the review of procurement records for the period of October 1,
2011 to September 30, 2014, The Judicial Department is committed o improving procurement processes and taking
corrective action where necessary, Having given careful consideration to your findings in this report, our responses
are listed below,

Finding — Inappropriate Sole Source Procurements

Auditor's Recommendation: Nexsen Pruet — "We recommend the Departiment seek competition in accordance
with the Procurement code",

Management Response: We strongly disagree that the services provided by Nexsen Pruet should be competitively

bid. We stand firm with owr position that Nexsen Pruet were the attorneys best suited to provide advice and

advocacy services to Chief Justice Jean Toal. Thus, that is the reason that we chose the sole source method of
procurement, The SC Judicial Department used the sole source pracurement method as allowed by the SC Code of

laws section [1-35-1560, Following the suggested steps for Justification as posted on the MMO website, the SC

Judicial Department prepared a sole source Justification and contracted with the firm of Nexsen Pruet to provide

services. Those services include both advice and advocacy. After reviewing the SC Code of Laws more closely, we
further believe that the entire purchase is statutorily exempt. Code seetion 1-7-170 exempts the Judicial Department

from the Procurement Code when hiring an attorney on a fee basis regardless of the types of services provided, The

South Carolina Code of Laws section 1~7-1 70, engaging attorney on fee basis, states:

(A) A department or agency of state government may not engage on a fee basis.an altorney at law except upon the
written approval of the Attorney General and upon a fee as must be approved by him, This section does not apply to
the employment of attormeys in special cases in inforior courts when the fee to be paid does not exceed two hundred
fifty dollars or exceptions approved by the State Budget and Control Board. This section does not apply to an
attorney hired by the General Assembly or the Ojudicial® department,

and detrimental to successfully achieving legislative goals. Nexsen Pruet's SC Public Policy team members have
years of unique public sector work experience and were best suited o advise Chief J ustice Jean Toal regarding

EXHIBIT
#
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potential legislation impacting the Courts, to assist with developing sivategies for funding sources unique to the SC
Judicial Department, and to meet with members of the General assembly advocating the Court's position on
pending legislation. To hire a non-lawyer advocate to represent the Judicial Branch of South Carolina government
would have been impractical. Members of Nexsen Pruet's Columbia office were readily available to assist the Chief
Justice as needed as matters arose, sometimes quickly, before the Legislature and the Governor.

Going forward, rather than prepare a sole source document, SCID will report all attorney services as being exempt
according to Section 1-7-170,

Auditor's Recommendation - USC Children’s Law Center & DSS grant contracts — "We recommend the

The SC Judicial Departinent believes that sole source is an appropriate procurement method for the purchases in
question, Both contracts were funded by sub-programs of foderal grant, State Court Improvement Program, CFDA
number 93.586. While language to suppost justification of the Department's sole source document may bs weak, we
provided additional information regarding the Court Improvement Program to the field auditor. The SC Department
of Social Services is the state's Title [V-B and Title IV-E agency responsible for child welfare within the state of
SC. The State Court Improvement Program requires state courts to collaborate with the State child welfare agency,
SCDSS, DSS is the primary agency collecting data on children in child welfare and related court proceedings, The
USC Children's Law Center (CLC) is a statewide training and resource center working in collaboration with
SCDSS and Court Administration of SC Judicial Department to develop strategies for coutt improvement,
providing training for all persons who participate in family court and legal proceedings affecting children, In 1995,
the University of South Carolina, Center for Child and Family Studies, completed a comprehensive and rigorous
assessment of judicial .proceedings involving child abuse and neglect, foster care and adoption cases, The state
again in 2000, participating in the Court Improvement Program, did an in-depth review of the original assessment
and began implementing recommendations from the assessment collaborating with DSS, the CLC, and other
stakeholders involved in children's issues. Representatives from SC Judicial Department, CLC, and DSS continue
to serve and participate on many advisory task forces, committees, and boards all related to improving state court
processes related to children's issues in the courts. The grant applications that funded these procurements were
written with collaborative effort and input fiom SCDSS and USC Children's Law Center. Because collaboration
with DSS is required, and it has been an on-going effort with CLC since 2000, it is integral to accomplishing
objectives of the State Court Iinprovement Grant program, It would be impossible to separate and disregard these
collaborative efforts and would be detrimental to improvements made to children's welfare within the state since
1995.

