March 26, 2012

At a regular meeting of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors held in the Board
Room of the Southampton County Office Center, 26022 Administration Center Drive, Courtland,
Virginia on March 26, 2012 at 7:00 PM.

SUPERVISORS PRESENT
Dallas O. Jones, Chairman (Drewryville)
Dr. Alan W. Edwards Vice-Chairman (Jerusalem)
Glenn H. Updike (Newsoms)
Carl J. Faison (Boykins-Branchville)

Barry T. Porter (Franklin)

Ronald M. West (Berlin-lvor)
S. Bruce Phillips (Capron)

SUPERVISORS ABSENT
None

OTHERS PRESENT
Michael W. Johnson, County Administrator (Clerk)
Jon Mendenhall, Assistant County Administrator
Lynette C. Lowe, Finance Director

Sandi Plyler, Information Technology Manager

Julien W. Johnson, Jr. Public Utilities Director
Richard E. Railey, Jr., County Attorney

Cynthia J. Edwards, Administrative Secretary

Chairman Jones called the meeting to order. After the Pledge of Allegiance, Supervisor Faison
gave the invocation.

Chairman Jones sought approval of the minutes for the Budget Workshop, February 15, 2012,
Regular Session of February 27, 2012 and for the Budget Workshop of March 14, 2012.

Supervisor Porter stated that on page 251 four paragraphs down it should read 47% instead of
57%. The minutes were approved with this correction.

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business was item two which is highway matters.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item A. was Route 460 Origin Destination Traffic Study. He
stated that VDOT and its consultant recently notified us of their plans to perform an origin-
destination study for the U.S. Route 460 corridor. In addition, they will be conducting other
survey and geotechnical work along the corridor over the next twelve months. An aerial survey
was conducted in early March and soil borings will be collected along the corridor over the next
year. Property owners will be notified by mail prior to entry on private property by VDOT or is
consultants. A copy of the sample landowner notification is attached for your information.

Supervisor West said he had an observation as he noticed the budget money for VDOT is very
limited and the struggle for the tunnel traffic and building new tunnels for the Norfolk,
Portsmouth, and Chesapeake area. He said it was his understanding that is was going to require
$500 million dollars of VDOT money, public money along with the private. No one has really
been open about this. He said it is going to happen. He knows that. They are going to do it when
they want to and how they want to. There is very little information for the public except the little
bit that came out tonight. He said he sees from these letters that they can come out and drill holes
on your property and cover them back up. He wanted to know what Mr. Michael Johnson’s feel is
on this. He said he had talked with people who thought 60 to 65% and less likely hood that this is
going to happen. He asked if Mr. Michael Johnson knew or if he wanted to take a venture to
guess.

Mr. Michael Johnson said that would be all it would be would be a guess. He said he can tell you
that where we are in the process right now is that VDOT has accepted three conceptual proposals.
VDOT has asked all three of the conseconairs to go back and put together detailed proposals
which will be due later this year which will really spell out exactly what that state subsidy will be.
At that point we will have something concrete to discuss. The $500 million that you were
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referring to is simply an estimate. We will have to wait and see when we get those detailed
proposals back in.

Supervisor West said it is about eight or nine miles of the new 460. He said he understands that
there is going to be traversing Southampton County and he understands there will be additional
efforts to build business or direct businesses towards that area. Not only will you have that
corridor of 180 feet. It will be business associated with getting on and off the ramp. He asked if
Mr. Michael Johnson understood that as well.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that is correct. Some of the legislation that just went through the
session this year in General Assembly this year is targeted towards economic development in that
corridor. He stated there is one interchange proposed for Southampton County on Ivor Road.

Supervisor West said Hwy. 616. He said initially he was told they would cul-de-sac some of the
roads and others would have overpasses and that this Board would have some control of that.
Then he was told all would be under consideration for overpasses. He asked Mr. Michael Johnson
if he knew anything about that.

Mr. Michael Johnson said the term he remembers wasn’t “control” it was “input” which is
substantially different. At this point they have made no decision which roads would terminate or
which will be served by overpasses. They will wait until they get those final proposals in and that
will be part of that process.

Supervisor West said there are a couple of century farms that will be split right in half. There will
be mileage required to go around to get to the property. That is inconsiderate in some way, but
that had to be done. He knew that. He says he is objecting.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any other comments on Hwy. 460. There being none he
moved on the item B — Six-Year Plan.

Mr. Michael Johnson said we’ve been in consultation with VDOT staff and are coordinating to
schedule the annual joint public hearing to discuss secondary highway construction priorities at
your April meeting. Attached for your reference (pages 2-8 through 2-12) please find the
proposed construction allocations for the next six years (only $70,372 annually) and the
construction priorities that were established last year. The top priority is improvement to Rose
Valley Road in order to accommodate the truck traffic that Enviva’s project will generate. Most of
the funding has already been set aside and will be adjusted once the project is bid. The second
priority is completion of improvements to General Thomas highway (Rt. 671) from Delaware
Road to Shady Brook Trail (which will serve Dominion’s conversion to biomass) — all funding is
in place for that project and it is expected to be bid next fall. The third priority was to pave
Indiantown Road from Popes Station to Cary’s Bridge Road — this work was recently completed
by VDOT forces with funds transferred from another project, so that project will now rotate off the
list. The fourth priority is improvement to Fullers Mill Road (projected 2017), the firth is paving
of Rawlings Road (projected 2014), and the sixth is Governor Darden Road (projected 2017).
While there’s limited funding available, the priority list for paving unpaved roads is included on
page 2-12.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any input.

Supervisor Faison asked if there was any possibility that Fuller’s Mill Road could be treated like
Indiantown Road.

Mr. Michael Johnson said probably not. That is a pretty expensive project. Fuller’s Mill road if
you look on page 2-9 that project’s total cost with engineering, right of way, and construction is
about $3.1 million dollars. The Indiantown Road project was $136,000. There is currently about
$82,098 that is earmarked for that project and you can see they are projecting to earmark $63,000
each year for the next six years towards that. So majority of your allocation will go towards that
project over the next six years, but that leaves $2.8 million to come up with at the end so he
doesn’t know how soon that project will advance.

Supervisor West said the Norfolk/Southern Bridge on Hwy. 635 was on last year’s list in some
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way and he thought there was $300,000 dollars and he thought there was a 2016 date. He asked
Mr. Michael Johnson if he had anything like that in his memory. He stated the bridge had been
closed now for a while and it has certainly changed the traffic pattern.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he would check with VDOT, but his recollection was that was a railroad
project. He said he would have to double check that, but maybe that was why it wasn’t showing
up here.

Supervisor West said it was a one lane bridge.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he was familiar with it.

Supervisor West said it was dilapidated.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he wouldn’t want to drive across it.
Supervisor West stated that it had been closed for a good six months.
Mr. Michael Johnson said right.

Supervisor West said he had asked Mr. Ben Bryant about it several times and he had indicated that
the work that Norfolk/Southern had done had been inspected by their engineers and VDOT
engineers had inspected it and everybody had agreed that the inspections were okay and as a result
they were waiting for a final notice allowing cars (3 or 4 tons vehicles), but that has been going on
now for a while and no one seems to have an answer.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he would get him an answer next month.
Chairman Jones asked if there was anything else.

Supervisor Updike said one of the biggest problems we have in the county that is not even on the
list is the drainage in Newsoms. VDOT had worked with Newsoms to develop and maintain the
roads and drainage in the Newsoms area. That should have been on the agenda for many, many
years. There have been problems and we have got to address that. That should be one of the top
priorities for VDOT.

Mr. Michael Johnson said keep in mind that this is a construction project. Maintenance is a
different budget — a different pot of money.

Supervisor West said he agrees with what Supervisor Updike is saying and he heard what Mr.
Michael Johnson just said, but is there any way this Board would consider addressing to the
General Assembly to request some sort of funding for farmers that would be willing to go in and
clean out those outfall ditches as far as getting a tax credit is concerned. He said maybe they could
initiate something like that because he understands that the environmental issues are such that the
VDOT people can’t go in there because there may be a crawdad and when they exit the ditch the
have to have the same level of dirt when they cross the path. You just can’t mess with this dirt. Is
there any way this Board could consider some language to the General Assembly to consider a tax
credit for a farmer or landowner to have the ditches cleaned out. A lot of this has been done over
the years by erosion, the hurricane, deteriotion, junk falling in, debris, loggers, etc. That is the
vast, vast majority of the water problems on the road today.

Supervisor Edwards said he agreed with that, but they need to learn how to do a budget first.

Supervisor West said that he couldn’t help either way. He said he thought we could get some
support from farming communities.

Mr. Michael Johnson said part of the problem with that Supervisor West is even if they have
farmers that are willing they are still going to be subject to the same permit requirements, the same
regulatory requirements regardless of who does the work. He is not sure any private individual is
going to want to open up that can of worms and assume that responsibility.
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Supervisor West said he wasn’t thinking about breaking the law, but he’s thinking about breaking
the law. It scares him they we are so tied up now due to these restrictions.

Supervisor Updike said he wasn’t familiar with all the laws rules and regulations but if the ditch is
already there it can be done without any improvements. The ditches are already there. They don’t
want to clean them out because they don’t want to go on private property, but the ditches are
already there. He said according to the rules and regulations if the ditches are already there you
can maintain them so that provision will allow individuals or farmers to do it without getting all
these permits. It will be half as cheap.

Mr. Michael Johnsons said what he had always heard, Supervisor Updike, and he said he wasn’t
the expert either; they only define maintenance as what you can go in there and remove by hand.
If you use any mechanized equipment in that ditch, it is considered more than maintenance. He
stated that is the problem we run into is very few of our problems can be resolved by hands.

Supervisor Updike said there are farmers in the area who have asked and they have been given
permission to do it with equipment. They said as long as the ditches are there, and you can’t go in
the woods or dig new ones without permits, but if it is there you can maintain it period. They said
go to it. If you don’t have to have it, you don’t have to have it.

Supervisor Phillips said his experience was that as long as you didn’t dig it any deeper than it was
already originally when it was put there at least on the farm you can do that.

Supervisor West said years ago they were discussing this problem and it even came that they join
in with Isle of Wight or other counties and purchase a piece of equipment that could be leased out
to get these jobs done.

Mr. Michael Johnson said that is the problem that they encountered is getting access. Even if you
got one of these spider machines and put it in the ditch you have to have mechanized equipment or
access to remove the storm material back out which was the problem.

Chairman Jones said we need to get with VDOT and find out which you can and can’t do.

Supervisor West said one time we had VDOT coming before us every month, but now they have
the luxury of not having to show any more. He stated it would be nice at least on a quarterly basis.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he understands that they are going to start coming on a quarterly basis.
Supervisor West said he knew it was uncomfortable answering these questions sometimes for
people in their positions, but nonetheless it would be good to directly get an answer. It would be
good to bring an EPA person or DEQ, or whoever along to answer those questions.

Chairman Jones said we would move on to item C — monthly concerns.

Mr. Michael Johnson asked if we were good with the construction priorities as they are for the
purpose of advertising.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any changes that needed to be made. There being none
Chairman Jones told Mr. Michael Johnson to go ahead with what he had.

Chairman Jones stated that we would move on to the monthly concerns.

Supervisor Faison said he had the same problem with the bridge over in his area is ongoing so it
probably needs to be looked at again.

Supervisor West said he had been dealing with Mr. Ben Bryant and they had been doing a great
job in cleaning ditches in the Berlin/lvor District and he is appreciative of that.

Supervisor Phillips said he had been dealing with his superintendent and they seem to be getting
his area done.
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Supervisor Updike said there are a couple of places where trucks went in ditches on Statesville
Road. When trucks go in the ditch the shoulder is completely gone. Now they have come by and
cleaned out the ditches and like Supervisor West said they have the best job they have done in
thirty years cleaning out the ditches. These places where the trucks went in are deeper than the
ditches and there are no shoulders whatsoever so they need to build those shoulders back up. He
had a request from people on Odem Chapel Road between Sands and Statesville to get on the list
for the ditches to be cleaned out.

Mr. Michael Johnson said shoulders on Statesville Road and ditches on Odom Chapel Road.
Supervisor Updike said to put them on the list was the request.

Chairman Jones said we would move on to item number 3 — reports. They are Sheriff’s Office,
Communication Center Activities, EMS and Fire Department Activities, Traffic Tickets, Civil
Papers, and Animal Control.

Supervisor Updike he noticed since last month they have had more adoptions than they have in
many months. He said keep up the good work and see if we can get more adopted instead of
euthanizing them.

Other reports were Litter Control, Building Permits, New Housing Starts, Solid Waste Quantities,
and Personnel.

Mr. Michael Johnson said two personnel items. We had one new hire in the month Cynthia M.
Sherrill in the Sheriff’s Office effective March 15, 2012 with salary of $29,843. We had one
reclassification based on a six-month re-grade Cynthia J. Edwards annual salary now $26,296.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any questions. The last report was Cooperative Extension.

Chairman Jones stated the next item was item number 4 — financial matters. He asked if anyone
had any problems with the bills.

Supervisor Updike said he would like to take a few minutes on financial matters. He said his
apologies to the audience and his fellow Board of Supervisors. He said he was going to go from
the smallest amount to the highest amount. On the lowest amount he noticed the voting stations
are charging anywhere from $0 to over $300.00 every time they have a vote. That could be as
much as $900.00 per year. Most of these stations are tax exempt, supposed to be community
service organizations, and yet they are charging an absorbent fee. He thinks that we should write
these stations a letter and tell them our financial situation, which is that we have a $2 million short
fall; we don’t have the funds to support it at that rate. He said they call him a bean counter so he’s
counting the beans. The next thing he said he has been confronted by this problem ever since he
had been on the board, was that county vehicles going back to homes, grocery stores, etc. People
want to know how the county can afford this when you look at the cost of parts, gas, fuel, motor
overhauls. Running vehicles is not cheap. He doesn’t think we can support the fringe benefits of
providing vehicles for personal use.

Chairman Jones asked Supervisor Updike which vehicles he was talking about. He asked if he
was referring to the county vehicles that have to run from polling place to polling place in the
county.

Supervisor Updike said no that wasn’t the car he was talking about.

Chairman Jones asked well what cars are you talking about.

Supervisor Updike said you can ask Mr. Darden and he would be able to tell you. He said he
could tell you, but he won’t. He stated this is in the past, but he feels these things have got to be

corrected.

Supervisor Edwards asked Mr. Michael Johnson what the county policy was on this. What is
personal and what is not.
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Mr. Michael Johnson asked if he was talking about to go home at night or talking to use for county
business.

Supervisor Updike said he thought they should be used for county business only and that is all.
We can’t afford any luxuries at this stage of the game.

Mr. Michael Johnson said the only county cars that go home and he said he is speaking for the
county employees that he couldn’t speak for the Sheriff’s Office or the School Board, or Social
Services that’s why he wants to try to figure out what he is talking about.

Supervisor Updike said all he knows is that they have the state emblems on them. He said they
don’t give him the names and he doesn’t want the names.

Mr. Michael Johnson said this Board doesn’t control the Social Service’s fleet. You don’t control
the Sheriff’s fleet. You don’t control the School Board’s fleet. So that puts it down to a fairly
small number of vehicles. He told Supervisor Edwards that the vehicles that go home the policy is
that if you are on call the vehicles go home so you can respond from home. If you don’t have any
on call responsibilities, then the vehicle doesn’t go home with you.

Chairman Jones said that Mr. Michael Johnson was the only one he knows with a county vehicle.

Mr. Michael Johnson said no, the department of public works has two. The department of utilities
has three.

Chairman Jones said but they are on call all the time. They are the only vehicles we control.
Supervisor West said so you are saying six vehicles.

Supervisor Porter said he didn’t think the people that are complaining are complaining about
people taking the vehicle home. He thought it was when they saw the vehicle pull up at Wal-Mart,
get out go in, then come back out, get in the car and leave. He said he has had more complaints
about the vehicles that we don’t control than the ones we do control. He said he hadn’t had any
complaints about the vehicles we do control.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he hadn’t either that’s why he is asked the question.

Supervisor Porter said he hears all the time about other entities vehicles. He said all we can do is
ask those guys for better adherence to the policy.

Chairman Jones said we can ask that is all we can do.

Supervisor Porter said well we need to because there are some people in the county looking for
people misusing the vehicles. He said that is one of his number one complaints. People are
complaining that this vehicle is going to Wal-Mart, and this vehicle is going to Hardee’s. We need
to get those groups off the road. Unfortunately we can’t do that, but we need to reinforce to these
agencies that they need to be aware that there are people observing their habits of driving county
cars.

Supervisor Updike said his third item was that thank goodness this Board has a consensus at the
last meeting that we would not outsource the comprehensive plan which means we will probably
save $50,000 or $60,000 dollars. He stated that consultants had bugged him for years. Consultant
fees burn him up. If you look at this month alone we paid the Timmons Group approximately
$165,000. Previous year it was up in the billions of dollars. We do not have the funds. We have
got to do a better job on how we negotiate and do business with consultants. We just can’t leave
consultants to do what they want to. He stated he would give an example. He said the water tanks
out here they recommended a 750,000 gallon tank. He said do you know why they did that. It’s
because the more expensive projects the more money they get. They don’t care one | odor about
the counties problem. They want the money for themselves. He said he thought they needed to be
informed how much they are charging before-hand. Before the year is over he doesn’t know how
much it will cost. He stated that consultants rub him the wrong way and they have got to do
something about that.
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Chairman Jones asked if anyone else had any comments.

Mr. Michael Johnson said nothing other than some of the things just were not factually correct.
For example the Timmons Group on the water tank, we paid them a flat fee to design the tanks so
regardless of which option you chose you the fees were the same. They simply bid it as a based
bid of 500,000 gallons with an alternate for 750,000 gallons, but there fee was the same regardless
of which bid you accepted. All the contracts that you have the Timmons are working on right now
were contracts that were signed two or three years ago and they are to do the engineering work to
design the infrastructure for your industrial park.

Chairman Jones said we don’t have anybody to that.

Mr. Michael Johnson said we don’t have an engineer on staff. These things have to be
professionally engineered.

Supervisor Edwards said but when you see this Timmons Group $20,000 and $20,000 he thought
they needed to know from some itemized bill or something exactly what this is going for.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he could give them that if they wanted that level of detail. It was not a
problem. He said they have signed contracts for every task that they do. We get itemized
statements every month as to the percentage of completion. We can show you exactly what the
deliverables are. Just let us know what you want to see.

Supervisor Edwards said he thought they needed that. Like you said there is $165,000 bucks here.
Supervisor Updike said it is $116,000 on the Boykin’s Waste Water Treatment Upgrade.

Supervisor Edwards said if they are under contract and we are going to write a check that big we
need to know what the money is going for. He stated that he writes a check and pays his taxes
every year, but at least he knows what it is going for.

Chairman Jones asked Mike if he could furnish them with this information.

Mr. Michael Johnson said any questions you have specifically we will be glad to provide it for
you.

