 October 26, 2009


At a regular meeting of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors held in the Board Room of the Southampton County Office Center, 26022 Administrative Center Drive, Courtland, Virginia on October 26, 2009 at 8:30 AM.           

SUPERVISORS PRESENT

Dallas O. Jones, Chairman  (Drewryville)

Walter L. Young, Jr., Vice-Chairman  (Franklin)

Walter D. Brown, III (Newsoms)

Carl J. Faison  (Boykins-Branchville)

Anita T. Felts  (Jerusalem)

Ronald M. West

Moses Wyche  (Capron)

SUPERVISORS ABSENT

None

OTHERS PRESENT

Michael W. Johnson, County Administrator (Clerk)

James A. Randolph, Assistant County Administrator

Julia G. Williams, Finance Director

Robert L. Barnett, Director of Community Development

Julien W. Johnson, Jr. Public Utilities Director

Sandi Plyler, Information Technology Manager

Beth Lewis, Principal Planner

Richard E. Railey, Jr., County Attorney

Susan H. Wright, Administrative Secretary

Chairman Jones called the meeting to order, and after the Pledge of Allegiance, Supervisor West gave the invocation.    

Chairman Jones sought approval of the minutes of the September 28, 2009 Regular Session.  They were approved as presented, as there were no additions or corrections.  
Regarding highway matters, Chairman Jones recognized Mr. Joe Lomax, Residency Administrator of the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) Franklin Residency.  

Mr. Lomax advised that mowing was ongoing on both primary and secondary roads.  He informed that Benny Necessary retired as Superintendent of the Franklin Residency.  Mr. Ben Bryant was taking over as Superintendent.  Benny’s experience could not be replaced, but they were fortunate to have Mr. Bryant.  He introduced Mr. Bryant to the Board.  The Board welcomed him.    

Mr. Michael Johnson, County Administrator, advised that included in the agenda was a resolution directing the installation of three (3) “Watch for Children” signs in the Country Roads Estates subdivision.  The request was consistent with the Board’s policy adopted in October 1997, a copy of which was also included in the agenda.  The cost of installing the signs would come out of the state secondary system construction budget.  
The resolution is as follows:

At a meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia, held in the Southampton County Office Center, Board of Supervisors’ Meeting Room, 26022 Administration Center Drive, Courtland, Virginia on Monday, October 26, 2009 at 8:30 a.m.
PRESENT:

Dallas O. Jones, Chairman




Walter L. Young, Vice-Chairman




Walter D. Brown, III




Carl J. Faison




Anita T. Felts




Ronald M. West




Moses Wyche

IN RE:

“Watch for Children” signage request
Supervisor _________________________ moved that:


“The County Administrator is directed to request the Virginia Department of Transportation to 


install and maintain ‘Watch for Children’ signage on Deer Trail Drive and Hunter Point Road 


alerting motorists that children may be at play.”  

Seconded by Supervisor _________________________.  

Voting on the Item:
Supervisors _________________________ - YES;





       _________________________ - NO.

A COPY TESTE:

___________________________________

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk

Southampton County Board of Supervisors
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Wyche, to adopt the resolution.  All were in favor.  
Mr. Johnson advised that included in the agenda was a resolution requesting VDOT to include certain segments of Rt. 731, Rt. 1220, and Rt. 1221 in the Secondary System of Highways and to abandon certain formerly used segments.  He stated that this was a housekeeping item brought to his attention by the VDOT Central Office staff in Richmond.  Notwithstanding adoption of a similar resolution in 1998, the VDOT staff had prepared another resolution to “clean up” some loose ends remaining after construction of the Rt. 58/35 overpass at Southampton High School.  The resolution officially abandoned 0.5 miles of the right-of-way of old Route 35 and 0.11 miles of old Route 731, added 0.10 miles of Rt. 1220, 0.03 miles of Rt. 1221, and 0.11 miles of new Rt. 731, and transferred 0.18 miles of old Rt. 35 from the Primary system to the secondary system of highways.  
The resolution is as follows:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS


COUNTY OF SOUTHAMPTON, VIRGINIA


Resolution
At a regular meeting of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors held in Courtland, Southampton, Virginia, on the 26th day of October, 2009:

On motion of ________, which carried ___, the following resolution was adopted:

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO INCLUDE CERTAIN SEGMENTS OF ROUTE 731, ROUTE 1220, AND ROUTE 1221 ROAD INTO THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS AND TO ABANDON CERTAIN FORMERLY USED SEGMENTS


WHEREAS, the following street, which is shown on the attached VDOT map entitled "Changes in the Primary and Secondary Systems due to Relocation and Construction on Route 35, Projects: 6058-087-E10, C501, dated at Richmond, Virginia, March 12, 1998," has been constructed to standards equal to the Virginia Department of Transportation's Subdivision Street Requirements as a requisite for acceptance for maintenance as part of the Secondary System of State Highways; and

WHEREAS, the Residency Administrator for the Virginia Department of Transportation has inspected this street and found it to be acceptable for maintenance; and

WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors does hereby guarantee unencumbered rights-of-way, as described on the following Form AM-4.3, plus the necessary easements for cuts, fills, and drainage for this street;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, this the 28th day of September, 2009, that the Virginia Department of Transportation be, and it hereby is, requested to add and maintain the street described on the following Form AM-4.3 as part of the Secondary System of State Highways, pursuant to Section 33.1-229, Code of Virginia, 1950 amended, and the regulatory requirements of VDOT.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that certain segments, also as described on the following Form AM-4.3 be, and they are hereby, abandoned.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Residency Administrator of the Virginia Department of Transportation. 

In the County of Southampton

By resolution of the governing body adopted September 28, 2009

The following VDOT Form AM-4.3 is hereby attached and incorporated as part of the governing body's resolution for changes in the secondary system of state highways.

Type Change to the Secondary System of State Highways:  Abandonment
The following facilities of the Secondary System of State Highways are hereby ordered abandoned, pursuant to the statutory authority cited:

Project/Subdivision:  6058-087-E10, C501
Reason for Change:

VDOT Project

Pursuant to Code of Virginia Statute:
§33.1-155

Street Name and/or Route Number

►
State Route Number 



Old Route Number: 35






From:
 Station 23+55



To:
 Station 29+00

►
State Route Number 



Old Route Number: 35


From:
 Station 34+07



To:
 Station 48+47

►
State Route Number 



Old Route Number: 35






From:
 Station 52+95



To:
 Station 59+51

►
State Route Number 



Old Route Number: 731


From:
 Station 10+19



To:
 Station 14+46

►
State Route Number 



Old Route Number: 731


From:
 Station 10+17



To:
 Station 11+80

Type Change to the Secondary System of State Highways:  Addition

The following additions to the Secondary System of State Highways, pursuant to the statutory provision or provisions cited, are hereby requested; the right-of-way for which, including additional easements for cuts, fills and drainage, as required, is hereby guaranteed:

Project/Subdivision:  6058-087-E10, C501
Reason for Change:
 
VDOT Project

Pursuant to Code of Virginia Statute: 
§33.1-229

Street Name and/or Route Number

►
State Route Number 1220



Old Route Number: ____




From:
 Station 28+50



To:
 Station 29+54


Right-of-Way width (feet) = 50 feet

►
State Route Number 1220


Old Route Number: ____



From:
 Station 35+00



To:
 Station 39+00


Right- of-Way width (feet) = 50 feet

►
State Route Number 1221


Old Route Number: ____



From:
 Station 46+87



To:
 Station 48+47


Right- of-Way width (feet) = 50 feet

►
State Route Number 731



Old Route Number: 


From:
 Station 10+19



To:
 Station 14+46


Right-of-Way width (feet) = 80 feet

►
State Route Number 731



Old Route Number: 


From:
 Station 10+17



To:
 Station 11+80


Right- of-Way width (feet) = 80 feet

Type Change to the Secondary System of State Highways:  Transfer

The following transfers of Primary Road to the Secondary System of State Highways, pursuant to the statutory provision or provisions cited, are hereby requested; the right-of-way for which, including additional easements for cuts, fills and drainage, as required, is hereby guaranteed:
Project/Subdivision:  6058-087-E10, C501
Reason for Change:

VDOT Project

Pursuant to Code of Virginia Statute:
§33.1-135

►
State Route Number 1220


Old Route Number: 35



From:
 Station 29+00



To:
 Station 34+07


Right- of-Way width (feet) = 50 feet

►
State Route Number 1221


Old Route Number: 35



From:
 Station 48+47



To:
 Station 52+95


Right- of-Way width (feet) = 50 feet



Recordation Reference: Project Sketch Sheets 1

The sketch to which the resolution refers is as follows:

[image: image7.png].