Going forward, SCID will prepare MMO document #136, justification for agreements between state agencies,
when contracting with any agency or department of the state,

Sincerely,

S ‘
ﬁ///! c‘—-éyg/ ,f/u%'é’u,
Carolyn P. Taylor

Director of Finance & Personnel "
SC Judicial Department .

cc: Mr, John C, White
Mr, David E. Rawl
Mr. Delbert Singleton
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HUGH K. LEATHERMAN, SR

NIKKI L HALEY, CHAIR
CHAIRMAN, SEMATE FINANCE COMMITTEE

GOVERNOR

CURTIS M. LOFTIS, JR W. BRIAN WHITE

STATE TREASUKER CHAIRMAN. HOUSE WAYS AND MEANS
. : e THE DIVISION OF PROCUREMENT SERVICES GRANT GILLESPIE

T oA DELBERT H. SINGLETON, Jn EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

COMPTROI LER GENERAL DIVISION DIRECTOR
1803) 734-8018

JOHN ST C WHITE
MATERIALS MANAGEMENT OFFICE
1803) 737-0600
FAX: (803} 707-0639

September 22, 2016

The Honorable Costa Pleicones

Chief Justice

Judicial Department

Calhoun Building

1220 Senate Street, Suite 200
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3739

Dear Chief Justice Pleicones:

This letter is to advise you of the status of your procurement audit for the South Carolina Judicial
Department. The audit began with the Judicial Department asserting that it was not subject to
the South Carolina Procurement Code. Citing a proviso from the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 -
General Appropriations Bill, the Department provided, “57.17. (JUD: Judicial Department
Applicability) For purposes of this act and any other provision of law that would have any effect
on the expenditure of state revenue through the applicability of the particular provision or
through compliance with a mandate or requirement of the provision, the terms “state agency” or
“agency” do not include any component of the Judicial Department unless the provision of law
specifically includes these entities and the inclusion only applies for purposes of the particular
provision..” The South Carolina Procurement Code specifically includes the Judicial
Department. 11-35-310 provides definitions in the Procurement Code with paragraph (18)
stating, “"Governmental Body' means a state government department, commission, council,
board, burean, committee, institution, college, university, technical school, agency, government
corporation, or other establishment or official of the executive or judicial branch.” Afier
convincing the Judicial Department that it is subject to the Procurement Code, we were allowed
to begin our audit.

Our report involves two issues, both of which the Judicial Department disagrees. The first issue
of disagreement is whether lobbying services is a sole source procurement. Our position is that a

! “Governmental Body" as used in Section 11-35-40, "Application of Procurement Code, (2} Application to State
Procurement. This code applies to every pracurement or expenditure of funds by this State under contract acting
through a governmental body as herein defined irrespective of the source of the funds,” leaves no doubt that the
South Carolina Procurement Code applies to the Judicial Department.

1201 MAIN STREET, SUITE 600 ¢ COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA. 29201

RTTP://PROCUREMENT.SC.GOY EXH'BIT
B
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lobbyist is not a sole sowrce procurement. We recently addressed this same issue in an audit
report of another agency. That other agency, the Adminisirative Law Court?, sole sourced a
different lobbyist than the Judicial Department, but has since successfully competed the contract.
The law authorizes sole source procurements where the agency head or his designee has
determined in writing “that there is only one source for the required supply, service, information
technology, or construction item.” (11-35-1560(A)). The accompanying regulation spells this
out with even more clarity: “Sole source procurement is not permissible unless there is only a
single supplier.” (Reg. 19-445.2105(B)). The Judicial Department’s own purchasing history
establishes there is more than one soutce for lobbying services. In 2009 and 2010 the Department
paid Graham Tew and Warren Tompkins $110,000 for lobbying services.? In 2010 it also paid
Bob Coble and Stephanie Yarborough—both lawyers with Nexsen Pruet—a total of $4,164.
Since more than one source exists, lobbying services may not be procured without competition.