Supervisor Updike asked what kind of contract we have with the Timmons Group. He said his
calculation runs anywhere from 15% to 20% of the bill of their fees.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he didn’t think any of them ran that high, but they were based on
percentages. They are all lump sum contracts based on the work. You have a contract for design
of the industrial access road going into the industrial park. You have a contract for design of
improvements to Rose Valley Road. You have got a contract for the design of the elevated water
tank. You have got a contract design for the onsite water and sewer improvement including the
pump station. You have got a contract for design of the off-site utility improvements going back
to the intercepting pump station. So you have got four or five contracts with Timmons right now.

Supervisor Phillips asked if this was in addition to Boykin’s.

Mr. Michael Johnson said yes.

Supervisor Porter asked if they were competitively bid.

Mr. Michael Johnson said we used a process for professional services called competitive
negotiations yes, but it is not low bid wins. Your work based contract is based on qualifications.
There is a request for proposals that goes out and it gives them a chance to provide their proposals,

negotiating fees and then decide who to award the contract.

Supervisor Phillips asked if that was done with the plant also.
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Mr. Michael Johnson said the Boykin’s plant was awarded what we call an annual contract which
is basically procured on five year intervals for general engineering projects. The Boykin’s
contract was done with the annual contract. All the improvements for the Turner Tract were done
under a separate RFP.

Chairman Jones asked if there was anything else.

Supervisor Updike said those three billing items were what he was concerned about. He said there
is nothing we can do about the past billings, but all three of these items need to be looked at to see
how we can get it done cheaper. We need to get the job done at more reliable fees.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he was not sure how they wanted him to proceed. The Board moves by
motions, seconds, and adopted votes and he is not sure what to do with comments.

Chairman Jones said he didn’t know what to do with that either.

Supervisor Updike said from budget standpoints we can’t operate like we have in the past with $2
million hanging over our heads so we might as well get used to cutting every corner we can to get
the job done for the most reasonable price we can for the citizens.

Chairman Jones said we can look at that when we get ready to do the budget.
Supervisor Updike said that would be fine.

Chairman Jones said right now these bills have to be paid.

Supervisor Updike said he wasn’t arguing with that. That is hind sight.

Chairman Jones said when the budget comes up we can look at those things and see what you all
want to do. He asked for a motion to pay the bills.

Supervisor Phillips made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Faison to pay the bills in the amount
of $2,751,135.88 to be paid by check numbers 124953 through 125481. All were in favor.

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business was number 5 — appointments.

Mr. Michael Johnson said the first appoint was the Western Tidewater Community Services Board
(WTCSB). He stated that he regret having to inform you that Ms. Kathleen Holloway resigned
from the Board of Directors of the Western Tidewater Community Services Board in January.
Here unexpired term runs through December 31, 2013.

The WTCSB is one of the forty Community Services Boards that serve the Commonwealth of
Virginia and they serve the Cities of Franklin and Suffolk, and the Counties of Isle of Wight, and
Southampton. Their responsibility is assuring the delivery of community-based mental health,
intellectual disabilities, and substance abuse services to the citizens with those disabilities. They
provide a full range of mental health and/or substance use disorder and intellectual emergency
psychiatric & crisis management services; medical, nursing, and medication management;
counseling; anger management and substance abuse groups; school based services including
counseling, tutoring and after-school parent skill development workshops; and alcohol and drug
free counseling and prevention services, among others.

WTCSB has a 12-member board that oversees its daily operation and ensures the delivery of
quality behavioral healthcare services to the citizens. Three of the 12 are Southampton County
representatives — Dorothy Jones (Capron) and June Steele (our staff accountant) are our other
current representatives.

The Board meets bi-monthly on the third Tuesday of January, March, May, July, September, and
November at 9:30 a.m. Meetings are held at 5268 Godwin Blvd. Suffolk, Virginia.

We will need a member to volunteer to search for a successor to fill Ms. Holloway’s unexpired
term through December 31, 2013.
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Supervisor West stated that Mrs. Holloway was formerly selected from the Berlin/lIvor District.
If anyone desired to make this choice it was fine, but if you don’t desire to he would seek another
appointment.

Chairman Jones asked if there was any one else that they would like to appoint to this Board.
Supervisor West said Mrs. Holloway had served several years.

Mr. Michael Johnson said four years he thought.

Chairman Jones asked if there was any else wanted the opportunity.

Supervisor West stated that he had someone in mind but he hadn’t made any contact at all.

Chairman Jones said they would just have to wait until Supervisor West had a chance to make the
contact.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he would put it back on the agenda for next month.

Mr. Michael Johnson said item B was the Planning Commission. He stated that six of the nine
Planning Commissioner’s terms are set to expire on April 30, 2012 including:

Ira H. Barham, Capron District

Douglas A. Chesson, Berlin-lvor District
Michael G. Drake, Newsoms District
Freeman J. Harrell, Franklin District
Oliver W. Parker, at-large

Keith Tennessee, Drewryville District

Terms are for four years. With the exception of Supervisor Edwards, each Supervisor should be
prepared to make an appointment no later than the regular session in April.

Each Supervisor should be prepared to make the referenced appointment at or before the April
meeting.

Supervisor Edwards asked if they could be reappointed.

Mr. Michael Johnson said they could all be reappointed.

Supervisor Edwards said if you pick anybody new they should know they have two years to get
their certification done. So that is a commitment they will have to make. Don’t let it be a surprise
to them.

Supervisor West said he had spoken with Mr. Doug Chesson and he would like to submit his name
to continue for another four year term on the Planning Commission. He stated at this time he
would like to nominate Mr. Douglas A. Chesson for the Ivor District.

Supervisor Faison said he would like to do the same for Mr. Oliver Parker as he wants to continue.

Chairman Jones said let’s get Mr. Doug Chesson first. He asked if he could get a second on Mr.
Douglas A. Chesson.

Supervisor Updike seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
Supervisor Faison made a motion to reappoint Mr. Oliver W. Parker to the Planning Commission.
Supervisor West seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

Supervisor Edwards asked Chairman Jones if all these people had agreed to being reappointed.
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Supervisor Faison stated that Mr. Oliver W. Parker had agreed to another term.

Supervisor West stated that he had spoken with Mr. Douglas A. Chesson and he agreed to serve
another term.

Chairman Jones stated that he hadn’t had a chance to speak with Mr. Keith Tennessee but he knew
he would.

Supervisor Updike said he had talked with Mr. Michael G. Drake who is Chairman of the Planning
Commission and he had agreed to serve another term. So he nominated Mr. Michael G. Drake.

Supervisor West seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
Chairman Jones stated they would get the rest by next month.

Supervisor West stated that a year and a half ago he chose to be a part of the RC&D Counsel
South Center Corridors. It works with students and local communities in advocating agricultural
things and he thinks that Mr. Young’s son was a part at the time and then M. L. Everett also. He
said it meets distantly where it is not convenient and with the other things he has going on he
would like for them to seek someone else at this time to take that position.

Chairman Jones asked if there was someone on the Board who would take position.

Supervisor West said it didn’t have to be from the Board because that was at large people or
community people.

Chairman Jones asked if there was anyone on the Board who would like to appoint or assign an
appointee to replace Mr. Ronald West.

Supervisor West stated that the meetings are generally in the Dinwiddie, Petersburg, South Hill,
Emporia area. Southampton’s representation is not as strong. Mr. M. L. Everett does good, but
he’s saying the funding is not towards us along with we give $6,000 or $7,000 a year towards this
in addition to U.S.D.A. funds they receive each year. There are a lot of good things that are done,
but it is primarily within cities, towns, schools, and things of this nature. It does a good job in its
own way. He doesn’t think Southampton gets a lot of the advantages. He had to be careful how
he worded that.

Chairman Jones asked Mr. Michael Johnson if he could give them the duties of this position at the
next meeting.

Mr. Michael Johnson said sure.

Mr. Michael Jonson said he had one other appointment that just came to his attention today. There
is federal funding that comes from Congress to what is known as the Emergency Food and Shelter
National Board Program and then they distribute it to localities based on population and
unemployment. That money is actually distributed by a local board which is administered by the
Department of Social Services. The Board only meets a couple of times annually. Formally
Supervisor Young was the Board representative on that Board. They will be meeting again next
month. They asked him to be sure and get a Board member appointed from this Board for that
group next month.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone wanted to volunteer for this Board. He called on Supervisor
Faison.

Supervisor Faison said he would do it.

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business was number 6 — Update on Wireless Broadband
Services Buggs Island Telephone Cooperative.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated as you may recall, Buggs Island Telephone Cooperative applied for
$18.9 million in federal stimulus funding in 2009 to develop a rural broadband system in a 15-
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county area of Southside Virginia, including Southampton County. We provided them a letter of
support for the application at that time. Their grant application was approved in April 2010 and
they’ve been working diligently towards implementation over the past two years.

He stated we had invited their General Manager, Mickey Sims. He asked if Mr. Mickey Sims was
here. He stated he didn’t see him, but we were looking for him to be here. Apparently he is not
here yet. With broadband access presently limited to our towns and larger villages, rural residents
have long been relegated to dial-up access, or an expensive satellite or air-card connection.
Affordable broadband access is an economic game-changer for rural communities, opening doors
and providing opportunities for rural residents that have long been beyond their reach. We will try
to get Mr. Sims scheduled again for next month.

Chairman Jones stated we would move on to item number 7 — Capital Funding Request Boykin’s
Volunteer Fire Department and Rescue Squad.

Mr. Michael Johnson said attached for your reference; please find a capital funding request from
the Boykin’s Volunteer Fire Department and Rescue Squad, Inc. to assist them in servicing debt
associated with their 2008 Brush Truck.

Capital funding in specified amounts has been set aside annually for each fire department and
rescue squad since FY 2000. These funds are held in escrow until a request to draw them down is
approved by the Board of Supervisors. Escrowed funds continue to assure for each
department/squad if they are not drawn down on an annual basis.

The attached table indicates the status of capital appropriations since FY 2000. As you can see,
we are holding $21,000 (FY 2012) in escrow for Boykin’s.

To date, we’ve collectively appropriated $1,584,500 for fire and rescue improvements and are
holding $245,500 in escrow.

A motion is required to approve the capital funding request for Boykin’s Volunteer Fire
Department and Rescue Squad in the amount of $21,000.

STATUS OF CAPITAL APPROPRIATIONS
Fire & Rescie

harch 19,2012
T 2000 FY 200 FY dz FY 2003 Fy 2004 Fy2g0s  FY 2006 Y 2007 Fy 2008 FY 2004

Boyking Fime & Resous 5 12000 § 13000 5 14000 % 14500 3 15,000 5 15000 F 15000 F 18000 5 18600 5 21000
i d ool &,000 2.500 10,000 20,000 10000 12,000 13,000 14000

14,000 14,500 15.000 16,000 15 000 o b500

A.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 13,000

5,000 £,000 5,000 5,000 6,800

0,000 40,000 10,000 13,000

Franxlin Firg & Rescue | 1a 300 15,000 16,000 19,500

Hurderdals Fire 13,000

10,000 It

wer Fire 10,000 000
lwer Hescus d 5,000 5,000
Mewsoms Firo B.500 O 10.000 10,000
Sedley Fira HY 8,500 2,000 10,000 10,000 o ' R
w5 07600 PG00 5 $ 125000 S 126000 % 124000 % 150000 5 AC0 . & 175000
Fy 2010 FY 2011 FY 2242  Appropriated  Escrow
I 21000 F 24000 § 21000 % 199000 5 21000
14,000 14000 146,000
L 21,000 24,000 136,000 Be 000
Courtland F 4,000 N D0 132.000 14,000
Courtland 7,000 52,000 21,000
Cire 14,000 14E 000 -
Frailin Fire & Hescue 21,000 184,500 3L 500
Huenterdale Firs 14,000 146,000 E
o Fire | 12,000 146,000 -
wnr Rescue 7,000 ZE.000
Mewsams Fire 14,000
Sedley Fire 12,000 14,000 1000

§ 181.500 % 180800 §175.000 % 1.584,500

Held i esciow peading request
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Bovkins Volunteer Fire Department & Rescue Sguad, Inc.
P. O. Box 347
Bovkins, VA 23827
(757) 654-666()

wyrw.bovkinsfive.com

Plarch 16, 2012

Southampton Connty

Attr, e, Mike Jobngon, Cownty Administrator
26022 Administation Center Drive

PO Box 400

Ceartiand, Virginis 23857

Helerence: Canital Improvement Funds
Dear br, Johnson:

Doylins Volunlser Fire Department & Fescos Squad greetly sppreciates Southempinn Connry's
codttiimned suppoct of our erganization's community efforts. We take exfreme pride in our organization
and strive to provide the hest fire and emergency medical services tooour area, The counly's support iz
ereally appreetated and peeded espacially with steadily rizing mainienines, repeir end operational costs,
These festors bave pul mere of @ fnancial burdsn on owr department requiring us to make even more
cxpeaditure cutbacks in cther atews o wecounl [oz this Increass,

W are requesiing continned zssistance, via Capital Tmprovement funds, 10 a0 fowards the expense of the
2008 F-450 Brusk Treck that we purchased in Febrnuaey 2008 a5 well 25 a fotere purchass of a new fire
enging. We are jo the precess of pricing new mucks camparad to refurbizhing our existing main pumper
o detorming which way es a departmant we want o procesd,

Arre nsziztunce the coutly could provide w4l be greathy appreziated. The members of Bowlins Volunrear
Fire Thepartment & Rescue Sguad dedicate much time and energy (o providing top guality smergenacy

response services 1o car community, Theo services thet wo provide ane greatly enhanced by being able to
purchass modern eod advaneed equipment.

Tliank you for vour continued suppozt,
Il you hive any questions, please fesl free o contact me at @54-0787 (Hame] or 800-121-0561 (Wark).

Sinoceroly,
Boyking Voluntecr Fire & Rascue

Bill Taewis
Treasurer

Ce: Jackic Fobertsom, Presideant
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Supervisor Faison moved that we approve this capital funding request.
Supervisor Edwards seconded the motion with it be carried unanimously.
Chairman Jones stated that we would go to item number 8 — Citizen Request to Address the Board.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated attached for your reference please find correspondence from the
Honorable Spier Edwards, Jr. Mayor of the Town of Boykins, relative to three (3) matters that he
wishes to present for your consideration:

1. Litter on county highways;
2. Parking at the Community Development Office; and
3. Delinquent taxes

His request is consistent with Sec. 2-45 of the Southampton County Code and he has been advised
that the matters have been placed on your agenda.

Town of Boykins

Ml Box 764

18206 Virgimiz Ave
Bavklng, ['n'Jg.'Jr.‘u 2827
Plaper: 7575 S34B36T

Rickerd 5 Edwards. dr., Mayor
Pay Deaper, Tows Cleck Treasarer
Gewrge frezmn — Town Sergront

bipkinnEk e wra Do RS VE cony

Wiazch 1o, 2072

Michesl W. Johnson
Connty Administaor
Southampton Counry

PO Box 400

Courtlind, Vieginia 253837

Drzar Mr. Johnson:

T request that The allowed 20 be pat nn the Agenda for e Seard of Supervisors” mesrng
o be held on March 26, 2012

]

The reason for being pul on the agenda ts:
| To discuss the Urer problems on the highweys in Soutkamnton County.
. Parking situation located az 23305 Rain Strzet in Courtland,

3, Seuthampion County Delinguent taxes,

Tamnk v

At
{J’J* r_:'f' foo .
74 ff’ifflfz‘f?ﬁ”ﬁ"ff :
B8, (Spier) Edwends, 12
Mavor

L' R A0 Gl eRi
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SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY

LEDELE Adenunistration Center Drive
P, Dax 400

Courtland, Virginia 23837

Hon. B8, {Spier) Edwards, Jr,, Muayor
['cwm of Boykins

PO Box 363

Boyvkins, WA 23827

Dizar Mavor Edwards:
[am pleased w acknowledge receipt of vour leller o March 16 requesting time a2 the next
Board of Supervisors mesting o discuss:

1. Litter om county hiphways;
2. Parking at the Community Development Office; and
3, Delinquent taxcs,
[he meeting will bepin promptls at 7:00 pom. on Monday, March 268, 2012 in the Board
of Bupervisors Meeting Rloom, Southampton Couvaty Office Center, 26022 Administration Center

Drive, Courtland. T
Chairmar: Jomes will call for your comments at the appropoiate lime,
With kind regards, I remain
'.w'i?,:.;l-;ly, ~ /
als o 4 [
|- !lr,i -.'L__,"'- ﬁ-&-,/'_.\‘_‘q_‘__-

",
Michael W. Johnson
County Administeator
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Mr. Spier Edwards addressed the Board. He stated he is a citizen of the Town of Boykins, the
Mayor of the Town of Boykins and Chairman of the Citizens for Responsible Government. He
comes before us tonight to discuss three issues that need to be brought to your attention. The first
item being litter on county highways, second item parking at the Community Development
Building, and third delinquent taxes. He is not here tonight to condone or critize any person or
organization, but to help find avenues to improve these issues. First is the litter on the highways.
The roads in Southampton County are a disgrace to our county. The beauty of our county is a vital
asset to the economic development of our county. We have scenic highways and rivers in our
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county that are being overrun with trash. At this time he showed some pictures of the highway.
He showed several pictures of trash in the Boykins — Newsoms area. Several of the pictures were
taken on Highway 671 and some on Highway 35. He stated he had been contacted by Mr. Blair
Bunn concerning one of the VDOT contractor employees working to clean up the trash who had
actually kicked a can out of the right of way so they didn’t have to pick it up. Mr. Blain Bunn
asked Mr. Spier Edwards to come over and take some pictures. Some of these pictures actually
show the litter left along the highway after the clean-up crews bags were picked up. There was
several trash items left along the highway along with a tire after the contractor had finished
picking up trash. He stated he had talked to Jerry Kee about the contractor not doing the job. Mr.
Jerry Kee immediately got in touch with the contractor. They were told to pick up any trash that
was seen from the highway, but they did not do what they were supposed to do. He said as you
can see from the pictures it is a problem in our county. The following are things to help clean up
our highways. 1. He said he had talked with Mr. Jerry Kee, the assistant resident administrator for
the Hampton Road District about asking the Southampton County Detente Center to assist VDOT
in cleaning up litter. 2. He has written a letter to Southampton County Sheriff Jack Stutts asking
his assistance in using his jail inmates in helping to clean up litter now and in the future along the
highways. 3. Our litter control counsel is trying to educate our school children about the
prevention of litter on the highways. 4. They have put up cameras in certain areas in the county to
catch people littering. They have also put up corporal signs asking people not to litter. 5. The
litter control counsel also prompted our county to adopt a new littering ordinance that includes a
$500 fine up to a $2500 fine for littering. The old ordinance did not include any dollar amount for
fines. We now ask the judicial system to strictly enforce the penalty for littering on the highways.
6. The citizens have the ability to adopt a portion of the highway to keep it clean. If you want to
adopt a portion of the highway then they ask that you contact VDOT and they will work with you
on that. He stated he spoke with Mr. Jerry Kee today and there proposal for this year is that they
will cut the grass and pick up the trash along the road 4 times this year on the primary roads and 3
times on the secondary roads. What will actually happen is they will probably stop picking up in
September that will leave October, November, December, January, February, and March that they
will not be picking up any trash; therefore we need to try to get some of these other organizations
to come in and work with that. He said that Mr. Jerry Kee and Mr. Ben Bryant are a great asset to
the citizens of this county and it is his pleasure to work with them. He stated that with your help
and support we can make a difference.