Next Steps

Request Bunrootis to submit a detailed
phase proposal

Post proposal for public comment
Advertise public hearing

Receive public comment

Negotiate final terms of agreement
Accept or reject agreement (mid January)





Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor West, to adopt the resolution.  All were in favor.  

Regarding reports, various reports were received and provided in the agenda.  They were Financial, Sheriff’s Office (Communication Center Activities, EMS and Fire Department Activities, Traffic Tickets, and Civil Papers), Animal Control, Litter Control, Building Permits, and New Housing Starts.  Also Treasurer’s Report, Delinquent Tax Collection, Solid Waste Quantities, Project Updates (PPEA Utility Project, Turner Tract Development, and Groundwater Withdrawal Permit Applications), and Personnel. 

Supervisor West asked when would the tax bills be mailed out?  Mrs. Sandi Plyler, Information Technology Manager who was in the audience, replied that they would be mailed out at the end of this week or the beginning of next week.  

In regards to the Personnel Report, Mr. Johnson advised that Joni N. Necessary was separated from the Sheriff’s Office effective 10/01/09.  
Moving to financial matters, Mr. Johnson presented a PowerPoint presentation in which he provided a financial status report.  The past fiscal year, FY 2009, was stronger than expected in that revenues were higher and expenditures were lower than anticipated, and at the close of FY 2009, they expected the Fund Balance to remain stronger than anticipated at approximately $6 million.  He shared a breakdown of the appropriated revenues and actual revenues for Local Revenue, State Revenue, and Transfers.  He shared a breakdown of the appropriated expenditures and actual expenditures.  Ultimately, they spent about $1.8 million less than was budgeted.  The big savings was Local Funds for Schools – Schools underspent their budget by $1,132,042.  He noted that historically, the Board had appropriated that money back to the schools, and that was certainly his recommendation again.  Mr. Charles Turner, Superintendent, had been well aware of the decline in state revenues, and that the stimulus funds got them “over the hump” in the current fiscal year.  As a result, he had been very judicious with the use of their money.   

Regarding the current FY 2010 budget, Mr. Johnson advised that the current budget of $56,885,219 was comprised of State Revenue - $24,608,253, Federal Revenue – 3,569,720, and Local Revenue - $28,707,246.  They learned last month that State Revenue (primarily funding to the Constitutional Officers) would be down about $236,000 due to the Governor’s budget reductions.  The Commonwealth Attorney’s Office and Sheriff’s Office, who were hardest hit, had some vacant positions they could keep unfilled and fortunately absorb the majority of their revenue shortfalls.  The exception was in the Clerk of the Circuit Court’s Office – they just did not have any flexibility in their budget and the County would have to make up about $20,000 of those cuts – as well as a few thousand dollars in the Treasurer’s Office.  He stated that Local Revenue would also be down.  When preparing the FY 2010 budget, they made assumptions regarding the assessed values of property.  He shared those figures along with the actual assessed values.  In most cases, they assumed higher assessed values than what they ended up with. As a result, they expected real estate revenues in FY 2010 to come in about $220,000 less, and personal property about $600,000 less than budgeted.  They were ultimately expecting about a 4% shortfall in general property tax revenues.  The shortfall in the real estate revenues was attributed to additional property valued at $29.3 million being enrolled in the land use program, and a 72% increase in applications for tax relief from the elderly and handicapped, which equated to an additional revenue reduction of about $22,000.  The shortfall in the personal property revenues was attributed to the fact that vehicle values had fallen sharply - the decreased value of SUVs, pickup trucks, and work trucks (F-250s and larger) resulted in a revenue reduction of $72,000, a little over $72,000, and $39,000 respectively.  Mr. Johnson advised that the revenue shortfalls were substantial, but not catastrophic.  Overall, they expected the local revenues to run about 4% below budget.  It  was early in the fiscal year and they could try to control expenses as much as possible and try to come in as close to budget as possible.  