Originally, the Department implicitly acknowledged the applicability of the Code by using the
source selection method described in 11-35-1560. In jts .Apn'l 28, 2016, response to the draft
audit findings, it now takes the position that Section 1-7-70 makes the entire purchase exempt
from the Code. That section requires the approval of the Attorney General prior to awarding a
contract for legal services. Section 11-35-1260 includes similar language. However, section 1-7-
70 specifically exempts the Judicial Department from the requitement that the Attorney General
approve its hiring of attorneys. We have never challenged the Department’s prerogative to
contract for legal services without complying with the purchasing procedures of the Code,
However, the Department wants to “piggyback” its purchase of lobbying services—which enjoys
no exemption or other special treatment under the Code—on its purchase of legal services. It
claims that “[t]o hire a non-lawyer advocate to represent the Judicial Branch of South Carolina
government would have been impractical.” This statement ignores that in 2009 and 2010, the
Department did exactly that. If any part of a purchase is subject to the Code, the entire contract
must be competed. Otherwise, an agency could include any services or supplies in an “exempt”
purchase, thus defeating the underlying purposes of transparency and competition the Code
advances,

In spite of the Judicial Department’s “strong” disagreement with us over this issue, our
recommendation stands. Lobbyist services must be competitively procured. In our exit
conference with the Judicial Department to discuss the results of the audit, the Director of
Finance said that next January, there will be a new Chief Justice. She continued by saying this

?The procurement audit report of the Administrative Law Court is available on the web at:
http:ﬂpmcurement.sc‘guv/webﬂIes,’MMo_audit/Audit%20Reports}AdminLawla.pdf

? see agency lobbyist principal reports at the 5.C. State Ethics Commission website,

hitp://ab) Es.sc.g:w{!_abhylngnc;iuigdﬂindpa!@i\!Sggrcthf'er.asg'x (last viewed June 13, 2016). Messrs. Thompkins
and Tew are not attorneys.

*Id.
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person may want a different lobbyist to represent ihe Judicial Department,. We poinied out that
her statement proves the point, that the selection of a lobbyist is 1ot a sole source, but simply a
preferred source of the Judicial Department. Preferred sources are not allowed under the sole
source statute. Thus, the Judicial Department should comply with the competitive requirements
of the Procurement Code in the hiring of its lobbyist.

The second issue in our report addresses poorly written sole source determinations. The report
states, “nothing in any of these written sole source determinations provided any basis for
authorizing sole source procurements.... Because these findings focused on poorly written sole
source determinations that provide little or no information to support sole source procurements,
we have attached them all as Attachment A to this report so that the reader may see what we are
talking about.” Our recommendation states, “We recommend the Department comply with 11-
35-1560 and Regulation 19-445.2105 by providing in its written determinations, the basis for the
proposed sole source procurements and why no other vendor will be suitable or acceptable to
meet the needs. The written determinations must contain sufficient factual grounds and
reasoning to provide an informed, objective explanation for the decisions.” This last sentence in
our recommendation is taken from Regulation 19-445.2105 which was derived fiom the South
Carolina Court of Appeals’ decision in Sloan v. Greenville County, 356 S.C. 531, 590 S.E.2d
338 (App- 2003). There, Sloan had challenged three written determinations of Greenville
County supporting the use of a design-build project delivery method. The County’s procurement
ordinance had similar requirements for written determinations as the Consolidated Procurement
Code does. The Court’s decision set a standard so profound it was promulgated into the Budget
and Control Board’s regulations.