The second thing he would like to speak on is parking at the Community Development Office. He
showed some pictures of the Community Development Office and space across the street where
some parking could be offered also. What he is suggesting is to allow parking to the right beside
the ramp that goes into the Community Development Building. Right now there is a fire lane on
both sides. If the fire lane was done away with they could put in two handicapped parking areas
and two to three regular parking areas. The road at that point is 29 feet wide and you have to walk
204 feet from the parking lot now. This parking is necessary to accommodate older citizens and
people that have a hard time walking, especially in bad weather. The cost involved is one
handicapped sign and some paint to do the stripping. The cost involved should be less than
$75.00. He has permission to use the town of Boykin’s stripping machine to do the stripping if
this project goes further. This project will be a great asset to the citizens of this county. He has
also contacted Mr. Jerry Kee and they will give us a post to put the handicapped sign on. He asked
the Board to please consider this proposal.

He stated that he and some other citizens are concerned about the amount of delinquent taxes that
are outstanding in the amount of $2, 260,000 that are owed to the county. He said he understands
that $650,000 is for 2011 real estate taxes that are due. $778,000 is for 2011 personal property
taxes due with a total of $1,428,000. $832,000 is taxes that are one year and older going back into
the 1990 and the 2000. These are the totals as of February 27, 2012. These figures were given to
him and the town clerk on March 15, 2012 when they met with Mr. David Britt. They feel that
possibly another approach to collecting these delinquent taxes should be looked into. More
emphasis should be directed to tax liens which include wages, bank income tax returns. They also
have a DMV block that could be used. He felt sure that some of these are being used. He stated
that they need to emphasize this more. Also there is the Virginia Auction Company used to boot
vehicles. Last is a collection of attorneys that some of the accounts have been turned over to. The
county has had three different collection attorneys to collect delinquent taxes and now they are
getting ready to hire another firm since Kaufman & Knoles has stopped collecting on real estate
taxes. Unfortunately when you change attorneys the collection process starts all over again



March 26, 2012

because it becomes a new account. One of the major problems is that the collection attorneys
don’t seem to be doing their job. When tax papers haven’t paid their taxes it puts a negative
impact on the county and the small towns that depend on these funds. The town of Boykin’s has
had a delinquent account along with the county for the past seven years which the county has
turned this account over to two collection attorneys and neither has been able to collect anything
on this account. The twelve years. The collection for real estate taxes is twenty years. The
collection for personal property is five years then after that you lose it which leaves a lot of taxes
being written off and not physically collectable. He asked how many taxes have been written off
for the county in the last ten or twenty years. In closing, they feel that it is the duty of the treasurer
as an elected officer for the citizens to stay on top of the collection process and to provide an
updated report to the Board of Supervisors on the amount of taxes collected and when it was
collected. With the collection of these taxes the county will be able to pay down on the county
debt of approximately $70 million which includes $880,000 for the Boykin’s Waste Water Plant.
He thanked the Board of Supervisors for listening to the concerns of the citizens these issues and
they hope by working together we can improve these issues.

Chairman Jones thanked Mayor Spier Edwards. He asked if anyone had any questions.

Supervisor West said he had one question going back to the parking at the Community
Development office. He said he noticed there is a fire line posted there. He asked if it was posted
because it was required by the law and safety. He asked if that was something that could be
moved as simple Mayor Spier Edwards said.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he hadn’t spoken with the State Fire Marshall. Mayor Spier Edwards
indicated that he had so he stated he would let him answer that question.

Mayor Spier Edwards spoke with the State Fire Marshall last year and he indicated to him that the
road was wide enough to have just one fire lane. He said he didn’t know what the stipulation on
the width of fire lanes is, but that was what was told to him. That is when he talked to some of the
members on the Board of Supervisors. Then everything kind of went down. He talked to some of
the ones in the Community Development office and they said a lot of the building contractors had
complained and he had complained himself about having to walk the distance especially in bad
weather. Therefore, he felt like there should be some steps taken to correct this.

Supervisor West asked if it was made handicapped accessible would there not be a requirement to
drop the curbing or was there an opening in the curbing in order to manage a wheelchair.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that there was curb cut back up closer to the old lunch room building
that you could place the access close to that. It moves it further from the building but that is the
only cut out in the curbing.

Mayor Spier Edwards stated that if you came in a van or a car when you opened the vehicle door
you would just put the wheelchair right there and you would have access to the ramp; it wouldn’t
be necessary to put a cut off there.

Chairman Jones stated that was something they need to take care of.

Supervisor Edwards made a motion for Mr. Michael Johnson to look into this and get back with
them at the next meeting so they could see what they could do about this.

Supervisor West seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

Chairman Jones stated that as far as the taxes our Treasurer is voted in just like they are. He stated
they can suggest things to him, but they can’t tell him what to do. It is left up to him who he hires
and who he fires. They don’t have any say so in it. So that is where we are now in the process.
He stated that Mr. David Britt does listen to them when they make suggestions, but they cannot
tell him how to collect taxes.

Supervisor West said it is somewhat a distressful thought that those people in the county that pay
on time that they are supporting for the ones who after so many years of evading and eluding and
you walk away with nothing — you pay nothing and no one has sold their house or property or
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whatever during that period of time. Before that time of write off occurs something should have
been taken or filed against that property or person to at least retain the statute of limitations to
make sure these people don’t walk away. As you said this person in the Town of Boykins for X
number of years had not paid, he’s walking around laughing and saying | beat you again. He
stated he resents that. He asked Mr. David Britt if he had any idea how much write off had
occurred.

Mr. David Britt said about $200.00 last year on real state. The county has 12,500 parcels of land
that he is responsible for and they pretty much take a priority basis collection on the real estate
property. He stated that the Town of Boykins only has 379 parcels. He stated he knows their
taxes are just as important to them, but they have to look at the whole picture of the county as well
as looking at the town. The towns have an option; they can do a bill and equity sale just like the
county can a bill and equity sale for their town taxes. In fact he had been informed today that the
Town of Courtland maybe going to file suit on three properties. So that is an option for the towns
to recoup their taxes. He said what they are trying to do is find the oldest and the largest and
collect those.

Supervior West said for public record he thought that needed to be stated. Thank you.

Supervisor Edwards said the problem with a legal firm collecting our taxes is that there is not
much money in it. He said maybe Mr. Richard Railey could back him up on this. It is hard to get
one of these big groups to take an interest in it because it is just not profitable. He asked Mr.
Richard Railey if that was correct.

Mr. Richard Railey said there is a tendency with collection attorneys to cherry pick. You pick the
good stuff the first few years there and you make good money and then you are left with the stuff
that maybe you have a sale and it doesn’t bring the cost of advertising. He asked wasn’t that an
accurate statement. Remember the fundamental difference between real and personal property.
The real property is always here. The personal property can leave then you have got have just got
a bad debt. You have other ways to collect it, but we are moving so far with boots and things like
that, but personal property is much more of a problem. Real property can’t leave the county and
move to Florida.

Supervisor Edwards asked Mr. Richard Railey asked what his opinion was on what we can do to
fix that.

Mr. Richard Railey said he looked at the contract that is in your agenda and he has talked to Mr.
David Britt about it at length. This is a new group that has some highly qualified people who
perhaps are good as anybody in the business in the Commonwealth. If you want to know what the
history is this Kauffman and Knoles went after lots of municipal and local government business
for a while and then it turned out that they didn’t want to do it so they contracted it. Then they lost
a key man to cancer and then lost a key man to another law firm and contracted it out to him and
he didn’t think that he had the same enthusiasm that they did in the beginning. There comes a time
when there has to be a change.

Mr. David Britt asked if he could interrupt for a minute. He stated that he wasn’t looking to make
a change because they have had cases in the process for a while. He stated that if they stop those
cases, like Mayor Spier Edwards said, they would have to start all over. What he is trying to do is
start out the new business with the new firm.

Mr. Richard Railey said exactly.

Mr. David Britt said if they don’t have the enthusiasm to collect why keep giving them work if
they don’t want to go out there and earn the money. Instead let’s find somebody who is
enthusiastic and will get the money in.

Mr. Richard Railey said Mr. David Britt made a good point. Once a suit has been filed it is very
counterproductive to shift courses in midstream. What he is doing is exactly what he just said, he
has somebody new to take on the cases as they come in and they will continue to come in.

Mr. David Britt said the head attorney of this firm was the chief legal counsel to the Treasurer of
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Arlington County so they do know how to go about doing this. They have their own staff to do
bill and equity sales in a large county like that. Now he has decided he can make more money in
the private sector doing the same job for us.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any other questions for Mr. David Britt.

Supervisor Updike stated he was always asking stupid questions. His professors always said that
the question that was stupid was the one not asked. He wants to know of the collection agencies
that he had hired in the last year how much in fees were they getting paid.

Mr. David Britt stated they were not getting anything other than the 20% they are allowed to tack
on to the tax bill. We get a 100% return on the collections.

Supervisor Updike asked how much did Mr. David Britt collect last year from these attorneys.

Mr. David Britt said there was a sheet in the packets he left for them. He stated that David, Camp,
& Frank from November 2010 — March 2012 collected $145,000 for them. Kauffman and Knoles
who no longer work for them, January 2010 — June of 2011 collected $155,000 plus they got
$18,000 from the tax sale. Taxing Authority, who has been looking at this contract, is doing just
personal property has collected $104,000 over the last eighteen months.

Supervisor Updike said that was where he was leading to. With the tax collecting attorneys it
looks like they have collected a considerable amount of money. Right off the top of his head it
looks like $50,000 or $60,000 or more. He wants to know if his department and the county go
together and hire a full time attorney for collection of taxes and running the county business as a
joint effort. It looks like it would be more efficient. And the collection with 20% it looks like we
could hire a full time attorney.

Mr. David Britt said if we hire a full time attorney and do it in house then we can’t charge 20%.
Because they are a collection agency that is the fee they earn.

Supervisor Updike asked how much we can charge.
Mr. David Britt said we can’t charge anything other than a $30.00 administrative fee.
Chairman Jones asked if there were any other questions. He thanked Mayor Spier Edwards.

Supervisor Edwards said he would like to get back to the litter. He said our county roads are a
disgrace. You go to other counties you see cut grass and you don’t see this litter. He has people
come visit him from other places and they ask him if we just had a storm or something. There is
litter all over the roads. He would like to see this Board send a letter to the Sheriff’s Office and
ask them to come to this Board and let us know what kind of program they have, what they plan
on doing, and how aggressive they want to be on enforcing these anti-littering laws. He stated he
would like to ask Mr. Richard Railey if this Board had the authority to set fines on ordinances.

Mr. Richard Railey said yes within the restraints of the Dillon Rule. This board can set fines but
they have to be as allowed by the General Assembly.

Supervisor Edwards asked if these fines are not set high enough to deter anybody or just what is
going on.

Mr. Richard Railey said his seat of the pants reaction is that they probably aren’t as high as they
could be.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he thought they are now. He thought they just amended it recently to
the statutory maximum.

Mr. Richard Railey stated that is correct.

Supervisor Edwards said he thought the Sheriff’s Department needed to know that the citizens in
this county are concerned and the Board is concerned about it. When people go down the
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highways they comment on how beautiful the water, tress, deer, and turkeys are and then you have
this trash all over the roads. He would like to see the Board take a strong stance on that and get
the Sheriff’s Department down here and outline what kind of program they want to do and push
them to get real with this. This has come to this Board year after year for a while now and we
don’t seem like we get anywhere.

Supervisor West said at one time they had a program that was being utilized quite a bit with
different organizations taking care of different sections of the roads. He thought VDOT shot itself
in the foot when they failed to maintain cutting the shoulders of the road and a lot of people aren’t
willing to get over on the side of the road when the grass is whatever and the leaves and ticks and
everything that goes with it. That has been self-defeating from VDOT’s standpoint. They need to
be involved in this. He heard just a minute ago four times on primary and three times on
secondary so that would be an improvement over last year which was like one or two. He knew
we needed to work with VDOT and see if we can get more involvement from Ruritan Clubs and
various other organizations. He stated he knew the Sheriff’s Department already maintained a
section of the roads as does this office here does it not.

Mr. Michael Johnson said they maintain the section in front of the Turner Tract.

Supervisor West said people may have forgotten the program because of the condition of the
roads. That is part of it, but he thinks the Sheriff can be a real asset in this just like Supervisor
Edwards said.

Supervisor Edwards said it might be a story for the Tidewater News. He stated our roads are a
disgrace there is no doubt about it. We’ve got tires and all kinds of trash along the roads. He said
he picks up a bag full of trash on his back road every Friday evening when he comes home the
next Friday evening there is another bag full waiting for him. He said most of it was fast food
cups and bottles or whatever and once in a while you will find somebody’s trash that got out of
their pickup truck on the way to the dump, but that is not that common. He would really like to
see our law enforcement take this seriously, let us know what their program is and see if we can
put a dent in this and do something about it.

Supervisor West said anywhere near a convenience store in the county when you pull onto the
highway people have to shed their trash. It is an automatic as soon as you peel it back chunk it
out. It is a situation where people obviously don’t take pride. There is a thing called home owner
pride or maintenance. The way those people live is trashy. | don’t think you can expect them to
turnaround and change.

Supervisor Edwards said with $2,500.00 fines you would think people wouldn’t.
Supervisor West said he suggested more signs everywhere.

Supervisor Edwards said we needed more signs and the Sheriff is going to have to crack down on
it too. He asked Mr. Michael Johnson if he would get the Sheriff to talk to us about it.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he would.

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business was number 9 — Discussion Regarding a Code of
Ethics for Elected and Appointed Officials.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated as discussed and directed last month, | have placed the draft Code of
Ethics back on your agenda for further discussion. As you recall, its purpose is to assure public
confidence in the integrity of our Board of Supervisors and any boards, commissions, or
committees that it may establish (Planning Commission, IDA, etc.).

The Code of Ethics is intended to be self-enforcing; however, the Board Chairman has the
additional responsibility of intervening when members appear to be in violation. The full Board
may impose sanctions, including reprimand or formal censure, if necessary.

If the Board is so inclined, a motion is required to adopt the Code of Ethics (as may be modified or
amended following discussion).
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Chairman Jones said they had had the opportunity to look at the draft code of ethics and ask if
anyone had anything they would like to add or change.

Supervisor Updike said there was only one that he had heard people make comments on.
Chairman Jones asked which one was that.

Supervisor Updike said number 14 concerned some of the citizens and him personally. It is not
conclusive for local government.

Supervisor Edwards asked Supervisor Updike if he could get into the specifics of that please.

Supervisor Updike said mainly the last sentence which says “Inquiries to staff shall be made
through the County Administrator or the appropriate department manager or director.” He stated
that if the department heads or bosses aren’t here you can’t talk to the employees that you might
want to get involved with or need some information from. He said he feels it is not conclusive to
an open type of government.

Chairman Jones stated that if they are hired by Mr. Michael Johnson the employees are under him.
He stated that he didn’t think he needed to go to the employees he could go to Mr. Michael
Johnson if he saw a discrepancy with any of them.

Supervisor Updike said this would be to obtain information not to complain to them personally.
Mr. Richard Railey said he thought the key word there was “interfere”.

Chairman Jones said that is right “interfere”. He said that’s what they would be doing if they
change that.

Supervisor Porter said strictly if you look at this one he has violated the code because he has asked
people in this building questions about their job and how we could do things to make things better.
So literally he has violated the code; however, he didn’t think his actions would fall into
something he would classify as unethical. He said that Mr. Michael Johnson knew he had talked
to some people about things, he has asked questions and he hasn’t made it a secret. He talked to
this person about this issue and asks if they had recommendations for making it better. That is the
concern he has with this last sentence. He feels that it cuts off a benefit both for them
understanding what they do and maybe asking questions to spark some new ideas as to what they
can do to make the government better. He asked if there is some way they can carve that out to
not make that a problem.

Mr. Michael Johnson said it was not a problem with him one way or the other. It is fairly standard
language for the form of government we have, the council manager form. For him personally it
will be perfectly alright if you want to carve it out.

Chairman Jones called on Supervisor Phillips for his opinion.

Supervisor Phillips said he read the same thing and heard the same comments. He said it was not
their job to interfere with the operation of the county. Mr. Michael Johnson is the administrator.
He stated if they could delete the last sentence he thinks everyone would be more at ease, both the
staff and the Board members. He thinks the intent is not to interfere, but to be able to get input
from the staff. We are looking a code of ethics here and we want to do the right thing. He thinks
if that last sentence was deleted it may solve that issue.

Supervisor Faison said he looked at that too. He wouldn’t want to see it deleted. Maybe they
could be specific as to what type of inquiries or something. He thought they needed something
there to make sure the county administrator is the person who is in charge and that people are not
undercutting him.

Supervisor Phillips said the word is “interfere” whether you are undercutting or interfering.
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Supervisor Edwards said the main thing is to make sure a Board member does not get into a
personal conflict with somebody on the administration staff. The Board member stays on his road
and the Administrator stays on his road and we don’t want to get in his road. He thinks what is
should mean is if you have a problem with somebody you don’t go there, you go to Mr. Michael
Johnson and he takes care of that. He thinks that is what the total intent of this should be in some
stronger language.

Supervisor Porter stated that the last sentence is just so broad it just precludes any communication
with anybody except Mr. Michael Johnson.

Chairman Jones asked how you would like us to word it.

Supervisor Porter stated that it leaves them up to individual interpretation so it is like Supervisor
Porter said they have probably all violated this rule by somebody else’s standards. He stated that
if you didn’t like him, you could say he violated because he went to XYZ and asked for some
material or information.

Supervisor Edwards said so no questions could be directed to the staff the way it is worded so if he
called Jon and asked him what the time of the next meeting was he was violating this code
technically.

Supervisor Porter stated that’s right.
Supervisor Updike said that’s what we are saying.

Supervisor West stated that in common sense most people didn’t consider that a violation even
though he realizes it is out of bounds but you don’t consider that, but he goes back to the other
word “interfere”.  When you interfere he assumes that is what that paragraph is dealing with and
that would interference by someone outside the staff of this administration building.

Supervisor Porter said he agrees with you there, but when you look at a sentence that is so specific
you can’t even talk to the people that is inconsistent.

Supervisor West said that would never have crossed his mind.

Supervisor Porter said it wouldn’t have crossed his mind except that he had talked to several
people.

Supervisor West said he would go to Mr. Michael Johnson with any situation and it would not be
any chastisement or complaint from him but simply to say Mr. Michael Johnson 1 just talked to so
and so and such and such. When you went to that person you want to find out about the job, what
do you think, what can we do to be helpful, he said he doesn’t see that as interfering at all. He
sees that as being supportive.