Supervisor Brown advised that the decrease in personal property vehicle values was likely partly attributable to people not buying new vehicles.  Mr. Johnson agreed and added that people were also not trading vehicles – they were holding on to what they had .   
Supervisor West stated that the closing of the International Paper Mill was a new factor.  Mr. Johnson advised that he had placed the topic under Late Arriving Matters, but they could touch on it now.  As far as direct tax revenues, Southampton County would not feel the same sting as Isle of Wight County and the City of Franklin, with most of the Mill facilities located in Isle of Wight County and their revenue sharing agreement with the City of Franklin.  We would feel some pinch from the Converting Innovation Center.  The biggest impact would be the ripple effects, and they were very difficult to quantity.  A substantial part of the workforce at the Mill were Southampton County residents.  We did not know exactly what impact that would have on them, on the local economy, retail sector, service sector, and right on down the line.  He was most concerned about the ripples, and in the coming weeks and months thought they may be able to begin an assessment.  

Supervisor Brown stated that they also needed to look at the impact of the possible relocation of those directly affected.  Mr. Johnson agreed.  

Supervisor West asked about our tipping fee with SPSA going from $170/ton to possibly $200/ton, as that was an additional expense.  Where were we going with that?  Mr. Johnson replied that the tipping fee was the “wild card” in the current FY 2010 budget.  They anticipated $170/ton and budgeted accordingly.  But as they had seen in the paper, the tipping fee was expected to go as high as $200/ton by FY 2012.  As a result, they needed to continue to reduce their waste stream as much as possible, and also look at any alternative they could to reduce costs.     
Mr. Johnson advised that bills in the amount of $2,535,651.38 were received. 

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisors Brown, that the bills in the amount of $2,535,651.38 be paid with check numbers 94380 through 94713.  All were in favor.    

Moving to appointments, Mr. Johnson announced that as discussed last month, Ms. Alice Parker recently resigned from her position on the Paul D. Camp Community College (PDCCC) local board in order to avoid a conflict of interest – her son, Travis, was hired by PDCCC to serve as its Director of the Upward Bound Program.  Her unexpired term would conclude on June 30, 2010.  Southampton County had two other representatives on the PDCCC local board – A.M. Felts, Jr. and Louis W. Clayton.  He noted that Supervisor Faison agreed to seek Ms. Parker’s successor from the Boykins-Branchville District.  
Supervisor Faison submitted the name of Ms. Keisha Watford, P.O. Box 425, Boykins, VA  23827.  
Supervisor Faison moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to appoint Ms. Keisha Watford to the PDCCC local board.  All were in favor.  

Chairman Jones advised that Louis W. Clayton informed him that he was resigning from the PDCCC local board, and he (Chairman Jones) had already found a successor.  
Mr. Johnson asked Chairman Jones to defer making the appointment until he received an official letter from PDCCC.  

Mr. Johnson advised that he wanted to provide advance notice that two Industrial Development Authority (IDA) Director’s respective terms would conclude on December 31 – Ben S. Lee (representing the Drewryville District) and V.S. Pittman, II (representing the Capron District).  Both gentlemen were eligible for reappointment.  Appointments would need to be made no later than the December 21 regular session.  

Chairman Jones advised that Ben S. Lee had indicated that he was willing to continue to serve.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor West, to reappoint Ben S. Lee as a Director on the IDA.  All were in favor.  

Proceeding to the public hearings, Mr. Johnson announced that the first public hearing was to consider the following:


CPA 2009:01  Application filed by Travis Keech, applicant, on behalf of Jerry and Dorothy 


Keech, owners, requesting an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan designation from 


Single Family Residential to Commercial.  The site is approximately 2.8 acres of a 10.44 


acre site.  The parcel is located in the Sedley Community area and is located on the west 


side of Johnsons Mill Road (Rt. 641) approximately 300’ south of its intersection with 


Vicksville Road (Rt. 645) and is further identified as a portion of Tax Parcel 47-10E.  The 


property is located in the Jerusalem Magisterial District and Jerusalem Voting District.  