Regarding the sufficiency of written determinations, the Court said,

In light of the Code's express mandate and guiding policy, it is apparent the written
determination required under section 7-242.5 must serve a dual finction: The
determination must first effectively inform county council of the reasons why
design-build source selection works to the County's best advantage for the project
at issue. Equally important, the determination must provide the citizens of
Greenville County a window into the County's decision-making process—
safeguarding the quality and integrity of the contract awards through public
accountability. If the written determination provides sufficient factual grounds and
reasoning for the County Council and the public to make an informed, objective
review of these decisions, then it has accomplished its purpose,
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1d. at 556, 590 8.B.2d at 351-2, Ii determined that one of fhe three challenged detevminations was
inadequate:

The Forensics Lab determination merely seis forth three conclusory statements that
are unsupported by any factual grounds related to the renovation project, The
determination does not discuss the disadvantages of using the traditional
competitive sealed bidding method for this project, nor does it discuss the
advantages of the design-build with any degree of specificity.

We conclude that the Forensics Lab determination fails to provide any reasoned
basis for the decision to use design-build source selection. It does not provide
sufficient detail to allow the County Council and the public to make an intelligent
review of the decision. The trial court was therefore correct in finding this
determination inadequate under section 7-242.5

Id. at 560, 590 S.E.2d at 353-4,
In another case, the Court of Appeals stated,

The expenditure of public funds pursuant to a competitive bidding statute is of
immense public importance. Requiring that contracts only be awarded through the
process of competitive sealed bidding demonstrates the lengths to which our
government believes it should go to maintain the public's trust and confidence in
governmental management of public funds. The integrity of the competitive sealed
bidding process is so important that in some states once a contract is proved to
have been awarded without the requited competitive bidding, a waste of public
funds is presumed without showing that the municipality suffered any élleged

injury.

Sloan v. School Dist. of Greenville Co., 342 5.C. 515, 524, 537 S.E.2d 299, 303 (Ct. App. 2000)

(internal quotations and citations omitted),

In your response, the Judicial Department admits the langnage of its written determinations “may
be weak.” Section 11-35-210 states, “Written determinations expressly required by the code or
regulations must be retained in an official confract file of the governmental body administering
the contract. These determinations must be documented in sufficient detail to satisfy the
requirements of audit as provided in Section 11-35-1230.”  The Department’s written
determinations failed to satisfy this audit.

Despite our efforts to resolve these procurement audit issues, the Judicial Department remaing
unwilling to comply with State procurement laws. Becanse the Judicial Department refuses to
comply with the Procurement Code, it is our intent to recommend to the State Fiscal
Accountability Authority (SFAA) that the Judicial Department’s procurement authority be
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reraoved in its entivety pursuant to Section 11-35-1240 and that the Division of Procuvement
Services assume oversight of the Judicial Department’s procusernent program until such, time
that the SFAA is assured the Judicial Department will comply with State procurement laws. We
are available to discuss the audit results with you prior to it being submitted to the SFAA for

action, }
_S}rl?‘}’. /
“@“"‘/(' ff"‘”
» Ro entI,,Aycoe v, Ma‘hager
Audit and Cert:ﬁcanon

cc;  Carolyn Taylor, Director of Finance and Personmel
Stephen A. Graham, Judicial Department
Julie Boland, Procurmnent Officer
Delbert H. Singleton, Jr., Director, Division of Procurement Services
John St. C. White, Matenals Management Officer
David Rawl, Audit Manager
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B;ol_and, Julie B.

s = = I =

= po= g o 17

Fram: Aycock, Robert <JAycock@mmo.sc.govs>

Sent; Thursday, September 22, 2016 2:31 PM

To: Taylor, Carolyn

Cc: Singleton, Delbert; White, John; Rawl, David; Graham, Stephen A,; Boland, Julie B,
Subject: : Follow-up Letter Regarding Procurement Audit Report

Attachments: Chief Justice Pleicones 9-22-16 letter.pdf

Carolyn,

Department. This report will be on November’s SFAA agenda.
Jimmy

94



Attachment C

GOVERNOR CHAIRMAN, SENATE I INANCE COMMITTEE
CURTIS M. LOFTIS, JR. W. BRIAN WHITE
! Siate Fiscal

STAFL TRIASURTR Accourtability Authority CHAIRMAN HOUSE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE
RICHARD ECKSTROM, CPA GRANT GILLESPIE
comr[wlmfgm[MLOM THE DIVISION OF PROCUREMENT SERVICES  FXECUTIVF DIRFCTOR