Supervisor Porter said it is not how you see it. It is how everybody sees it. Right now when you
take that last sentence it says you can’t talk to anybody but Mr. Michael Johnson. He stated that
he would see Mr. Jon Mendenhall in the hall and say what do you think about this and then they
would have a few minutes and then he would tell Mr. Michael Johnson that he and Mr. Jon
Mendenhall had talked about this and this is what we are doing. He didn’t think that was an
unethical act, but by this sentence it violates this code of ethics.

Chairman Jones asked if they just wanted to delete this.
Supervisor Faison said he thought something needed to be there.

Supervisor Porter said maybe we could say something like we will not direct or get involved in
personal matters with the staff.

Supervisor Edwards said that members should not interfere directly with administrative functions
of the county or professional duties of the staff.
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Supervisor Porter said no, no. | think that is covered before that. He said he didn’t want to
micromanage his staff and that is not the Board’s job. He didn’t want to tell them directly what to
do. He just wants to be able to have a sounding board or be able to answer their questions if they
have a question that | can some expertise on.

Supervisor Edwards said he agreed.

Chairman Jones asked if they had any wording they would have to have on it. He asked if you
want to take this out or change it what would you like to have to replace it. Chairman Jones said
Supervisor Updike you brought it up so what would you like to have in place of it.

Supervisor Updike said he would like to have that last sentence taken out because he had violated
the rules too. He stated he had been to Mrs. Lynette Lowe’s office and asked for a budget. Under
this process you have he has been sanctioned because he went to her and asked her for a school
budget. By going to her and asking for the information he didn’t interfere with her, he just wanted
the information. He thought this type of management was complete control. He stated he wanted
an open type government where he can talk to the employees and they can talk to him. We want a
two way communication. If he was ever abusive to them, he wanted to be called on the carpet.

Supervisor Edwards said that last sentence could read “inquiries concerning staff problems shall
be made to the County Administrator or the appropriate department”. The whole intent he thought
was that they have no business getting into personal conflict with people in administration.

Supervisor Porter said or directing their activities.

Supervisor Faison said he thought the staff needed to feel some level of protection because this can
be interpreted in a lot of ways. The person coming with the question might unintentionally
threaten a person simply by approaching them so he thought something needed to be in there for
Mr. Michael Johnson to protect his staff. He is not saying anybody would deliberately come in
and do anything like that, but he is comfortable with Mr. Michael Johnson being the person that
things have to go through.

Mr. Michael Johnson said the idea is Biblical. A man can only serve one master. That is the
whole idea behind it. The example that Supervisor Updike just gave would be fine if you want to
go to a department head. In fact it says you can do that. It’s when you go below a department
head level directly that you run into problems.

Supervisor Edwards said that the last sentence says they can’t do that.

Mr. Michael Johnson no says it says it should be made through the County Administrator or the
appropriate department manager or director. There is nothing wrong with that.

Supervisor Phillips said his concern is for both members of the Board and the staff. If they just
have a suggestion they may not be able to make that suggestion through any other person or
maybe do not feel comfortable. His point is they are making this too narrow. He thinks the
language in the paragraph before that says “Members, therefore, shall not interfere with the
administrative functions of the County or the professional duties of county staff; nor shall they
impair the ability of staff to implement Board policy decisions”. He stated that is very specific.
When it goes to the point of saying inquires to staff, he didn’t know if an inquiry was simply
walking up to Jon and talking about the schedule of the next meeting or not. He is thinking if it
were not there, he thinks the staff and he would feel more comfortable. He doesn’t think this
sentence is the hinge of anything in particular other than causing a concern at this point.

Chairman Jones said give me some words to put in place of it.
Supervisor Phillips said make a motion.
Chairman Jones said we need to know what to put there. He said he had been here long enough he

had talked to just about every member on the staff in one way or another and he had never had
anybody say that he had been out of the way or anything.
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Supervisor Phillips asked if the intent of this sentence for them for a protocol to approach from the
top down.

Chairman Jones said he didn’t see it that way.

Supervisor Phillips asked if that was correct.

Mr. Michael Johnson said what the sentence says is if you have an inquiry you need to either go
through me or the appropriate department head with that inquiry rather than going straight to an
employee that has no supervisory responsibility.

Chairman Jones said that is all it says right there.

Supervisor West said he didn’t see any problem with it.

Chairman Jones said he didn’t either. He said he wasn’t going to anyone in here and tell them
what to do.

Supervisor Phillips said that is not what we are saying.

Supervisor Edwards said it says for an inquiry it doesn’t say assignments.

Supervisor Faison said he thought it was appropriate for it to go through Mr. Michael Johnson.
Chairman Jones said let’s do something with it.

Supervisor Updike made a motion that the last sentence of item number fourteen be struck from
the record.

Supervisor Phillips seconded the motion.
Chairman Jones asked if there was any more discussion before we went any further.
Supervisor Edwards asked on number fourteen.

Chairman Jones said yes and that is what we have been doing ever since we’ve been here so he
doesn’t see any problem with it the way it is.

Chairman Jones called for a vote. The vote carried with a 4 to 2 vote with Supervisors West and
Faison voting nay.

Supervisor Edwards said he had one other question concerning item number 18 on Enforcement
the second paragraph is extremely vague. If somebody knows he has chickens and somebody calls
you and tells you I’m selling eggs and chickens in my backyard without a license what are you
going to do. He asked what would be his rights as far as defending himself. He doesn’t see what
you call fearing practice here because you have got to be able to defend yourself against any
rumors or end you windows that are out there.

Chairman Jones asked which item he was referring to.

Supervisor Edwards said item number eighteen compliance and enforcement.

Supervisor Faison asked if it was the whole thing or a certain paragraph.

Chairman Jones asked which paragraph he was referring to.

Supervisor Edwards said if somebody accused you of something inappropriate he thinks it should
be outlined the method that it goes down and what rights you have to defend yourself. He asked

Mr. Richard Railey if that made sense.

Mr. Richard Railey said he hearing him say that you need to promulgate a hearing that guarantees
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you due process rights that sets out how the hearing is set, whether you have a court reporter, or
whether you have a right to counsel, and so forth and so on. You don’t have to be as elaborate as
he just put it but it makes sense. He said he will remind you that under this you are still taking
away rights when you talk about censoring somebody. You wouldn’t have the authority to kick
somebody from this Board. It doesn’t give you impeachment rights; it gives you rights to censor
somebody and that is basically for people to know they acted inappropriately. If you did
something really bad, you could remove somebody from office for malfeasance of office, but that
is not what this is about. Your policy is not about what goes on in the courts away from this
Board. He still thinks maybe some kind of aspirational language such as in making a
determination or to discipline somebody the Board shall protect the due process rights of those
charged or something of that nature and give them a fair opportunity to be heard so we don’t have
what we call a star chamber procedure.

Supervisor Edwards said the next to the last sentence in paragraph two says that appear to be in
violation of the code.

Chairman Jones said the way he looked at that before he brought something against you he was
going to get with his attorney before he said anything about what you had done or whatever it is to
see if what he thinks you have done is in violation.

Supervisor Edwards said the term fair hearing practices should be in there so that anybody accused
has the right to defend themselves and go through the due process of a fair hearing.

Supervisor Porter asked why don’t we have that sentence that you just said put in.

Mr. Richard Railey said that due process is guaranteed by the constitution.

Supervisor Edwards made a motion to add that to the second paragraph of item number 18.

Mr. Michael Johnson asked if Supervisor Porter could repeat that.

Supervisor Porter said he didn’t know if he could.

Chairman Jones called on Mr. Richard Railey.

Mr. Richard Railey stated “In enforcing the provisions of the code of ethics the Board shall take
reasonable steps to assure a fair hearing guided by the principals of due process that is guaranteed
by the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Virginia and the 14™ Amendment of the Constitution
of the United States.”

Supervisor Porter said he understood that.

Chairman Jones asked if there was anything else.

Supervisor Updike seconded the motion to add the sentence that Mr. Richard Railey stated to
number eighteen in the Code of Ethics. The motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Jones asked with those changes were they ready to vote on the Code of Ethics.

Supervisor Porter made a motion to adopt the Code of Ethics with the changes that were made
tonight.

Supervisor Edwards seconded the motion which carried unanimously.
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SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
CODE OF ETHICS

Preamble

The citizens and businesses of Southampton County, Virginia, are entitled to fair, ethical,
and accountable local government, which serves as a model for integrity. Effective
democratic government requires that public officials, both elected and appointed, comply
with both the letter and spirit of the laws and policies affecting them; that public officials
be independent, impartial and fair in their judgment and actions; that public office be used
for the public good, not for personal gain; and that public deliberations and processes be
conducted openly, unless legally confidential, in an atmosphere of mutual respect and
civility.

To this end, the Southampton County Board of Supervisors has adopted this Code of Ethics
for members of the Board and of the County's boards, commissions, and committees, to
assure public confidence in the integrity of local government and its effective and fair
operation.

1. Act in the Public Interest
Recognizing that stewardship of the public interest must be their primary concern,
members will work for the common good of the people of Southampton County
and not for any private or personal interest, and they will assure fair and equitable
treatment of all persons, claims, and transactions coming before the Southampton
County Board of Supervisors, or its appointed boards, commissions, and
committees.

2. Comply with the Law
Members shall comply with the laws of the United States, the Commonwealth of
Virginia, and Southampton County in the performance of their public duties. These
laws include, but are not limited to: the United States and Virginia constitutions;
the Code of Virginia; the Code of the County of Southampton; laws pertaining to
conflicts of interest, election campaigns, financial disclosures, employer
responsibilities, and open processes of government; and unmodified county
ordinances and policies.

3. Conduct of Members
The professional and personal conduct of members must be above reproach and
avoid even the appearance of impropriety. Members shall refrain from abusive
conduct, personal charges or verbal attacks upon the character or motives of other
members of the Board of Supervisors, its appointed boards, commissions, and
committees, the staff or public.

4. Respect for Process
Members shall perform their duties in accordance with the processes and rules
of order established by the Board of Supervisors and its boards, committees, and
commissions governing the deliberation of public policy issues, meaningful
involvement of the public, and implementation of policy decisions of the Board
of Supervisors by county staff.

5. Conduct of Public Meetings
Members shall fully prepare themselves for public issues; listen courteously and
attentively to all public discussions before the body; and focus on the business at
hand. They shall refrain from interrupting other speakers; making personal
comments not germane to the business of the body; or otherwise interfering with
the orderly conduct of meetings.

6. Decisions Based on Merit
Members shall base their decisions on the merits and substance of the matter at
hand, rather than on unrelated considerations.
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Communication

Members shall publicly share substantive information that is relevant to a matter
under consideration by the Board of Supervisors or its boards, committees, and
commissions, which they may have received from sources outside of the public
decision-making process.

Conflict of Interest

In order to assure their independence and impartiality on behalf of the common
good, members shall not use their official positions to influence government
decisions in which they have a material financial interest and shall disclose any
substantial organizational responsibility or personal or business relationship to
the parties in any matter coming before them. This paragraph is not intended to
unduly restrict members who have minor business or professional dealings with
clients whose matters come before them.

In accordance with the law, members shall disclose investments, interests in real
property, sources of income, and gifts; and they shall abstain from participating
in deliberations and decision-making where conflicts may exist.

Gifts and Favors

A member should never accept for himself/herself or for family members,
favors or benefits under circumstances which might be construed by reasonable
persons as influencing the performance of governmental duties.

Confidential Information

Members shall respect the confidentiality of information concerning the
property, personnel, or affairs of the County. They shall neither disclose
confidential information without proper legal authorization, nor use such
information to advance their personal, financial, or other private interests.

Use of Public Resources
Members shall not use public resources that are not available to the public in
general, such as county staff time, equipment, supplies or facilities, for private
gain or personal purposes.

Representation of Private Interests

In keeping with their role as stewards of the public interest, members of the
Board shall not appear on behalf of the private interests of third parties before
the Board of Supervisors or any board, committee, commission, or proceeding
of the County, nor shall members of boards, committees, or commissions appear
before their own bodies or before the Board of Supervisors on behalf of the
private interests of third parties on matters related to the areas of service of their
bodies.

Advocacy

Members shall represent the official policies or positions of the Board of
Supervisors, boards, commissions, or committees to the best of their ability
when designated as delegates for this purpose. When representing their
individual opinions and positions, members shall explicitly state they do not
represent their body or Southampton County, nor will they allow the inference
that they do.

Policy Role of Members

The Board of Supervisors determines the policies of the County with the advice,
information, and analysis provided by the public, boards, commissions, and
committees, and county staff. The Board of Supervisors delegates authority for
the administration of the County to the County Administrator.
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Members, therefore, shall not interfere with the administrative functions of the
County or the professional duties of county staff; nor shall they impair the
ability of staff to implement Board policy decisions.

Independence of Board and Commissions

Because of the value of the independent advice of boards, committees, and
commissions to the public decision-making process, members of the Board of
Supervisors shall refrain from using their positions to unduly influence the
deliberations or outcomes of board, committee, or commission proceedings.

Positive Work Place Environment

Members shall support the maintenance of a positive and constructive
workplace environment for county employees and for citizens and businesses
dealing with the County. Members shall recognize their special role in dealings
with county employees and in no way create the perception of inappropriate
direction to staff.

Implementation

As an expression of the standards of conduct for members expected by the
county, the Southampton County Code of Ethics is intended to be self-
enforcing. It therefore becomes most effective when members are thoroughly
familiar with and embrace its provisions.

For this reason, these ethical standards shall be included in the regular
orientations for candidates for the Board of Supervisors, applicants to boards,
committees, commissions, and newly elected and appointed officials. Members
entering office shall sign a statement affirming they have read and understood
the Southampton County Code of Ethics. In addition, the Board of Supervisors,
boards, committees, and commissions, shall annually review the Code of Ethics
and the Board of Supervisors shall consider recommendations from boards,
committees, and commissions to update it as necessary.

Compliance and Enforcement

The Southampton County Code of Ethics expresses standards of ethical conduct
expected of members of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, and its
boards, committees, and commissions. Members themselves have the primary
responsibility to assure that ethical standards are understood and met, and that
the public can continue to have full confidence in the integrity of government.

The chairs of boards, committees, and commissions and the Chairman of the
Board of Supervisors have the additional responsibility to intervene when
actions of members that appear to be in violation of the Code of Ethics are
brought to their attention.

The Board of Supervisors may impose sanctions on members whose conduct
does not comply with the County's ethical standards, such as public or private
reprimand, formal censure, or loss of seniority or committee assignment. Where
allowed by law, the Board of Supervisors also may remove members of Board-
appointed boards, committees, and commissions from office.

In enforcing the provisions of this code of ethics, the Board shall take
reasonable steps to assure a fair hearing guided by the principles of due process
that is guaranteed by the Constitution of Virginia and the 14" amendment of the
Constitution of the United States.

A violation of this Code of Ethics shall not be considered a basis for challenging
the validity of a Board of Supervisors, board, committee, or commission
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decision.

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS,
AND ITS BOARD, COMMITTEE, AND COMMISSION APPOINTEES
MEMBER STATEMENT

As a member of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, or of a Southampton County
board, committee, or commission, | agree to uphold the Code of Ethics for elected and
appointed officials adopted by the County and conduct myself by the following standards. |
will:

e Recognize the worth of individual members and appreciate their individual talents,
perspectives, and contributions;

e Help create an atmosphere of respect and civility where individual members,
County staff, and the public are free to express their ideas and work to their full
potential;

e Conduct my personal and public affairs with honesty, integrity, fairness, and respect
for others;

e Respect the dignity and privacy of individuals and organizations;

o Keep the common good as my highest purpose and focus on achieving constructive
solutions for the public benefit;

e Avoid and discourage conduct which is divisive or harmful to the best interests of
Southampton County;

e Treat all people with whom I interact in the manner | wish to be treated.

| affirm that | have read and understand the Southampton County Code of Ethics.

Signature:

Date:

Name (printed):

Office or Position:

Chairman Jones stated they would move to item ten — 2012 Plastic Pesticide Container Recycling
Program.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that you have a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement for the 2012
Plastic Pesticide Container Recycling Program. Under the terms of the agreement, VDACS
provides reimbursement up to $1,875 to Southampton County for expenses associated with the
program.

VDACS provides jet-rinse nozzles and granulation equipment which is operated with assistance by
our Extension Agent and volunteers.

Southampton County pays for the program expenses and costs and is then subsequently
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reimbursed by VDACS.

Two enclosed truck trailers are positioned behind the Extension Office for collection of containers.
Chris Drake will inspect them to assure that they’ve been properly rinsed prior to granulation. He
said he was assuming Mr. Chris Drake or Mr. Neil Clark would inspect them.

Mr. Chris Drake verified that they would be inspected to make sure they have been rinsed.

A motion is required authorizing the County Administrator to execute the attached Memorandum
of Agreement.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any questions on this memorandum review. If not he needed a
motion to pass it.

Supervisor West made a motion to authorize the County Administrator to execute the 2012 Plastic
Pesticide Container Recycling Program Agreement.

Supervisor Phillips seconded the motion which was carried unanimously.
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MEMOEA NDTIN

T Chris Drake, Extension Agenl
Southampton Courly

FROM.: leffrey Fogers, Environmeental Program FPlanner
Office of Pesucide Sarvices

SUBJELCTT 2012 Plastic Pesncide Container Recyeling Program — MOA

Adtached is the Mamorandum of Agreement (MOAD tor the 2012 Plastic Pesticide Container
Recyeling Program, The MOA derails the responsihilities of your Incality and the Mirginiz
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (Y DACS),

Please review and forwarcd o vour County Admngtrator/ Cliy Manager (07 other authorized
official) requesting thair signetures oy execution of the MOA . Please return the signed MOA (0
me for execution oy VCE and VDACS, Upon Depamment execution, = oopy of the MO will
be returned For vour files

If wou have any questions. please do net hesitete to contact me ar B04-371-6501 or at

pelirey pumer s i@ vl nos viveini, goy

Thunk wou,

Attachment

=Equal Opporimeity Emplayver- 10-2
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REAMORANDUM OF AGHREENENT

pifod R ol
YVIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND CONSUMER SERVICIS
end

SOUTHAMPTOMN COLNTY
FURPOSE:
This Agreement sstahlishes the roles and responsibilities of the Virginia Department of
Aagriculture and Corsumer Services (VIDACE) and Southempton County in conducting the 2012
Flast:c Pesticlde Container Recveling Frogram, The Virginia Plastic Pesticide Cantainer

Recycling Program assists agricultural producers, pesticide dealers and pest control firms 1o
recyvale properly rinsed plastic pesticide containers.