Mr. Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator and Secretary to the Planning Commission, advised that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application at its September 10, 2009 meeting and voted 5-1 to recommend approval.  He noted that Mr. Keech’s request was essentially a two step process – the first public hearing was a request to amend the Comprehensive Plan, and the second public hearing was the actual rezoning request.  
Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  
Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He advised that he resided at Darden Mill Estates, which was near the area of the subject property.  He was on the land use task force when they made recommendations for the use of this property.  At that time, we had the 150 ft. strip development concept that everyone was accustomed to.  Because Sedley seemed to be naturally growing northward, they just recommended that they continue the residential use of that area along the roads.  However, since that time, the County had purchased the refuse/dumpster site, which adjoined the subject property, and its long term use as a dumpster site would continue.  There were also 5 quanset hut storage buildings near the subject property.  He did not see any reason not to amend the Comprehensive Plan to allow for a commercial use.  He was in favor of the application.  
Mr. Travis Keech, applicant, confirmed for Supervisor West that the use would just be typical self-storage units in which items were stored inside of the buildings – there would be no outside storage of any kind.  
Supervisor Felts advised that she had a few calls.  She asked would there be just one driveway to both enter and exit.  Mr. Keech replied yes.  Supervisor Felts asked what were the operating hours?  Would customers be able to access the storage units 24 hours per day?  Mr. Keech replied that they had not decided the hours, but initially, they were thinking about keeping the hours to go along with the hours of the refuse site.  However, in the future, they would like to have that option (24 hours/day), but thought it would require an automated gate for security reasons.  Mr. Keech clarified for Supervisor Felts that they planned to have one building that would house 15-20 storage units.  Supervisor Felts stated that one of her callers was very concerned about the excess traffic.  However, she (Supervisor Felts) had utilized storage units and there was never much traffic.  Mr. Keech noted that they had documentation that very little traffic would be generated.  
Vice-Chairman Young stated that Peter Copeland had 40 storage units and he never saw any traffic there, and he went by there at all different times of the day.

Supervisor Brown advised that currently, they were considering an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan.  A lot of the questions being asked really pertained to the rezoning application, which was the subject of the next public hearing.   

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Supervisor Felts moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to accept the Planning Commission’s recommendation and approve the Comprehensive Plan amendment.  All were in favor.  
Mr. Johnson advised that the second public hearing was to consider the following:


REZ 2009:04  Application filed by Travis Keech, applicant, on behalf of Jerry and Dorothy 


Keech, owners, requesting a change in zoning classification from A-2, Agricultural to CB-


2, Conditional Business District, General for approximately 2.8 acres of a 10.44 acre tract 


for the purpose of a 3,000 square foot self-storage building and an office for the self-


storage facility.  The self-storage facility will house 15-20 individual rental units.  The 


parcel is located in the Sedley Community area and is located on the west side of Johnsons 


Mill Road (Rt. 641) approximately 300’ south of its intersection with Vicksville Road (Rt. 


645) and is further identified as a portion of Tax Parcel 47-10E.  The property is located in 


the Jerusalem Magisterial District and Jerusalem Voting District.  
Mr. Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator and Secretary of the Planning Commission, advised that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application at its September 10, 2009 meeting and voted 5-1 to recommend approval, subject to all voluntary proffers.  Mr. Keech had proffered to limit the use of the site to uses that would have a similar impact on the surrounding properties.  Those uses were:

· B-1 (22)  Offices, general business or professional

· B-2 (17)  Garages, parking storage or repair

· B-2 (18) General advertising sign limited in area to 200 square feet as a special exception
(Note:  Uses in the B-1 District are also permitted in the B-2 District, thus the need to address both Districts.)

Supervisor Wyche advised that in reading the Planning Commission’s report, he noticed that one Commissioner voted against the application because it was spot zoning, and there would be two different zonings on the same property.  He asked for clarification.  Mr. Randolph explained that because this rezoning application was just for 2.8 acres of a 10.44 acre property, there would  essentially be a split zoning designation on the property – the front side would be zoned as B-2 (Conditional) and the back side would remain zoned as A-2.  He confirmed that the Commissioner representing the Capron District voted against the application.  It was his understanding that he was not comfortable with a portion of the A-2 zoned property being converted to B-2.  