DELBERT H. SINGLETON., JR.
DIVSION DIRECTUR

(803) 734 8018

JOHN ST. C. WHITE
MATERIALS MANAGEMENT OFEIGE

(803) 737-0600
FAx: (8031 737 0639

November 8, 2016

Carolyn P. Taylor, CGFO

SC Judicial Department

Calhoun Building

Director of Finance and Personnel
1220 Senate St. Suite 101
Columbia, SC 29202

Dear Carolyn:

[ was glad to hear you had an opportunity to meet with Grant Gillespie, our Executive Director,
to reestablish communications about the Judicial Department’s Procurement Audit Report and to
discuss possible steps moving forward.

To begin, the original objective of my September 22 letter was to make the Chief Justice aware
of our disagreement and, if he desired, to have an opportunity to discuss those issues face-to-
face. In view of Judge Wilkins letter, I failed to convey that message clearly. For this |
apologize. In retrospect, I could have chosen different language to let you know that our
overarching goal is to work with you to find an agreeable resolution. With that said, the purpose
of this communication is to describe how we propose moving forward and why doing so is
necessary.

As presented in the past, there were some issues of concern that we found during our audit of
your agency. We believe these issues can easily be resolved if the Judicial Department is willing
to consider our recommendations.

One of the audit findings dealt with the lack of adequate documentation for sole source
procurements -- aside from the underlying justification.

To resolve this issue, we are requesting that the Judicial Department follow our recommendation
regarding the adequacy of sole source determinations in future procurements by including in its
written determinations the basis for the proposed sole source procurements, the reason no other
vendor will be suitable or acceptable to meet the needs, and sufficient factual grounds and
reasoning to provide an informed, objective explanation for the decisions.

1201 MAIN STREET, SUITE 600 ¢ COLUMBIA, SOUTII CAROLINA 29201
HTTP:/PROCUREMENT.SC.GOV
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The other issue of concem regards lobbying services. On this issue, our concern is not with the
credentials of the individuals providing the service but with the type of services being acquired.
Specifically, the rules applicable to the engagement of attorneys only applies if the services
acquired are those for which a license is required. This application of the rules is consistent with
this agency's long standing approach. The Budget and Control Board at its July 13, 1982,
meeting provided a limitation on the exemptions of all professional services, including those
provided by attorneys. The Board said, “For this exemption to apply, “the individual or firm
involved must be licensed to perform the specific professional services, must provide that
specific service to the requesting governmental body, and the contractual relationship created by
the individual or firm and the governmental body cannot be an employer/employee relationship
which would be governed by State Personnel Rules and regulations . . ..” This is the standard we
apply in all of our audits.

We hope with this further clarification, the Judicial Department will understand our position that
no agency can use the exemption for acquiring attorneys to also obtain lobbying services from
those attormeys.

To resolve this issue, we ask that the Judicial Department commit to acquiring future lobbying
services by using a competitive source selection method authorized in the Procurement Code.

Over the years, we have - without exception - presented our recommendations to the Authority
with the concurrence of the audited agency. While we hope to do so in this instance, lack of such
agreement does not excuse us from our duty. State law mandates we conduct these audits, report
the findings to the Authority, and provide proposed corrective action. If we cannot reach
agreement on lobbying services, the most narrowly tailored corrective action we can fashion is to
have the Authority withdraw the Department's authority to acquire lobbying services except
through the Division of Procurement Services. We first presented our draft report to the Judicial
Department this past April. On May 3rd, we held an exit conference. Since then, we have
worked to resolve our outstanding issues. At this point we must comply with the law and submit
a report. Accordingly, we will present the audit report to the State Fiscal Accountability
Authority at its meeting on December 13, 2016. To help us meet the agenda deadline, would you
please provide a final response by November 21. In the meantime, we are happy to discuss in
person any questions or issues that you may have.

Robert J.{(Aycock] IV, Manager
Audit and Certification

C. Julie Boland, Procurement Officer
Grant Gillespie, Executive Director
Delbert H. Singleton, Jr., Director, Division of Procurement Services
John St. C. White, Materials Management Officer
David Rawl, Audit Manager
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