PROJECT PERICD: January |, 2002 through Decsmber 51, 2012

¥DACSE RESTONSIBILITIES:

I Administer the statewide Program. VIDACS shall sdminister and provide oversight of
the statewide Program by

extablishing guidelines for statewide Program;

l.
L ppproving locil povernment programs:
3 seieduling the granulation of cuntainers; and,
4, mapitoring cach local program to ensure their adbersnce Lo astablished
guideiines,
2 Reimburse Sonthampton County up to the amoont of 5 1,875 1o support Ue costs of

e Progeum, V2ACS shall reimburse Southamplon County for getosl local program
expenses for the administration of the 2002 Plestic Pesticide Contniner Recveling
Program incurved during the project peried (January | — December 31, 20120 up o
$1.575. All expenses must be directly related to the Plastic Pesticide Container
Reeveling Program and may include! construction, rental, and material costs related to
the estanlishment of 2 cellecton site; salaries, wages, and Iringe benelits for containg
inspection and administration of the Program; ravel sxpenses, safety equipment
nurchases, incentives and training meterials reloted Lo the Pragram, Reimbursement shall
be made upon receipt nf an gotivity report and expense reimbursement request, including
receipls, for the project period (fenoury | - December 31, 200 2)

kL Provide educational materials for use by Southampton County for distribution to
participants. VDACS shall provide, upon request, educalional metenials (slide series,
videotapes, pamphlets, ete.) which ilustrate the proper procedures for rinsing pesticide
containers, pesticide container inspecticn checklists, wellhead proteetion and the overal!
recveling propram. VERACS shell elso assist Southamplon County in educating
participans in the recycling program, upon request

10-3



March 26, 2012

Provide training for pesticide container inspectors. VAU shall, upan request, e
Solthamplon County pesticide container inspeators o properly ihspedt pesticide
conwiners [or cleanlinegss and educale participants it proper rinsing procedures. Al
pesticide container inspectors must complete this weining.

Provide jet-rinse nozzles as requested, VIACES shall provide, upon cequest, e limited
supply of jet-rinse nezzles to Scuthampton County 1o assist in peometing the recyeling
progra, upen cegusst. The et-rinse nogzles shall be distributed 1o agriculiural
producers, pesticide dealers and pest contral Tirms who apree 1o recvele their plastic
pesticide containers, wtif supplies ran out.

Coordinate the scheduling for the pranolation of pesticide containers, VIACS shall
conrdingte the scheduling for the granulation of peaticide cantainers at Southampion
County collestion site. 11 is anticipated that 1-2 visis will be made during the 2012
Program to granulate the callected containers,

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY RESPONSTBILITTES:

|8

Drevelop plan to administer the Reeyeling Program. Southampion County shall
develop a writlen plan for implementing and administering the Mlastic Peslicids
Comuiner Recveling Program For their locelity end submit the plen o YDACS for
concumrence. The writlen plen must eddress the [ullowing lopics:

l. locatinn of collection siteds);

2. eollzction site(z) hours of apzratinn;

3. method for storing accepted containers;

4, pesticide comtainer inspection personnel; and,
i nandling containers rejceted by pranulacor,

Administer (he Plastic Pesticide Container Recveling Program in Sonthampton
County. Southempten County shell adminisier the local Progeam by

I establishment of o secure, coversd recvcling site;
8 employment and supeovision of contdqmer ingoeciongl;
L remaval of all plastic pesticide sleeves or abels priar to placement
in the recycling stocags Gcility,
i, inspection of all plastic pestivide containgrs o
gssure cleanliness o wocurdunce with established
guidelines,
5 assisting the reeveling contractor during the processing und granulation of

the conlainers; wnd,

& submizsion of an gclivily reporl and expense reimbursement cequest,
including receipts, for the project pericd (Janoary | - December 31, 20120
o WEACK by danuary 31, 2015
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1 Execute documentation fransferring container ownership to granulator
Southampron County shall exccute and sign the documentarion tra nafarTing ownership of
the containess 1o the reeveling confractan

4 Fducate agricultural produccrs aboutl proper pesticide container rinsing proeedures

and the Reeycling Program, Southemplon County, through irginia Polviechnie
Inastitute and State University theopgh itz Yirgina Cooperative Extension {YCE), shall
promuote the vidue ol cecyveling plastic pesticide containers to the agricullurel community
YCE shall educate agricultural producers ahoul proper pesticids container rinsing
procedures and the Recyeling Peogeam theeugh the distribution of educgtional materials
and prezentations at growers' maetings,

5. Diestribude jet-rinse nozzles to participating agriculmeal producers. To promote the
recyeling program end enceurepe participation, Southampton County, tbrough VCE, shall
distribuge YTYACS-supplied jet-ringe nuceles W apoculiaral producers, pestcide dealers
and pest control fims agreeing to participate in the Program,

Thiz Memorandum of Agreement has been reviewed and is recommended for approval:

b R e i -
HE Ay A Tl y
Liza 1. Fieeson Fdwin | Jones, Ph.0.
Frogram hanager [Yircator
Wirgmia Deparment of Agriculiurs Yirginia Cooporative kxtenzien

and Consumer Sarvices

|5 March 2012

DATE DATE
Approes by
Michasl W, JTohnsen Wlalthew 1. Labr
Crunty Administrator Carmmissioner
Southampron County Wirmima Depariment ol Agriculiure

and Consumer Services

DATE DATE
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Chairman Jones states the next item of business was number eleven — Future Solid Waste Options.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that he gave a presentation to the Planning Commission earlier this
month as it relates to our future solid waste options. Vice-Chairman Edwards, who is the Board
liaison on the Planning Commission, asked me to repeat the presentation for the Board of
Supervisors so that everyone is aware of our options. He stated that he thought before we start
talking about the future it was important we know a little about how we got to where we are. He



gave the following presentation:

=

Januany 1

The Future of Solid Waste

Presented to the Southampiton Count
March &, 2012

A Little History

—the I_.uun|:|l-. of the Cities of Chesapeake,

ortsmouth, Suffolk and Virginia
:h and the Co of Wight and ¢ uuthamptun .aqr eed to
fn:urm a water authority paorated — its purpos
develop a supply of potable water for the long rang 0
Southeastern Virginia — named “The Southeastern WV aterﬁ.uﬂ‘u:nrit‘_-,:‘
of Virginmia®

elopment of a regional garbage and trash collection
m — name changed to t outheastern Public
y of Virginia,” or SPSA, for short

f incorporation again amended — dropped

jelopment of a w upply fram its purpose and focused
sively on solid waste

March 26, 2012
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History Continued

August 24, 1 — Southampton County signs a

with SPSA agreeing to
deliver 95% of all solid waste generated within the
county tothe Franklin, Boykins or lvor Transfer Stations
for a term ending 30 years from the start-up date of the
RDF processing plant in Portsmouth and pay the tipping
fees perton established by the Authority. Current
agreement expires January 24, 2018

April . 2000 — General Assembly adopts legislation
giving SPSA perpetual existence but allowing members
to withdraw under cerfain circumstances

Two Hats

» Member » Customer
« Until we withdraw or « Unftil January 24, 2018
the Authority dissolves
itself
May withdraw by filing
notice with the SCC,
BUT still obligated to
the terms of the Use
and Support
Agreement
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VERLESLL A4 TS 00 LSS VA

§ 2. That any lacality which
is a member af te
Southeastern Public Service
Authority of Virginia may
withdraw therefrom, whether
or Hot there are any
outstanding bonds of the
Southeastern Public Service
Authority of Vrginia;
provided, however, that all
wriften obligafions fo the
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Future Options

= Continue with SPSA and sign a new agreement with
ferms to be negotiated
« Advantages - all debt will b
regional landfll, eco [
and transportation
» Partner with neighbors in Isle of Wight and Franklin and
cooperatively procure disposal and transportation
SENVIiCes

Services
» Advantages - full contral, low risk

— 000 Waste Facilities and Information
2 Hampton Roads Region

W e o
—_—




Solid Waste Convenience Sites

Southampton County
FY 2012

Solid Waste Collection $ 715,488
Solid Waste Disposal 1,274,300

$ 1,989,788

Collection —property leases for convenience sites, site operation costs,
part-time site attendants, full-time publicworks employees, operation of
refusetrucks

Disposal —Tipping fees to SP3A, which cove nsportation and
di al atthe Regional Landfill), tipping fees to Waste Management
(5% of our waste is diverted), and recycling program

Tipping Fees Per Ton

$40

5
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 211 2012

11-12
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Annual Volume of Solid Waste
(Tons)

Next Steps

= Continue participation in SPSA and keep that option
open

- Confinue dialogue with Isle of Wight and Franklin and
refine costs of regional collaboration

= By 2016, negotiate purchase of the Franklin Transfer
Station or identify site and funding for new Transfer
Station

» FY 2017 —include funding for acquisition or construction
of Transfer Stafion

= January 2017 —issue Request for Proposals for
fransportation and disposal services

Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any questions on Mr. Michael Johnson’s presentation.

Supervisor Phillips asked if there were any other options available with SPSA as a buy out where
we could get out of our current agreement.

Mr. Michael Johnson said no.
Supervisor Phillips said because of the language of the agreement.
Mr. Michael Johnson said yes you are locked in until January 24, 2018.

Supervisor Phillips asked the value of the transfer station just to get a sense of what we are facing
if we have to build one.

Mr. Michael Johnsons stated somewhere between a half and three quarters of a million dollars. It
is not a huge ticket item, but it is substantial.
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Chairman Jones asked if there were any other questions.
Mr. Richard Railey said that Chesapeake tried to get out of their SPSA agreement, but couldn’t.
Mr. Michael Johnson said that they spent a million dollars along the way in legal fees.

Supervisor West said but we have been asked by SPSA to provide intent prior to that time period
of January 24, 2018.

Mr. Michael Johnson said SPSA obviously needs to begin to make its plans. They want to know
what they will be asked to do after 2018. He asked whose waste they will be asked to manage.
Until they can get their arms around which communities are most likely going to stay and which
ones are going to leave, they have got to have an answer from the communities. Now they had
rather have that answer sooner rather than later. They would like it today, but he doesn’t know
that any community is ready to make that decision. They have asked by 2015 at the latest that
everybody declare their intent. There is no statutory requirement. You can ride that option as long
as you want to ride it. At some point they may begin to make preparations to move ahead without
you if you fail to tell them you are in.

Supervisor Edwards said that question would be governed by how much we are paying whether
we are getting a good deal or not most likely.

Supervisor West said we can remain a member of SPSA after 2018 and not as a customer.

Mr. Michael Johnson said that is correct. You are a member until either you withdraw by giving
notice or until it dissolves.

Supervisor West said currently we have you and one other member from Southampton county as
the two voting voices for Southampton of which there are sixteen, but the potential for the new
SPSA would be proportional amount of trash which may mean eight for Virginia Beach and one
for Southampton.

Mr. Michael Johnson said as long as SPSA remains the amendment of that would have to be
approved by unanimous vote. He stated that what he thought would happen in all practically,
Supervisor West, is that SPSA will be dissolved in 2018 and some new authority formed with
whatever members decide to participate. That way they will not have members sitting at the table
that are not customers.

Supervisor Faison said in 2018 it is up to Southampton County whether or not it belongs. It is not
up to SPSA.

Mr. Michael Johnson said that is correct.

Chairman Jones said we are obligated from now until 2018. We can get out, but you are still
going to have to do what you are doing already. We are stuck.

Supervisor Updike stated that Mr. Douglas Chesson had done an outstanding job for the county
but I understand he has moved to Isle of Wight. He asked if that means we have only one voting
delegate since he has moved to Isle of Wight.

Mr. Michael Johnson said that he presents Southampton as the Governor’s appointee.

Supervisor Updike said Mr. Michael Johnson was the only one that resides in Southampton
County; Mr. Douglas Chesson resides in Isle of Wight so that means we only have one vote.

Mr. Michael Johnson said keep in mind that Mr. Douglas Chesson is appointed by the Governor.
The gubernatorial appointment is a four year appointment. It is not a requirement that
gubernatorial appointments have a residency requirement. It requires this Board nominate three
individuals of which Mr. Douglas Chesson was the one that was chosen, but it is not a residency
requirement. The appointment is not locality specific.
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Supervisor West said but he has done and is very active and knowledgeable of what is going on
and he does live in Isle of Wight or wherever and that being said he still has our interest at heart
and he had a full paying job. He asked Mr. Michael Johnson to address that.

Mr. Michael Johnson said he works for the City of Newport News Department of Public Works.

Supervisor West said he knows the ins and outs of these types of things and he thinks he has our
best interest at heart.

Chairman Jones thanked Supervisor West.

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business was item number twelve — Consideration of Grant
Opportunity for the Drewryville Waterworks.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated we are seeking your consideration in applying for a federal pass-
through grant administered by the Virginia department of Health to assist with improvements to
the Drewryville community water system. The grant is for a maximum of $150,000 and is
structured as a forgivable loan with no local match requirements.

The Drewryville system was constructed in 1972 and subsequently acquired by Southampton
County in 1986. It consists of one 8-inch diameter well drilled to a depth of approximately 240
feet with a 120 gpm submersible pump. The well discharges into a 2,060 pressurized hydro-
pneumatic tank which flows into a distribution system consisting of 6, 4, and 2-inch waterlines.
There are also eleven 2-inch blow-off hydrants on the system. It currently has 74 residential
connections.

In 2006, we purchased a used 20,000 gallon ground storage tank form Christian & Pugh when it
was taken out of service from a Suffolk subdivision. The tank has since been stored on site in
Drewryville but never place in service due to lack of funding. In addition, in 2009, we received a
$25,000 grant from VDH to install a second well for redundancy, which was drilled in August
2010, but never placed in service due to lack of funding.

We intend to pursue this funding to:

1. Complete a preliminary engineering report to assess current regulatory requirements and
status of the system as it exists today, and then develop specific recommendations for
improvements;

2. Develop plans and specifications to place the 2010 water well into service;

3. Develop plans and specifications to place the ground storage tank into service;

4. Install all necessary pumps, piping and controls to accomplish items 2 and 3 above.

Funding applications are due April 2. Please find a resolution attached for your consideration that
will authorize us to pursue this opportunity.

A motion is required to adopt the attached resolution.

Chairman Jones said he hoped everyone read the resolution. We are trying to get the funds
without it costing us anything else.

Supervisor Faison made a motion that we adopt this resolution.

Supervisor Phillips seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
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SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY
VIRGINIA

Phore (7571 BE52-301%
Faw (757 ES3-0227

Soainampnn Courty
2E02E agminisiraticn Danber Cews
PO Bax 400, Courtand, W 23837

S ERACHE AT
T ke, Michazl W, Jahnsen, County Administirator
FLROA ff&{ Nemdenhall, Assistant County Administrato
SUBIECT: Drowryville PWS Praposed Tlperades
DATE: 3072
EMCL: Supparting Resclution, Sclicitaticn Cover Page
[ TFil=

Southampton Counly working in partnecship with the Virginia Departinent of Health
(WDIH} has identifisd a Mnding eppomunity to assist in upgrading the Dreamyadllz Public
Water Supply system. A summary of the unding opportunity is outlined below:

WDH Financial and Construction Assistance Procmms (TTCAP)

This funding epporlunily is a pass-then federal grant administered by the Cenunonwealth
of Wirginia’s Department of Health, Southampton Coumnly proposes Lo spply for the
funding cpportumity under the F150,000.00 thresheld to assist with public utilicy
improvanments 1o the Drewryville Public Water Supply including: erection of & ground
mounted storage tank and appurtenances thersto, Tinancing for this fonding oppostunity
s structured as a forgiveble loan as cutlined in the Solicimtion Cover Page,

While this funding opportenily is competitive, the County has been in conversations with
thie local VDI office and beliewas that given the resilisney issues the need to upgrade the
Direwryville PWS would make an application for funding rather competitive. Tt has been
o pleasurs working with our Departrment of Pablic Utilities and the Virginia Departie::
ef Tealth and [ look forward to secing our partnerships and our funding applications
contitmiing to be fruitful o the Toturs.

Eigd
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A RESOLUTION
AUTHORIZING AND CERTIFIYING A CDBG APPLICATION

WHEREASR, various Stale and Federal sgencizs provide (unds for loca] governments to
mesl public health needs through the provision of safe drinking water; and

WHEREAS, the Virginia Department of Health provides Tor and admimisiers such funds
for the Commoenwealth of Virginiz i a orogram known as the Financial and Construction
Azgiatancs Programs (FOARY; and

WHEREAS, the Financial and Construction Assistance Programs (FOAP) has funds
available Lo public water systems to make necessary provisiens for safe drinking water,
and

WHERTEAS, the Drewryville Public Water Supply 12 a small mral public water supply
syvatanm; and

WHEREAS, the Dresmaville Public Water Supply could he enhanced, improved, and
otherwise made more resilient for the benelit of the water supply customers; and

WHEREAS, the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, working in partnership with
(he Commaonwsalth of Virginia, finding it necessary and propar to do ao, further intends
1o develop the partnerships alrsady fruitfully established by continuing in like fashion,

WOW, THERETORE, BE IT RESOLVEDR BY THE SOQUTHAMPTON COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

That, Southamptan County will substantially comply with all Federal, State, and local
laws, regulations, and ordinancs pertaining o e project and o Federal and State
funding oppormnities pertaining thercto,

That, the County Administrator or his authorized representative is hercby authorized to
develop, execute and file an application on behalf of Southampton Ceunty to appropriate
Federal and State agencics to seoure fiunds for improvements w the Drewreyville Public
Water Supply.
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directed Wy Turnish such information as the appropriate BovelmimeTil LEencies ay requcsl
in connection o the Drewsyvills Public Water Supply: @ make assurance  and
cartificationms 1 the same, and Lo scesute such other documents as may be noecsssary and
ApprUpriae o further the applicadan for Financial and Construclion Assistance Programs
[FILZAP) funding.

Adapted this 26t day of hMarch, 2012,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Trallas ). Jonss, o haitman

ATTEST:

Miaichael "W Johnson, Clerk

Chairman Jones stated the next item of business is legal matters.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that for your consideration, please find three resolutions prepared by
Mr. Railey which assert liens on ten (10) parcels of property which have been the subject of
enforcement actions by the Department of Community Development for violations of Sections 10-
6 (Non-Compliant Buildings or Structures) and 10-48 of the Southampton County Code (Weeds,
Grass and Unhealthy Growth).

Whereas, after due notice, the owners failed to respond, Southampton County contracted to have
the work performed, the cost of which is now chargeable to the owners of the property.

Included are:

RESOLUTION 1 - NONCOMPLIANT BUILDINGS

Location Demolition Legal Total Lien
23172 Thomaston Road $ 5,450.00 $311.54 $ 5,761.54
23214 Thomaston Road 7,550.00 311.54 7,861.54
23226 Thomaston Road 7,520.00 311.54 7,831.54
$ 21,454.62

RESOLUTION 2 - NONCOMPLIANT BUILDING

Location Demolition Legal Total Lien
23240 Thomaston Road $ 7,850.00 $115.54 $ 7,965.54
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RESOLUTION 3 — GRASS CUTTING

Location Grass Cutting Legal Total lien
3182 Bell Road $ 200.00 $ 60.54 $ 260.54
29266 Delaware Road 75.00 60.54 135.54
27037 Flaggy Run Road 200.00 60.54 260.54
Lot 38K — Appleton Road 150.00 60.54 210.54
21469 Barrow Road 172.50 60.54 233.04
3117 Meherrin Road 50.00 60.54 110.54
$ 1,210.74

Separate motions are required to adopt each of the three (3) attached resolutions.
Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any questions on any of these items.