Supervisor West stated that that made sense.  He asked what would the balance of the property be used for?  Mr. Randolph advised that most of the property was cutover timber property.  And with the size of the property being only 10 acres, as those who farmed may be aware, it could be very difficult to get in there and have productive agricultural land.  

Chairman Jones, who was also a member of the Planning Commission, advised that the Planning Commission took into consideration that this property was located next to a dump site, which likely hindered its uses.  

Mrs. Beth Lewis, Principal Planner, advised that she received 4 phone calls in regards to this rezoning application – 3 were informational and 1 was in support of the rezoning.  She noted that the Planning Commission considered that no one would want to build a house next to the dump site, and the Commission thought that a well-maintained storage facility would be more pleasant to look at than the buildings that were out there now.  
Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He advised that he lived in the general vicinity of this property.  He attended the Planning Commission public hearing and Mr. (John) Drames was the only person who spoke in opposition.  Mr. Drames owned some residential property on the north side of Vicksville Road, which was 700’ from the subject property.  He shared an aerial photo which illustrated that.  Mr. Drames was complaining about the potential for lights at night.  Ms. Hurley owned a piece of property between Mr. Drames and the subject property.  Right now there were young pine trees on the property and he thought her plan was to let them grow to maturity.  As a result, he did not think lighting would interfere with Mr. Drames’ properties.  He also did not think this self-storage facility would generate any more traffic than the dump site already generated.  He recommended the Board’s approval.  
Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Supervisor Brown asked how would this affect any surrounding property owners who may make future requests for amendments to the Comprehensive Plan and/or rezoning requests?  Mr. Randolph advised that the Comprehensive Plan was our roadmap for the future, and we tried to look at all the variables and gauge what might be the best potential use for the property in the future.  The subject property was in an area designated as the Sedley Community Area, and was relatively close to a crossroads intersection.  Also the surrounding uses were the County dump site and quanset hut storage buildings.  The applicant was not asking to construct a convenience store.  The self-storage facility would be relatively low-impact as far as the traffic and the amount of development that would occur on that site.  Mr. Randolph confirmed for Supervisor Brown that approving the request would not have any future impact on our Comprehensive Plan.  Adjacent property owners could certainly come forth and request a rezoning in the future, but they would review each request based upon its own individual merits and inform the property owner that the first step was to seek an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan.  
Supervisor Felts moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to accept the Planning Commission’s recommendation and approve the rezoning, subject to all voluntary proffers.  All were in favor.  

Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was information relative to the upcoming annual meeting of the Virginia Association of Counties.  It was necessary for the Board to designate a representative (prior to November 1) to cast its votes at the annual business meeting on November 10.  At this writing, Chairman Jones, Vice-Chairman Young, Supervisors Brown, Felts, and Wyche, and Mr. Randolph were registered for the conference to be held November 8-10, in Bath County.  He noted that a conference agenda was included in the agenda.  
Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to designate Chairman Jones and Vice-Chairman Young as voting delegate and alternate delegate, respectively.  All were in favor.  
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was an application for a fireworks display permit from Howard L. Vinson, Jr., pursuant to Section 10-73 of the Southampton County Code.  The display was scheduled for Christmas Even between 8:30 and 9:15 PM on the grounds of Hunterdale Baptist Church at 23099 Sedley Road, Franklin.  Similar events had been held the last several years without incident.  The application was in order and a draft permit was included in the agenda.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisors Felts and Wyche, to issue the fireworks display permit.  All were in favor.   
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that last month, pursuant to their adopted PPEA guidelines, they accepted the solicited proposal of Bunrootis, LLC for conceptual phase consideration and directed him to assemble an evaluation and review team to vet the proposal and develop a prospective timeline for the evaluation/review process.  Accordingly, he assembled a team that included representatives of McGuire Woods, LLP and The Timmons Group, and after giving them sufficient time to review the proposal, he met with them in Richmond on October 13.  Included in the agenda was a copy of the comments/concerns raised at that meeting, which were subsequently forwarded to Bunrootis for a response.  Also included was a copy of the Bunrootis response, which indicated that all of the comments and concerns raised by the evaluation and review team could be addressed in a detailed proposal, if the Board advanced the process to the next step. Based upon the Bunrootis response, the evaluation and review team was recommending that they advance the process to the next step, which was to request a detailed phase proposal.  Accordingly, he had prepared a resolution for their consideration that directed preparation of a detailed phase proposal.  