Mr. Richard Railey stated that these fees included postage and the cost of advertising in the
Tidewater News.

Chairman Jones asked if he had a motion on resolution number one.

Supervisor Porter made a motion to adopt resolution 1 — noncompliant buildings.
Supervisor Faison seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
Chairman Jones asked if he had a motion on resolution number two.

Supervisor Phillips made a motion to adopt resolution 2 — noncompliant building.
Supervisor Faison seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
Chairman Jones asked if he had a motion to adopt resolution number three.

Supervisor Updike said before we go any further he would like to make a comment. With the
economic conditions of the county he does not think we need to go in this direction any more. We
cannot afford the demolition of houses that we know we are not going to get a red cent out of.
These houses that were torn down you won’t be able to sell; they are wet and won’t perk. You
won’t get $500.00 for them. With legal fees and everything else we just can’t afford to do these
enforcements any more — at least for the next few years until economic conditions change. Since
these have already been done, he stated he moved that we adopt resolution number three.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone else had any comments about the cutting of the grass. If your
house of lot is next to these properties you will have deal with this.

Supervisor West said there is a lot of difference between $8,000.00 and $120.00. It is one thing to
say $8,000.00 to take it down and $300.00 and some change for legal fees. This is a lot of
difference between say $120.00 for grass mowing, but if you live next door it is not a pleasant
sight. It produces rats and this and that and everything else. Notices have been tried and
everything else. He sees that the people that primarily have the grass problem they don’t live on
the property they live away. He said you have to look at each situation individually. The $28,000
spent down the Newsoms way was a big bite. It really was, but when you are living next to
someone who doesn’t care you need to have some avenue or resource that will be able to force
them to do something. This will get their attention. How much do you want to pay for $120.00 is
what it says - $60.00 legal and whatever. He thinks it will get the attention of most people or they
will sell the property.

Supervisor Faison said he thought they needed to do this without it putting any obligation on them
in the future.

Supervisor West said yes and your point is well made and Supervisor Updike is concerned about
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the initial large amount but the point is to look at each one in the future.
Chairman Jones said he needed a motion for resolution number three.
Supervisor Updike said he made it.

Supervisor West seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

RAILEY AND RAILEY, I.C,
ATTORMETS ASL CUUHSTLLORE AT LAt

ar i i e 23E37 Main Sereet
ExHaRD B B ey, In ) WL i Fcply 1a: 2425 i
B, Euwann RaiLzy, LUl ey MAR - 7 04 o I*.El. Box 41
Hiczasn B RaiLly 19222004 RECENWELU Corland, VA 1137
(130 na-ads
Tox: (7571 A52-0050

10237 Creneral Maboie Higvsay

March 1. MHZ I, Bex 0

WikeReli, VA 2AHEE

[T37] RAB.2145

Fasct [757] 8062140

W, Michael W, Tohrson, Adminlstrator Bzl gofwordidiraileveandneler 2o
Southampton County

PFost Oice Bow 400

Courtland, ¥4 23837
fe:  Resolution as to Crestion uf Liens Scouring the Costs and Expenscs Incurred in
Removing, Repaining or Securing Mon-complizn Buildings in Accordance with
te Provisions aof Sec. 10-6 of the Soothampton County Code
Dear Mike:
| am enclosing herewith a proposed Reselution for adoption  at the March 26, 2012
meeting ol the Scuthampton County Board of Supervisors,  Please let me have your questons

and cormmiments.

With kind persomal regurds, | am

-u.L‘-J
Enclosure

per He. Beth lewls

13-3



March 26, 2012

RESQLUTION A5 TO THE CREATION OF LIERNS 3SECURING THE CORTS AMND
SHPENSES INCURRED IN REMOVING, REPAIRING OR SECURING NON-COMPLIANT
BUTLDINGS, TN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF 8EC, 10-6 OF THE
SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE

WHEREAS, Sec. 10-6. Bulldings, other structures; removal, repair, ete., provides in
prertinent parl, as follews:

[&) The tawners of property in Southamplon County, Yireinis shall at
such time or times as the Board of Supervisers, through ils ugents or emplovees,
may prescribe. remove, repair, or secure any building, wall orany other structure
that might endanger the public health or satery of the other residents of
Suuthampton Couwnty, Virginia,

{(b)  Southampton County, through its agents or emplovees, may secure
any building. wall or other structure that might endanper the public health or
sufely of other residents of Southampton County, Vicainia, i the owner oodfor
lien holder ol such properly, aller reasonoble notos and 2 reasonable time o do
g, has failad w remerve, repairor secure the buildimges, walls or afher strucmre,

and
WHEREAS, szid Sec. 10-6 further provides, in perlinent parl

For the purposes ol this section, reasonable notice includes & written
notice (i} mailed by certified or registered mail, return ceceipl requesled, sent to
the last known address of the property owner, and (i} published chce a week fur
Lwa (2] suliessive weeks inog newspaper having general circulation in the
ocality: and

WHETREAS, suid Sec. [0-6 further provides, in pertinent part

) [n the cvent Soathamoron County Virginia, throgoh 18 agents or
employess, removes, repairs or secuares goy building, wall or any other structure
after complving with the notice provisiens of this section, the costs or expenses
thereof shall be chargeable to and paid by the owners of such property and mav bs
willeted by Southampton County, Yirgima as ey are eollecied; and

{d} Every charpe authorized by this section with which any such
property has been sssessed and that ronzains unpaid shall constitute a lisn apainst
sueh property ranking on a parily with lens [or unpad real property taxes aond
enforceable in the same manner as peovided in Ardicles Three (§5K.1-3940 el
aocg. ) and Four (5 58 1-3905 ¢t scq.) of Chaptor 3% of Uide 58.1 of the 19350 Code
ol ¥Wirginin, as amended; and
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WHEREAS, Southampton County, Virginie, through itg apenls or emplevess, has
provided reasenable notice to the below listed landewners in Schedule "A" allached berelo and
made a part hereof, in accordance with the provisions of Sec. 10-8; and

WHEREAS, in removing seid struclurss afler complying with the netice provisions of
said Sce. 10-6, Southamplin County has incurred cests andfor cxpenses chargeable o and o be
puid by the cowners of such property. and collecled by Southampton County as taxes are
collected; and

WHERLEAS, in accordance wilh §13.2-104 of the 1950 Code of Vieginia, as amended,
such llens securing the costs and expenses of such demelition shall not bind or affoct s
azhsequent bona ficde purchase of the real estate for valuable consideration without actual notice
of the lien unless, at the tme of the transfer of record of the real estale to the purchaser, o
statemient confaining the name of the record holder of the real estale 1n the amount of such
unpaid cherpes is enfered in (he Judgment Lien Book in the Clerk's Office whene dewds are
recorded ar 35 cormained o the records maintwined by the Treasurer for real estate Liens, pursuant
to $38.1-3930 of said Code; and

WHEREAS, in aecordance with $13.2-104 of the 1930 Code of Virginin, as amended,
is necessary that a statemend containing the name of the record owner ol the real estate and the
ament of such unpaid charpes be entered in the Tudgment Lien Book in the Clerk's Office of the
Cireuit Court of Southamplon County and in the Sovthampion County Treasurer's Uffice.

NOW, THEREFORE, be il resolved by the Board of Supervisors of Southampron
County, Virginia, that in accordance with Sec. 10-6 of the Southampten County Cede and

§515,2-906 and 15.2-104 of the 1930 Code of Virginia, ss amended, a lien is hereby asscricd

13-5



March 26, 2012

apainst each lot or parcel of lanc identified hercin and Schedule "A" attached hereto for the
amount identified beside such said parcel of land; and

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLYED, by the Doand of Supsrvisors of Sowthomplon County,
Virginia, that notwithstanding said lien hersby asserted, the amount seeured by said len should
wontinue 1o be the ehligation of owner of said real estate at the time at the time sad costs and
expenses ave incurred: and

BE I'T FURTHEE RESOLVED, by the Boand ol Supervisars ol Southamplen County.
Virgimia, thet a stalement, as prowided o §15-104 o sud Code, containimg the name of the
record halder of seid real estale, the amount of such unpaid charpzs, and auch other information
as may be perminent in identifving such real estale be entered in the Judpment Lien Boek in the
Clerk's OfMes of the Circuil Court of Southampton County énd the Southampton County
Treasurer's Office, as provided in $15.2-104 of said Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLYVED, by the Boerd of Supervisors of Southampton County,
Virginia, that all actions taken by the agents or cmplovess of the Southampron County Board of
Supervisers, in accordonce with the provisions of Sec, 10-6¢ are hereby RATIFIED,
CONFIRMED and APFROVETD,

The undersigned Clerk of the Board of Supernisors of Southempton County, Virgima
certifies the foregelnp constitutes a true, complete and correet copy of the Kesolution adopted ai
the regular meeting of the Seuthampion County Board of Supervisors of Southampton County,

Wirpinig, held on March 26, 2002

Clerl., Board of Supervisors, Southampton County,
Virainia
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Lats or parcels for which a lien is zsserted in accordance with the provisions of See. 10-6

SCHEDULE "A"

of the Southampton County Code are as follows;

Property Address:

Last Konorwn Onwner

Type of Wark:

Ciosts of Demaliton:

Legal and Related
Costs:

Property Address:

[ast Known Cransr:

Type of Waork:

Coatg of Demolition:

Legal and Related
Costs:

Pruperty Address:

T.st T nowm Cramet:

Type of Work:

Costs of Demalition:

Lepal and Related
Ciostal

TOTAL COSTS

23172 Thomaston Road
Mewsoms, VA 23874
Mary Talkins

23172 Thomaston Foad
Mewsoms, ¥a 23874
Structure demelished;
L5, 450,00,

31154

23214 Thomaston Foad
Mewsoms, VA 23874,
e Whittield

23214 Thomaston Read
MNewsoms, VA 23874
Structure demolished;
£7,550.00;

§311,54;

253224 Thomaston Road
mewsnms, WA 23874
Anita Cutler

23220 Thomaston Fead
Mewsoms, WA 23874,
Siructure demolished;
7,520,000,

$311.54;

521.454.62

March 26, 2012
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March 26, 2012

I -
R & R ECEIVED MAR 13 2012

RAILEY AND RAILEY, P.C.

ATTORHEYS AND COUsseLLORS AT Lok
PLESOMAL INIURY LAaw Si8cE 1044

Fi WD b TG n
RIChaks: Z. BalLey 192222004 Reply (o

RICKARD E. RaiLiy, JB

ol i1
B, Erwain Ralley, 101 P Bes d

Courtland, Wa 23837

¥ 17 g i
blarch 3 2002 Femzils glwandiirai svandy 1y cam

Wallart W BRITILE 1%,

hie, hlichael W, Johnson, Administrator
Southampton County

Past Office Box 400

Courtland, VA 23837

Re  Resolution as wo Creation of Liens Securing the Costs and Expenses Incurred in
Removing, Repairing or Securing Mon-compliant Buildings in Accordance with
the Provisions of Sec. 10-6 of the Southampton County Code (Hams property,

Drear Mike:

I am enclosing herewith another propesed Resolution for adoption al the March 26, 2012
mecting af the Southampton County Board of Supervisors,  Please let me have your questions
L= o L
and comiments

With kind personal regards, 1 am

ichard B Railey. Ir.

Enclosure

L2237 Wain Sarea Fin o 180 M3 Gunzral hzhoee Highway
F. Bos A0 Wavirly, WA 23R40 BCl Hig 42
Canrlland, WA 23R 1 ERE EFREIEE Wik, VA Z1REE
(AT RA51051 (A7) B2 d3

Fax: o :':_": (= | E S | Fax: (7570 A95L2 120 1 3 g
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RESOLUTION AS TO THE CREATION OF LIENS SECURING THE COSTS AND
FXPEMSES INCURRED IN REMOVING, REFPAIRING OR STCTRING MNON-
CONPLIANT BUILDINGS, IN ACCIMIDANCE WITH THE PROVISIOINS OF

SEC, I0-6 OF THE SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE

WHEREAS, Scc 170-6, Buildings, ather structures; removal, repair, ote,, provides in
perinent pact, as follows:

i) The owners of property in Southamplon County, Virgimia shall at
such lime or tmes as the Board of Supervisors, throagh its agents or employees,
miy prescribe, remove, repain, or secare any building, wall orany other structure
thet might endanper the public healibh or satety of the other mesidents of
sSouthampron County, Yirginia.

(o) sonthampton County, through its apents or amplovees, may secue
any butlding, wall or other structure that might endanger the public health or
safety of other residents of Soothampton County, Virginia, if the owner andfor
lien halder of such property, ofter reasonable notice and a reasonable firme odo
a0, has failed to remove, repair or secose the buildings, walls or other structlure.

and
WIEREAS, said Sec. 10-6 further provides, in pertinent part

For the purposes of this section, reasonabie nofice includes a written
nolice (1] mailed by cerlilied or registersd muol, relurn receapt requested, senl (o
the last known address of the proparty awner, and (1) published once & wesk for
two (2} successive wesks in g newspaper having genersl circulation in the
locality, and

WHEREAS, said Sec. 0= further prowides, in pertinent part

) I the event Southamplon County, Viegini, throogh s agenls ar
emplovees, removes, repuirs or securas any bullding, wall or any alher strocture
atter complying with the notice provisions of this section, the costs or expenses
thereif shall be chargeable o and paid hy the owners of such property and may be
collected by Southampton Connty, VWirginia as taxes are collected; and

id] Fvery charge suthorized by lhis section with which any such
aroperty has been assessed and that remains unpaid shall constitute a lien against
guch properny ranking on a paricy with liens for unpaid real property texes and
cuforceable in the ssme menner g provided 0 Articles Three (558, 1-3940 oL
s and Four (§ 58, 1-3963 el seq.) of Chapter 38 ol Title 38,1 of the 1950 Cods
of Wirginia, as pmended; aod
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WHEREAS, Souwthamplon Courdy, Viegimia, through 08 apents or employees, bas
pravided reasonable notice to the belaw [Eaed landowners in Schedule "AY aneched hereto and
mde & part hersed, in accondance with the provisions of 3ec. 10-0 and, in addition, the owner
hasz apreed and directed Southampron County to demalish the stuctere; and

WHEREAS, as a rcsult of the agreement and dimection af the property owner to demoelish
this stmacture, the newspaper publicalion as set ot in § 10-6 of the Seuthamplon County Coide
was not necessary; ans

WHEREAS, in uccondance with §15.2-102 of the 1950 Code of Virgini, as amended,
such Hens securing the costs and expenses of such demclition shall pot bind or affect a
subsequent bona fide purchase of the real estate for valuable consideration without actus! notice
of the lien unless, at the time of the transfer of record of the real eslale o the purchaser, a
statement comtnining the name of the record holder of the real estate in the amount of such
unpaid charges is entered in the Judpment Lien Bock in the Clerk's Office where deeds are
recorded or is contained in the records maintained by the Treasurer for veal estate liens. pursuant
to 658, 1-359530 of said Code; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with 515.2-104 of the 1950 Code of Virgina, ss amended, i
is necessary that a statement containing the name of the record owner of the real estate and the
amounl of such unpaid charges be entered in the Judgment Lien Bock in the Clerk's Offics of the
Circuit Conrt of Southampton County and in the Seuthamplon County Treasurer's Office,

NOW, THEREFTORE, be il resolved by the Board of Bupervisors of Southampton
County, Virginia, that in avcordance with Sec. 10-6 of the Scuthampton County Code and

BE15. 2900 and 15.2-104 of the 1930 Code of Virginig, as amended, 2 lien is hereby assened
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peminst esch lot or parcel of land identfizd hersin and Schedule "A" wltached hereto {or the
amount identified heside such said parcel of land, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED, by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton Counry,
Virginia, that notwithstanding said lien hereby nsserted, the smounl secured by said lien should
contimue to be the obligation of owner of said real estate at the time at the time said costs and
expenses are incurred; and

BE IT FURTHER RESQLVED, by the Board of Sopervisors of Southampron County,
Virginia, that a statement. as provided in §15-104 of said Code, containing the name of the
record holder of said real estate, the amount of auch unpaid charges, and =uch other information
as may be pertinent mn identifyimg such real estale he entered in the Tudgment Lien Book n the
Clertss Office of the Clrounit Court of Southampton County and the Southampton County
Treasurer's CHlice, s provided o §13.2-104 of zaid Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of Scuthampton County,
Virginia, that all actions taken by the agents or employees of the Southampton County Board of
Supervisurs, in accordance with the provisions of Sec. 10-6 are hercby RATIFIED,
COMFIRMED and APFROVED.

The undersigned Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of Souwhampton County, Vizginia
cerlifies the foregoing constitutes a true, complete and correct copy of the Resolution adopted at
the regular meeting of the Southampton County Beerd of Supervisoms of Soouthamplon County,

Virginia, held on March 260, 2012,

Clerk, Board of Supcrvisors, southampton County,
Wirginia
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SCIEDULE "A”
Lats of parcels for which a lien 13 asserted in accordance with the provisions of Sec. 10-0
al the Southampton Counly Code arve as follows:
Property address; 23240 Thomaston Road
Meowsoms, VA 23874,
Last Known Chwner: Elmo Harris
260 Holland A venue
Sormerset, NI 08ET3;
Type of Work: Strusture demolished:
Costs: 57 85000
Legs! and Related Costs: S115.54;

L'otal; E7.065.54.
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RECEIVED MAR 13 2010

RATLEY aND RalLgy, P.C,
ATTOAMEYE AND COURSELLORE o1 LA

Rickakn E RallEy, 1%, Remly ta: 22237 han slicel
R. Ervwann BarLey, [ P0Y Bax 40
FacHaArD E, Baney 19222004 Ceaurtlnnd, W 23857

{1571 633-2351
Fax: |57} a33-GU50

T3 L Gewsral Balcns Higheny

March 2, 2012 P00 B 0

Wikefizld, VA 2IRHR

: ' s (1T B2 as

Mr. Michael W, Johnson, Adminisirator Fax: {757 B9U-1146

E':l:'l'_'llhEn'.FllL?n County Fermanil: schwerding levandrailey, oo
Post Office Box 400
Courtland, YA 23837

Re:  Resolution as ta Creation of Lizns Securing Expenses of Enforcement of the
Grass Cutting Ordinance, Sec. 10-4% of the Southampton County Code

Dicar Beth:
[ am enclesing herewith & Resalulion as o grass cutting expenses which needs to be
adopted at the March meating ol the Southampton County Beard of Supervisers, Please lel me

nave wouar qHEHl'iﬂTIH urdl comments.,

YWith kind personal regards, [ am

nhr
Fnelosurs

[ kels. Heth Lewis, AlCE
Comnunity Development Direcior
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RESOLUTION AS TO CREATION OF LIENS SECURING EXPENSES OF ENFORCEMENT
OF THE GEASS CUTTING ORDINANCE, SEC. 10-48 OF
THE SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE

WHEREAS, Sec. 10-48 of the Southamplon County Code, entitled Weeds, Grass and
Uinhealthy Growth, provides in pertinent part

"A. It shall be unlawful for any owner, lessee or occupant, or any agenl
ar representative, or emplives ol such owner, lessee or occupant, having contral
of any parcel of land in the County to allow, permit, or maintuin any growth,
woeeds, grass or unhealthy growths thereon or alonp the zides thereof within the
boundaries of platied aubdivisions or anv other areas zoned for residential,
business, commercial or industrial use in the County 1o & heipht exceeding twelve
(12} inches."

artl

WHEREAS, said Sec. 10-48 lurther provides that when any condition exists on any lot
or parcel of land in the County in violation of subsection A of this section, it shall be the duty of
a designee, as determined by the Board of Supervisors, 1o serve or cause 1o be served notice upon
lhe owner, lesses, or ccoupant of such lol or parcel of land, reguining the owner, lessee or
eccupant of such lot w0 cut and remove the weeds, prass, or unhealthy growths existing upen
such lot or pareel within ten (10) days ol service of such noiice upon such owner, lesses or
ccupant; and

WHEREAS, said Seq, 10448 further provides that if such owner, lesses or ocoupant fails
to act or remove the wesds, grss, or unhealthy prowth within the tdme specilied in such notice,
the Board shall, through its agents or emplovees, have such weeds, grass or unhealthy growth
cut, and in that event, the costs and expense thersol shall be charpesable 1o and paid by the owner
of such property and may be collected by the County as taxes and levies are collected; and

WHEREAS, John P. Jenkins, Code Enforcement Specialist, acting on behalf of the
Southampton Couaty Board of Supervisors, has provided nalice to the below listed landowners,
in Schedule "A" attached herete and made o part hereal] in sccordance with the provsions of
oo, 10-48, as to their vielations of sad Sec, 1048, and

WHEREAS, the owners listed on Schedule "A" attached hereto and made & part hereal
have failed to respond b said notices and have failed w cure such vielations; and

WHEREAS, m accordance with the provisions ol smd Sec 10-48, sad Code
Enfarcement Specialist has contracied for such weeds, grass or unhealthy growth to be cut 5o as
to bring such lols inte compliance with paragraph A of said Sec. 10-28; and

WHEREAS, in cutting said weeds, grass or unhealthy growth, Southampton County has
incurred costs and expenses that shall be charpeable to and paid by the owners of such propernty,
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and collected by the Counly as taxes and levies are coliected, in accordance with the provisions
of Sec. 1M-48; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with $15.2-104 of the 1950 Cede of Virginia, as amendead,
such lien sceuring the cosis and expenses of such prass cotting shall not bind or alfeel 2
sibszquent bima fide purchaser of the real estate lor valuable consideration without aclual notice
of the lien unless, at the time of the trenster of record of the real esiate o the purchaser. &
slatement containing the name of the record owner of the real estate and the amount of such
unpaid charges, ss entered in the Judgment Lisn Book in the Clerk’s Office where deeds are
recorded., or is cunlained in the records maintained by the Treasurer for real estate liens, punsuanl
10 §28,1-3930 ol said Code, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with §13.2-104 of the 1950 Code of Virginiu, as amended, it
i necessary that a statement conteining the name of the record owner of the real estate and the
ameunt of such unpuid charges be entered in the Judgment Lien Book in the Clerk's Office af
lhe Circuit Court of Southampton Counly and in the Southampton County Treasurers Office

NOW, THERFFORE, be it therefore resolved by the Board of Supervisors of
Southarmpton County, Virginia, that in gecordance with Sec. 1048 of the Southamplon County
Code and §§ 13.2-907 and 15.2-104 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as smended, a lien is hereby
assericd avainst each lot or pares] of land idertitied herein in Schedule "A™ attached nercte for
the amourt identificd beside said parcel or tract of band; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of Scuthampion County,
Virginia, that notwithstending said len herchy asserted, the amount seoured by suid lien shall
continue Lo be the obligation of the owner of such real estute ol the Lime said costs and oxpense
are ineurred; and

BE I'T FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of Southamplon County,
Vireinia, that the said Juhn P. Jenking, acting on hehall of the Southampton County  Doard of
Supervisors, shall cause a starement as provided by §15-104 of said Code, containing the name
of the record owner of the real estale, the amount of such unpaid charpes, and such other
information as may be pertinent in identifving such real estute, o be entered in the Julement
Lien Book in the Cleck's Office of the Circuit Court of Scuthampton County and in the
Southampton County Treasurer s (Hfice, as provided by §15.2-104 and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED. by the Board of Supervisers of Southanpton County,
Virginia, that &l actions talen by the said John P. Jenkins, acting on bohal fof the Seuthampron
County Board of Supervisors, in accerdance with the provisions of Sec. 10-3% arc lcrohy
RATIFIED, CONFIEMELD and APFROVED.

The undersigned Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of Southampten County, Virginia
certifies that the foregeing constitomes & trus, complete and correet capy of the Resclution
acopted at a regular meeting of the Board ol Supervisors of Southamplon County, Vieginia held
on hdurch . |
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SCHEDTLE " A"

LOTS OR PARCELS FOUND TO BE IN VIOLATION OF SEC. 1048 A, OF THE

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE AND REQUIRING THE CUTTING AND

REMOVING OF WEEDS, GRASS, OR UNHEALTHY GROWTHS EXISTING UPON

SUCH LOTS OR PARCELS, IN ACCORDANCE WITH SEC. 10-48 18

Property address:

Farme and address of
Crnee:

Date cut:

Cosls:

Lzpal and Related
Cosls:

l'otal:

Property address:

Mame and addeess of
Chamer;

Date cut:

Cnars:

Legel and Relaed
Lasts:

Todul;

Property address:

Manmte and addess of

Crmer:

Drate cut:

gty

Lezal and Related
Coats:

L otal:

1182 Bell Koad
Ivon, WA 23864;

Fugene Cassidy
32015 Riverdale Dhrive
Franklin, ¥a 23B51;
August 12, 201Z and
October 15, 2011
H200.00;

$a0.54;
$260.54;

29268 Delpware Foad
Franklin, VA 23X31;

Edward . and Tricia . Geodzell
20200 Delawere oad

Frunklin, VA Z3851;

June 13, 20171;

B7s.00:

$a0.54;

$135.54;

27057 Flapey Run Road
Courtland, WA 23837,

Jeson anaway

272 Flagzy Bun Koad
Coourtland, WA 23837,
Anzust 17, 2011
520000,

$60.54;

$260.34,
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Property address:

Wame and address of
CramieT;

Lrate cut:

Linsts;

[pal and Relaled
Casts:

Tiotal:

Property address:

tame and address of
et

Drate cul:

Closls:

Lepal and Related
Costs:

Total:

Property address:

Mame and address of
Crwener:

Lrate cut!

Cosls:

Lepal and Related
Costs:

Tootal:

Lat 38K- Appleten Foad
[vor, VA 235660

Sheila M. Pary

16113 Johnsen's Mill Head
Sediey, VA Z1ETH:
{Oczober 19, 20114
£1.50.000;

500,54,
21054

21469 Barrow Ruead
Capron, VA 23829,

John 1. Parler
21469 Narrow Hoad
Capron, VA 23815
Aupua 8, 2010
B172.50,

ssxor 771

30117 Meherrin Roead
Bovkins, VA 23827,

March 26, 2012

Toranta Gilchrest-Branch (pwned subsequently by Tastern

Savings Bank as a result of foreelosure)

30117 Mehemin Raoad
Bovking, VA Z 3827,
Aupusl 6, 2010
Fa000

Lal,54; p
(AR ST &9
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Chairman Jones stated the next item was fourteen — Southampton Insurrection Trail.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated as you may be aware, Southampton County agreed to serve as grantee,
fiscal agent, and project sponsor for the Southampton County Historical Society’s development of
the 1831 Southampton Insurrection Trail. In July of 2010, we were awarded a $420,000
Transportation Enhancement Grant to connect travelers, tourists, students and residents with sites
associated with the Nat Turner rebellion.
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The project will include fabrication of orientation exhibits, installation of interpretive signage,
acquisition of easements, construction of turnouts and production of a brochure and map. The
Rebecca Vaughan House, located on the Museum of Southampton History campus in Courtland,
will function as a Visitor’s Center and trailhead. Here, the public will learn about the rebellion,
explore the route traveled by Turner and his insurgents, and discover period artifacts, including
Turner’s sword and the lock from his jail cell.

Attached for your consideration are two items:

A. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT _ WSP SELLS

After issuing a Request for Proposals in accordance with the Virginia Public
Procurement Act, we seek your consideration in awarding a professional services
contract to WDP Sells, one of the top U.S. transportation engineering firms with a
regional office in Cary, NC. A copy of the proposed contract is attached which
includes an itemized scope of services as Attachment “A’. Among the services are
environmental site reconnaissance/documentation and geotechnical evaluation of the
driving sites, development of the walking trail, design of all required improvements,
preparation of construction estimates, and preparation of all state and federal permit
applications. The estimated cost of their work is approximately $214,000 — 80% of this
cost will be covered by the grant and 20% will be matched by the Historical Society.

A motion is required authorizing us to enter into the attached contract with WSP Sells
as described above.

B. SIGNAGE ON COUNTY PROPERTY

The project will include installation of education signage at a number of relative points
on the Southampton Courthouse and Jail property. We are seeking your authority to
work with interested stakeholders (Sheriff, Clerk of the Court, Commonwealths
Attorney) in finalizing the design and location and subsequently erecting the signs on
county-owned property.
A motion is required authorizing us to erect the educational signage on county-owned
property.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any questions. They have a grant to cover 80% and the

Historical Society is going to match 20% of that.

Supervisor West said we are going to use the $420,000 transportation grant and now we are going

to use $214,000 of the grant. He asked where is the other $206,000 portion of the grant was. He

asked what that was being used for.

Chairman Jones said it was still there he guessed.

Supervisor Updike said it was still in the available funds.

Supervisor West did it relate to this. He asked was this $420,000 just a phase of it.

Chairman Jones said it was just a phase of it.

Supervisor West said that was all he needed to know is what is happening.

Supervisor Edwards made a motion that we enter into the contract with WSP Sells as described.

Supervisor Faison seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

Chairman Jones asked said they were going to put up the signs so people would know where they
needed to go to. These signs will be similar to the ones down near the river.
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Mr. Michael Johnson said Barrett’s Landing. That is correct they would be very similar.
Chairman Jones asked if he had a motion to authorize the signs.

Supervisor West made a motion authorizing us to erect the educational signage on county-owned
property.

Supervisor Faison seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that Supervisors Faison and Phillips asked that this matter be placed
on your agenda for discussion. Currently, the Virginia state game regulations classify coyotes as a
nuisance species and allow them be killed at any time, except they may not be killed with a gun,
firearm, or other weapon on Sunday.

However, Section 10-26 of the Southampton County Code makes it unlawful to hunt with a rifle
larger than .22 caliber except for hunting groundhogs between March 1 and August 31. The
language in our county code mirrors the enabling legislation contained in 29.1-528 of the Code of
Virginia:

LOCAL ORDINANCE

Sec. 10-26. — Hunting weapons restricted.

(@) It shall be unlawful to hunt with a rifle larger than twenty-two one hundredths of an
inch (.22) caliber rim fire except rifles of a larger caliber may be used for hunting
groundhogs between March 1 and August 31;

(b) It shall be unlawful to hunt with a muzzle-loading rifle at any time;

(c) Itshall be unlawful to hunt with a muzzle-loading shotgun loaded with slugs or sabot
slugs; and

(d) Any person violating the provisions of this section, upon conviction, shall be guilty of
a Class 3 Misdemeanor and shall be punished accordingly. (Code 1976, 11-361.1; Ord.
Of 3-24-03(2))

State law reference — Authority for above section, Code of Virginia, 29.1-100, 29.1-519,

and 29.1-528; prohibiting hunting with certain firearms, Code of Virginia 29.1-528.

STATE ENABLING LEGISLATION

29.1-528. Board to develop model ordinances for hunting with firearms; counties or cities

may adopt. —

A. The Board shall promulgate regulations establishing model ordinances for hunting with
firearms that may be adopted by counties or cities. Such model ordinances developed by the
Board shall address such items as, but are not limited to, firearm caliber, type of firearm (e.g.,
rifle, shotgun, muzzleloader), and type of ammunition. The governing body of any county or
city may, by ordinance prohibit hunting in such county or city with a shotgun loaded with
slugs, or with a rifle of a caliber larger than .22 rim fire. However, such ordinance may permit
the hunting of groundhogs with a rifle of a caliber larger than .22 rim fire between March 1
and August 31. Such ordinance may also permit the use of muzzle-loading rifles during the
prescribed open seasons for the hunting of game species. Any such ordinance may also
specify permissible type of ammunition to be used for such hunting.

B. No such ordinance shall be enforceable unless the governing body notifies the Directory by
registered mail prior to May 1of the year in which the ordinance is to take effect.

C. Inadopting an ordinance pursuant to the provisions of this section the governing body of any
county or city may provide that any person who violates the provisions of the ordinance shall
be guilty of a Class 3 misdemeanor. (1976, c.443, 29-144.6; 1977 cc.20, 377; 1978, ¢.303;
1986, ¢.342; 1987, c. 488; 1989, c. 421; 2007, c. 642.)



March 26, 2012

Messrs. Faison and Phillips have been contacted by constituents with an interest in shooting
coyotes with rifles larger than .22 caliber.

As you know, Virginia operates under what’s known as the Dillion Rule — lawyers call it a rule of
statutory construction. Simply put, the Dillon Rule construes power to localities very narrowly.
Under the Dillon Rule, local governments have only those powers granted to them in express
words and if there is a question about a local government’s power or authority, then the local
government does not receive the benefit of the doubt. In the absence of express authority, one
must assume that the local government does not have the power in question.

Accordingly, if this is something you’re interested in pursuing, Mr. Railey has suggested that you
contact our local delegates and senators and ask them to introduce legislation at next year’s session
authorizing us to amend our local ordinance to permit larger caliber rifles for the hunting of
coyotes.

If the Board is so inclined, a motion is required directing staff assistance from our state elected
officials in amending the Code of Virginia as described.

Mr. Michael Johnson turned it over to Mr. Richard Railey for further comments.

Mr. Richard Railey said if you look at enabling legislation and give it a very strict, constructive
viewpoint you can easily come to the conclusion that he did himself initially that you would have
to change enabling legislation 29.1 -528 the Code of Virginia for us to change the local ordinance
as we would like or as you may like. Supervisor Phillips read the book very closely that you get
when you get a hunting license in Virginia. There are about eighty possibilities of different ways
you put together ordinances and they both noticed that Louisa County changed their ordinance to
very much the way that Supervisors Phillips and Supervisor Faison would like. In other words, it
IS saying that you can shoot coyotes just like you can shoot groundhogs. Then the other difference
would be you wouldn’t have that calendar restriction saying at any time other than in the general
firearms season. He said he went to Louisa and he talked to the county attorney there and he said
the fact that it just has coyotes is just an example. He feels like the General Assembly gave them a
broad authority to regulate weapons. As he looked at the time it had been on the books up there he
feels that he can make an argument that the enabling legislation would permit the changes in their
ordinance as suggested by Supervisors Phillips and Faison.

Supervisor Phillips thanked Mr. Richard Railey.
Chairman Jones asked if there were any questions for Mr. Richard Railey.

Supervisor Phillips said his understanding on this is that in order to make the change they had to
advertise a public hearing and notify the game commission before May so that the change could be
published in the next game regulations. So he made a motion that they schedule a public hearing
to make the change. If said if he may he would read the changes into the record so that everyone
would know what we are trying to do. A number of his constituents have made comments that
coyotes are becoming more of a problem. He stated that when Mr. Michael Johnson read this he
read .22 caliber but it actually says .22 rim fire which actually restricts it even further. A .22
caliber could go to .22 250 or other things, but anyway. Currently the law in Southampton is listed
as number 42 in the local ordinances. It shall be unlawful to use a rifle of caliber larger than .22
rim fire except that groundhogs may be hunted with a rifle of a caliber larger than .22 rim fire
between March 1 and August 31 in elimination of coyotes. They are suggesting that the code of
our law be changed to read “It shall be unlawful to hunt with a rifle larger than .22 caliber except
rifles of a larger caliber may be used for the hunting of groundhogs and coyotes outside the
general firearms deer season.” That is plain and simple and that will give our landowners the
opportunity to control the groundhogs and coyotes as they are getting to be a bigger nuisance.
Don’t put a time limit on it, but keep the rifles out of the woods when people are deer hunting.

Chairman Jones asked what the motion was to change.

Supervisor Phillips said we would be changing from number 42 to number 68.
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Mr. Richard Railey said in terms of the local ordinance you will be changing 10.26A.

Chairman Jones asked if he had a second to the motion.

Supervisor Updike seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

Supervisor Edwards said he would like to make the recommendation that we extend that invitation
to someone on the VDGF Board to be here for the public hearing to make sure there are no law
enforcement problems. Just make it friendly.

Chairman Jones asked if he was still a part of the VDGF Board.

Mr. Richard Railey said not any more but he still knew the people there.

Chairman Jones asked Mr. Michael Johnson to find out from Mr. Richard Railey who the contact
person is and get them to have someone attend the meeting.

Mr. Michael Johnson said yes sir.

Chairman Jones stated they would move on to item number 16 — Legal Services Agreement
Delinquent Taxes.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated at Mr. David Britt’s request, please find a proposed legal services
agreement for delinquent tax collection attached for your consideration. As a Constitutional
Officer, he has the authority to enter into the agreement without your approval, but wanted to keep
you apprised of his plans and obtain your support.

He is considering contracting with Taxing Authority Consulting Services (TACS) for delinquent
tax collection and sale services. The agreement provides that TACS is entitled to a fee of 20% of
what it collects prior to filing suit, 25% of what it collects after filing suit, and 25% or the
maximum statutory fee for all accounts collected after property is sold.

Please note that the Southampton County Code provides:
Sec. 15-78.1. — Payment of administrative costs and fees, etc.

(a) There is hereby imposed on delinquent taxpayers a fee to cover administrative
costs which shall be in addition to all penalties and interest, and shall not
exceed thirty dollars ($30.00) for taxes or other charges collected subsequent to
thirty (30) or more days after notice of delinquent taxes or charges but prior to
the taking of any judgment with respect to such delinquent taxes or charges, and
thirty-five dollars ($35.00) for taxes or other charges collected subsequent to
judgment.

(b) There is also imposed on delinquent tax payers reasonable attorney’s or
collection agency’s fees actually contracted for, not to exceed twenty (20)
percent of the taxes or other charges so collected.

While the Board is not party to the contract, Mr. Britt is seeking your support.

He stated he thought Mr. David Britt was still here if you have any questions.
Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any questions on this.

Supervisor Porter asked if this means that it is 20% that they can collect and not 25%.

Mr. David Britt said the 25% would be after they file suit in court which when they file suit there
are fees that they have to charge for.

Supervisor Porter asked if our statues allow that.

Mr. David Britt stated that these fees would be recoverable through the sale of the property.
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Mr. Michael Johnson stated the sale may or may not cover that fee. It just depends on the sale

price.

Supervisor Updike stated that is the kicker.