Mr. Johnson then presented the following brief PowerPoint presentation, highlighting the scope of work included in the proposal:
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Vice-Chairman Young stated that his only concern was regarding the concept plan, it seemed there were a lot of unknowns as far as who was responsible for what.  
Mr. Johnson advised that this was an evolution, and Bunrootis had put together a concept at this point.  We had given them our comments and concerns, and they had indicated that they believed they could address all the concerns with submittal of a detailed proposal, if the Board decided to advance to the next stage. 

Mr. Johnson clarified for Supervisor Brown that the wetland credits could be used for any market in the watershed and not just Southampton County.  He noted that if and when the new Route 460 was built, VDOT would need a lot of wetland credits.  Supervisor Brown commended Mr. Johnson for his presentation and noted that he thought this would be productive for the County long term.  
Supervisor West asked, if everything went through as anticipated, when would the groundbreaking take place?  Mr. Johnson replied, by January 16, 2010.  Supervisor West asked, so there was no way the property could or should be farmed or leased for any other purpose, correct?  Mr. Johnson replied, that was correct.  He noted that last year they made the decision not to lease the property because they thought they would have been further along in the project.  Supervisor West stated that was important for the public to know.  
Supervisor Faison asked, where would this environmental bank project put us in terms of development of the Turner Tract?  Mr. Johnson replied that this project would advance it fairly quickly.  Once this project and the road work was done, only the water and sewer improvements would remain, which were currently in the final stages of design.  

The resolution to be considered is as follows:
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA
RESOLUTION 1009-09 

[image: image1.emf][image: image5.png]OVERVIEW OF CONCEPTUAL PROPOSAL
BY BUNROOTIS, LLC

Monday, October 26, 2009
8:30 a.m.

The Project

* Turner Tract — 492 acre site

* 239 acres to be devoted to a wetland and
stream mitigation bank

253 acres devoted to industrial
development

Turner Tract Master Plan

Bunrootis, LLC

* A stand-alone investment entity aligned
with the Acadia Capital Group out of
Dallas, Texas

Significant real estate and investment
experience with a similar project underway
in Hayes Run Creek, West Virginia

¢ Hayes Run Creek — 512 ac. site, former
farm, portion being converted to a wetland
bank

Shamrock Environmental
Corporation

+ Based out of Greensboro, NC

* Leader in the field of stream restoration
and wetlands construction

 Former clients include North Carolina
Department of Transportation, Georgia
Department of Transportation, Piedmont
(NC) Triad Airport, City of Richmond and
Spartanburg Water Authority

Scope of Proposal

Create/restore 45 acres of wetlands by
removing, disabling drain tiles to restore
original hydrology

Restore 12,500 linear feet of stream by
rehabilitating the pattern & profile, and
establishing a vegetative buffer

Preserve 39 acres of forested wetlands,
101 acres of mature forested buffers, and
6,000 linear feet of stream




At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia, held in the Southampton County Office Center, Board of Supervisors’ Meeting Room, 26022 Administration Center Drive, Courtland, Virginia on Monday, October 26, 2009 at 8:30 a.m.
PRESENT

The Honorable Dallas O. Jones, Chairman

The Honorable Walter L. Young, Jr., Vice Chairman

The Honorable Walter D. Brown, III

The Honorable Carl J. Faison

The Honorable Anita T. Felts

The Honorable Ronald M. West

The Honorable Moses Wyche

IN RE:
REQUEST FOR DETAILED PHASE PROPOSAL UNDER THE PUBLIC-PRIVATE EDUCATION FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE ACT

[image: image6.png]Result

* Preserve 239 acres of wetlands, streams
and forested buffers in perpetuity

improving wildlife habitat and water quality

in the watershed

* Expected to yield 56 marketable wetland
credits, and 12,900 stream credits with a
market value in excess of $8 million