Mr. David Britt said this contract is basically the same contract we have had with other firms other
than one thing being they are not asking for a retainer fee up front as far as advertising costs and
things. They would ask us to pay those at the time the property goes up for sale that way we
would not have our money tied up for a long period of time. The advertising costs are the first
thing that would be recoverable when those properties are sold. He touched base on that with Mr.
Sharp this morning.

Supervisor Edwards said we aren’t going to stick our neck out until we are sure we are going to
get something back.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any other questions for Mr. David Britt.

Below is copy of the agreement:

LEGAL SERVICES AGHEEMENT

Delingivent Kool Extare Tax Doltection
I'HIS AGEEEMENT 15 made and enzersa inte by end between TAXING AUTHORITY CONSULTING
SERVICES, IC (herednafier "TACSE™), and SOUTHAMETON COUNTY, by end throwgh its Treasurer
{hercinafier "TREASLKER"), together the partics.

TACS shall turmsh [egal Sprvices az set farth in the atached Satement of Work,

The terms uf this Agreement and e attached Stalement of Work shall constitete the complete and
exelusive staterment of understanding hetween the partics relating to the subject matter of this Apgrecment.

1. TACS shall provide legal services lo TREASURER with regard to the enllection and sale of
delingquent real estate. The legal services fees for this work have been nepotiated as follows:

a A fee of 209 of the assigned account balances ot colloets prior to filing soit; or

B A Tee of 25% of the assigned account halances it collests subsequent 1o fling suil; or

c. [fappointed s Special Commissicner of Sele, the foe shall be the greater of 25% of all amounts due
ar the statutary fee allowaed the Commissiongr of Sale pursuant (o Code of Virgima §8.00-100.

d. TACE shall not be paid for collecting through the seere sot off debt progea,

¢ Itizagroed tha: TACS shall receive payment any unreimbursed costs incurred reanlting fiom the
sale ns =2t forth below.

3 I'KEASURER understands that certamn costs will be incurred in the process of conducting judicial

sales of properties subject (o delinguent real estate taxes. Anticipared costs include, but ane pot limited Lo,
title rexcarch, appraizals, surveys, court costs or service fess, publication costs and guardian ad litem fees
that are ultimately the responsibaliny of the TREASURER ta pay. Such costs shall he accounted for and paid
10 TREASLIRER first prior to any proretion of recovered [unds, TREASURLEER acknuwledges that TACS
may elect o perfomm services required in the collection of delinquent real estate taxes, including, but not
fimmited to tithe reszarch, wilh ils own emplovees and may be reascoably compensated for such services
performed

4, TREASURER acknowledges that TACS may nocasionally engape the assistance of co-crunscl in
{he representazion of accounts assigned hereander. In such cuse, TACS remains the supervisory allomey
invalved in the munppement of mattees for TREASURER. Any fees that such co-counsel may charge TACS
may be included az a cost 1o be reimburacd from the procseds of sule for such particular matters as the co-
connsel is invelved. In the event that proceeds from the sale are insufficient 1o cover such costs, TACE will
e the respansilie pamy for paving the cost of any co-counse! engaged hereunder subject to reimbursement
under subsection 2e above,

5 Both Parties shall comply with all applicahle Federal, State, and local laws, rules, regulations,
crdinances, und directives, and all provisions required thereby e be ineluded in this Agresment are herely
ncorposited hevein v reference.

116-2
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& This Agreement shall be pevemed by, and constroed inaccordance with, the Jaws of the
Commenwenlth of Virginig, I v provision of this Agreemenr ar the application thereat to any persan o
circumsiance 15 held mmvald, the remainder of this Agreemen! and the application of such provision Lo other
petsons of circumatances shall not be aftocted thershy.

T TREEASURER acknowledgas that TACK reprezents other governmental entitizs and hershy consents
to such representatinn of other povernmental entitres that may also be seeking pavment from the zame
debtar. In the event that TACS recovers puyment from & debtor indebted 1o 2 or more client enlitiss, such
pavment will be divided pro rata Beiween or smong fe client entities unless ofherwise diclaed by the
debior.

L8 The parties acknowlsdae that other collection services may be desired and agree that such services
muay be wdded i this asreement when such services ae defined. Such new waork, prioe 10 being initiated,
shall ke specified in writing a5 mutunlly agresd to between the Farties,

g, This agroement shall remuain in full force and effect until canceled or revoked by cither party, npon
) days written notice,

™ WITMESS WHEREDF, hoth Partics have cansed this Agreement to be signed by their duly mtharized
representatives on the dav and year fiest set forth herein above.,

TACS, PC SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY

Signature: Date Signature: Date

216-
Feeal Estmb: Lizpal Servicas Agoesidil 1 E 3

FAAET



REE

March 26, 2012

STATEMENT OF WORK

Thiz Statement of Work describes the respective roles amd responsibilities of TREASTIRER and
TACS in perloeming the requested work.

TREASURER herchy assigns 1o TACS for coll=ction accoums aged one {1) yesr ar mare from
the due date of gaid account. TACS shall heve full arthority to porform all acls necessary 1o
effect the collection of the accounts (the “T.egal Services™, and is authorized o receive
payments made on the accounts and to endorse TREASTIRER'S name on any cheeks or other
negotiable instruments that may be received in payrment on the accounts; o arrange for
puyments under such lerms as TACS deems appropriate for any account; Lo commence a
lawsnit on behall of TREASURER end 1o wse ail other necessary legal proceedings for the
recovery of the acconnrs; and/or place information regarding Lhe ascounts with one or more
credil hureaus.

TREASURER acknowledges that the Collection Services will be performed by TACS as its
attorney and that such work constitutes an attomey-client relationship.

TREASURER RESPONSIBILITIES

. Upon assignment of the accounts to TACS, TREASURER will provide TACS with

information reasonubly necessary for TACS o perform the Legal Services. TREASURER
represents and warrants to TACS that (a) the accounl information provvided TACS snd the
account balances are accurate and complete; (b)Y TREASURER has nol received notification
that anv of the aceount debtors are in bankruptey and will immediately notity TACS if it
seceives notification of a bankrupley filing by any of the account debiors; {c) all add-on
charges such as mterest, lule lees and collection ees are just and eadng and authorized by
applicable law, by contract or both; (d) any previous collection agency engaged for the
collection of the accoumls has been instructed o cease and desist contact wilh the account
debior; and (¢} upon notification by TACS of a dispute or request for verification of
information with respect to any account, | REASTRER will prompily furnish TACS such
information.

 TREASURER shall promptly notify TACS of anv adjustments or corrections made o the

armonmnt due.

TREASURER shall report payments made by debtors directly Lo TREASUREE on a fimely
basis that the TREASURFER deposits in its bank, These pavments will show on o remittancs
slaternent as payments made direetly to the TREASURER and the TACS fiee will be charged,
or will he reporied as otherwise agreed. The TREASURER may also choose Lo forward any
paymenls recaived from the debtor to TACS lor deposit anc posting,

1164
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1. TACS RESPONSIBILITIES

3.1, TACS shall use any and all lepal means available to locate and engape delbrors wo pay the
entire armount of their outstanding accounts owed to the TREASTTRER.

3.2, TACS may nol setfle any acceunt for less than the full amount cwed, unless otherwise
directed in writing, by the TREASURER.

3.3, TACS shall accept electronic account refemals from the TREASURER and refierrals that
recrine manual mpul inio the TACS collection svatern. Accounts sent electramonlly will he in
i mutually acceplable format by tape, diskefte or via e-mail. TACS shall insure that its
eollectiom system for processing accounts and 25 reports are compatible with the
TREASURER'S method of account referral and necessary accannting,

4,  REPORTIMNGAOTHER REQUIREMENTS
4.1 TACS will prepare a regular Remittance Report listing the sccounl name, acepunt number,
credits to the accounts (for accounts imvolving litipation, reeovered costs), total amount

collected, and TACS fees associnied with the callectlions.

4.2 TACS will prepare other such reports as may be reasonably requesied by the TREASURER.

*16-5
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Chairman Jones stated the next item of business if number seventeen — Update on Ivor Elementary
School.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that he is pleased to report that the asbestos abatement has been
completed and the floor tile adhesive tested negative for the presence of asbestos — accordingly,
we have processed a change order for a $5,000 credit. Both Gray & Sons and OESSCO were
expected to mobilize this week and proceed with the demolition and UST removal. He hopes to be
able to give a good report next month that it is gone.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any questions.

Chairman Jones stated the next item was number eighteen — Request to Close Livestock Waste
lagoon at the Fairgrounds.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated as a follow-up to your request on March 21, he discussed this matter
again with Steve Clark, President of the Fair Board. He has assured me that their plans are on hold
and he promised not to initiate closure of the livestock waste lagoon without meeting with the
Board of Supervisors again to further discuss their plans. He emphasized that they have no
intention of jeopardizing the use of the livestock market. He was hopeful to be able to report back
to you next month. Subsequently, Mr. Michael Johnson stated that he got a call from Mr. Walter
Young today who indicated that he had been in discussions with the Department of Environmental
Quiality and it is pretty apparent that they will not be able to close that livestock waste lagoon. So
they are evaluating other options and will report back next month.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any questions.

Supervisor Updike stated that he thought we still needed to repeal last month’s vote because it is
on record of voting to close it. He thought we need to take it back off the record.

Chairman Jones asked if Supervisor Updike wanted to make that a motion.

Supervisor Updike made a motion to appeal the prior vote to close the waste lagoon at the fair-
grounds.

Supervisor West seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.
Chairman Jones called for item number nineteen — Miscellaneous.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item A is a response from Old Dominion Electric Cooperative as
it relates to the position the Board took on its Cypress Creek power plant last month.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item B is an abstract of votes for the Republican Presidential
Primary Election that was held on March 6, 2012.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item C, he is pleased to report, is that our Department of
Community Development has met the overall standards of effectiveness for administering the
Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control regulations. Our program was evaluated by the Virginia
Department of Conservation and Recreation in 4 key areas: Program Administration, Plan
Review, Inspection and Enforcement. Please note that we received perfect scores in the Inspection
and Enforcement categories. Also attached is a letter of commendation to Mr. John P. Jenkins
from Mr. Copeland — Mr. Jenkins is responsible for the inspection and enforcement segments of
the program.
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Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item D is a Delinquent Tax Sale. Please find a flyer attached
announcing the sale of 8 parcels of real property for unpaid real estate taxes on Friday, April 13.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that item E is a variety of notices from the Virginia Department of
Environmental Quality and the Virginia Department of Health. You also have articles of incoming
and outgoing correspondence and articles of interest. He stated he would be glad to answer any
questions you may have.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone had any questions for Mr. Michael Johnson.

Supervisor Updike asked on the selling of these properties is there any minimum accepted bids or
are we just going to take anything that comes down the turnpike.

Mr. Michael Johnson said Mr. David Britt may want to speak to that.

Mr. David Britt said they have a commissioner that oversees the sale of the property and if they
feel like the bid is not appropriate to take back to the circuit court judge they have the choice not to
do that. If they do take the bid to the circuit court judge it is up to him whether or not he approves
the sale.

Chairman Jones asked if there were any other questions.
Chairman Jones asked if there were any late arriving matters.
Mr. Michael Johnson said no.

Chairman Jones stated this is now the citizens comment period.

Mr. Ash Cutchin of Jerusalem District spoke. He stated Supervisor Edwards was his Supervisor.
Three things came to his attention tonight as he listened to this procedure. One concerns the
ditches. Several years ago he was a member of an RC&D (Resource Conservation &
Development) organization in another county. They were able through the Soil and Water
Conservation of the Department of Natural Resources to get a grant and they brought some people
out and cleaned ditches 90 degrees to the road onto farm property. The landowners had to give
permission and a group of about 15 people spent several months in Accomack County doing what
Supervisor Updike has suggested that we improve the drainage from the road through the farms to
the creeks. So it might be worth a try to contact the RC&D people to see if they have some sort of
program still in effect.

Supervisor Edwards asked Mr. Ash Cutchin how long ago that was that he did that.

Mr. Ash Cutchin stated it was back in the mid 70’s. It was long enough ago that something may
not be in place now, but at that time it was an avenue they pursued and were able to do it. He
stated that regarding vehicles he had talked with Mr. Charles Turner about this a few years ago,
maybe three years ago, he was going from Courtland to Sedley one day and along about the area
where the Forestry Department is and Burgess Trucking and a brown school board sedan passed
his and he was sure he was going at least 60. He stated the car passed him like they were on a
NASCAR track. It was a brown Southampton County School Board sedan and he happen to
notice a little number on the bumper so he accelerated to try to keep up with car and he was going
70 mph and could not keep up with this car it was still just disappearing out of sight. He reported
this to Mr. Charles Turner, but whether anything was ever done about it he does not. He thinks
some of the problems with vehicle use are that like this vehicle it was 2:00 pm in that afternoon
and there was only the driver in it. He feels the School Board is probably the biggest culprit of
unauthorized use of vehicles. He knows they drive like a bat out of hell sometimes. His third
comment is the parking across from the Community Development Building. He asked why can’t
they grade a little bit of that grassy spot between the Community Development Building and the
church with room enough for eight or ten vehicles and put a couple of loads of crush and run in
there and make a place for these contractors to park. He asked didn’t we own that area.

Mr. Michael Johnson said sure.
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Mr. Ash Cutchin said that is just a suggestion.
Chairman Jones asked if anyone else wished to speak.

Mr. Walter D. Brown of 33334 Sandy Ridge Road spoke. He stated he was retired from the U. S.
Army former director for census 2000 having control over congressional district number four for
Norman Sisisky and Virgil Goode’s districts 1100 people, 7 cities, and 11 counties. He stated he
said that because his first concern is pertaining to people. People are a very important commodity
in any organization. One thing he learned as a second lieutenant that is a meal fight. One thing
you don’t do is give to the infants like you are micromanaging. He had a problem and he went
beyond his platoon leader to two of his soldiers to inquire about a problem when he should have
talked to his platoon leader. He caused the worst problem in his unit in morale and he kind of got
chewed out on that. So when you micromanage or even give the idea that you are trying to
micromanage people are going to come to you with their problems and concerns. If you approach
them, he doesn’t care how you approach them without going through the department head, without
going to the county administrator, they are going to start coughing up to you and they are going to
get the impression that you do that. What happens is you usurp good management and you bring
about a problem with morale. He said he learned that lesson as a second lieutenant. He is not
saying this Board will have a similar problem; but keep in mind that people are a very important
commodity. You don’t want to disrupt the good order and morale of your people because you are
going to lose your productivity. The second thing he wants to speak on is litter and blight. He
stated that litter and blight are one and the same. He served on the litter control committee and is
still on it until Supervisor Updike tells him he can no longer be on it serving the Newsoms District.
He said you cannot separate litter from blight; both give a bad impression of this county. He is so
glad that the demolition took place on Thomason Road because you are getting rid of that blight
which is the same thing as litter as far as he is concerned. The other thing he commented on was
the approximately 2 million deficit that we are looking at. He has a serious concern when we talk
about everybody biting the bullet and we don’t look at the whole picture of every constituent in
Southampton County to include those individuals that are major land owners in this county that
live outside this county and are receiving a $0.18 reduction on their property taxes. He stated he
was talking about land use. He knew some people wouldn’t like him because of this, but a lot of
farmers in this county don’t own the land; they rent land from major landowners that live outside
this county. There are some members on this Board that have than 500 to 2,000 plus acres of land
so he is sure when he talks about land use you are probably going to take an issue with that. He
would say you to you if this issue comes before this Board again that those individuals should
push themselves to look at that because you have individuals that own land here, but do not live it
this county. He stated that his grandfather owned three farms when he died in 1959. It was
divided between twelve children. His grandfather broke land in 1903. He stated he lives on a
century farm that is still being farmed. The main concern is that those renters that rent the land, if
the landowners have to pay higher taxes, the renters will have to pay higher rent. So that is one of
the reasons people are against that. If you look across this board and look at the cuts this Board is
talking about making if you don’t include everybody, especially those individuals that own land
that do not live in this county it doesn’t make sense. He thanked the Board for the opportunity to
speak.

Chairman Jones asked if anyone else wished to speak.
Chairman Jones stated that they would conduct a closed meeting after a five minute break.
After a five minute break Chairman Jones stated that at this time we would have a closed session.
Mr. Michael Johnson stated at this time it is necessary for this Board to conduct a closed meeting
in accordance with the provisions set out in the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, for the
following purpose:

1) Pursuant to Section 2.2-3711 (A) (5), to receive a report from Franklin-Southampton

Economic Development, Inc. regarding prospective industries where no previous

announcement has been made of the business’ or industry’s interest in locating its facilities
in the community;
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2) Pursuant to Section 2.2-3711 (A) (1), to discuss performance of the Department of
Utilities, where the evaluation will necessarily involve discussion of the performance of
specific employees.

A motion is required to convene a closed meeting for the purposes described.

Supervisor Faison made a motion to convene a closed meeting for purposes as described.
Supervisor Edwards seconded the motion with it being carried unanimously.

There was some discussion concerning the soft spokeness of some people.

Mr. Michael Johnson said if you all want to improve the sound it would take a little money, but he
could put lapel mikes on every one of you. We can fix the sound problem, but it takes a little
money.

Supervisor Edwards read the certification resolution.

RESOLUTION OF CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, the Southampton County Board of Supervisors had convened a closed
meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance with
the provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 (D) of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by
the Board that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Southampton County Board of
Supervisors hereby certifies that, to the best of each member’s knowledge, (i) only
public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by
Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to which this certification
resolution applies, and (ii) only such public matters as were identified in the motion
convening the closed meeting were heard, discussed and considered by the
Southampton County Board of Supervisors.

Supervisor West made a motion to go back into open session.

Supervisor Faison seconded the motion with carried unanimously.

Supervisors Voting Aye:  Dallas O. Jones
Barry Porter
Glen Updike
Carl J. Faison
Alan Edwards
Ronald M. West
Bruce Phillips

Supervisors Voting Nay:  None
Chairman Jones stated that they did not discuss anything that was not on the agenda.

Chairman Jones asked if there was anything else to come before them before they adjourned the
meeting.

Supervisor West stated this question about this Board of Supervisors code of ethics and signatures
and so forth, with the changed language sign these.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated they would be prepared for next month.
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Supervisor Edwards stated that Supervisor West said that the meeting Wednesday night was here
and he said it was at the high school. He asked wasn’t it at the high school.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated that Supervisor Edwards was correct the meeting was at the high
school.

Supervisor Edwards asked if all of the Wednesday night meeting in April were here in the Board
room.

Mr. Michael Johnson stated yes. This coming Wednesday night meeting will be the last one at the
Wigwam. The rest of them will be here until we get to the public hearing and then we will gauge
how controversial it may be and decide the appropriate meeting place.

Supervisor West said that RC&D according to Mr. Gary Cross basically doesn’t exist.

Supervisor Phillips said Governor Kaine used to have something to do with this.

Supervisor West said well it is gone now. They will still seek the amount of money from the
localities although Stacie Bradshaw did not come last week.

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned.

Dallas O. Jones, Chairman

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk
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