Who Buys Wetland Credits

* Anyone whose project impacts wetlands within
the watershed

- VDOT

— Private developers

Allows the purchaser to save time and money in
avoiding the time-consuming permit approval
process to create or restore a wetland to
mitigate their project impacts and eliminates
their risk and responsibility associated with
maintenance of the wetland

Industrial Park

* Synergy with the wetland bank

— Creation/restoration of the wetland and stream
mitigation bank requires removal of a lot of dirt

— Development of the industrial park will require
substantial volumes of fill material

- Both projects are significant “earth-moving” activities

- Industrial Park has its own wetland impacts that must

be mitigated

+ Substantial economies of scale in linking the site
work with the industrial park to the development

of the mitigation bank

Industrial Park Scope of Work

Demolition of structures

Onsite mitigation (roughly 8 acres)
Construction of 2 small stormwater basins
and a portion of the larger basin
Construction of the landscaping berm
along the eastern boundary

* Topsoil stripping and site grading activity
(cut/fill) for 154 acres

Turner Tract Master Plan

Concept Plan

* Bunrootis, LLC - overall responsibility for all construction
as well as sponsor of the mitigation bank

* Shamrock will contract all earthmoving activities from
Bunrootis

+ Bunrootis will utilize its own funds (in excess of $1
million) for site work associated with mitigation bank

* Southampton County will pay Bunrootis for all site work
associated with the industrial Park

* Bunrootis will lease the mitigation bank property from the
IDA (owner) and serve as the mitigation banker,
assuming all responsibility for maintenance and
monitoring and for marketing the credits

* Southampton County and Bunrootis will share the
revenues generated from the credit sales





Motion by Supervisor ______________________:


WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors published a solicitation for certain site development work associated with development of an industrial park, including on-site compensatory mitigation in the form of forested and emergent wetlands and relocated/restored stream, and development, financing, construction and sponsorship of a compensatory wetland and stream mitigation bank; and


WHEREAS, one proposal was submitted in response to the solicitation by Bunrootis, LLC on September 25, 2009; and


WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors accepted the proposal for conceptual phase review at its regular session on September 28, 2009; and


WHEREAS, a technical review of the conceptual proposal by The Timmons Group and McGuire Woods LLC, dated October 16, 2009 found the conceptual proposal to be technically adequate and subject to their comments, recommended that the Board of Supervisors advance the process to the next step in requesting Bunrootis, LLC to prepare a detailed phase proposal for the hereinabove referenced project.


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY, AS FOLLOWS:


(1)  The Board invites Bunrootis, LLC to submit a detailed phase proposal in order to better define the scope of work/services, contractual terms, and associated costs;


(2) The Board authorizes and directs the County Administrator to proceed in negotiating potential terms and provisions of an interim and/or comprehensive agreement, subject to final approval by the Board.

Seconded by Supervisor _________________________.

VOTING ON THE ITEM:

YES –









NO –

A COPY TESTE:

_________________________________

Michael W. Johnson, County Administrator/

Clerk, Southampton County Board of Supervisors
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisors Felts and Wyche, to adopt the resolution, advancing the process to the next step by requesting a detailed phase proposal from Bunrootis, LLC.  All were in favor.  

Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that as directed following their July 27 session, Virginia Tech posted the vacant Agriculture and Natural Resources (ANR) position and solicited qualified candidates through August 28.  They received response from slightly less than 20 interested candidates and, following their screening process, interviewed five (5) candidates earlier this month.  The interviews were conducted by a panel and included active participation from a number of local agricultural producers (including Vice-Chairman Young) and the Virginia Farm Bureau.  The panel reached consensus on the best qualified candidate, but Virginia Tech had not yet tendered an offer because available local funds were not fully sufficient to cover the cost of salary and benefits.  He reminded that our FY 2010 Extension budget included roughly $43,500 for salaries and benefits.  Because the best qualified candidate had a Master’s Degree, according to Mr. Lonnie Johnson, the annual cost of salary and benefits was estimated at $51,395.  Because more than a quarter of the current fiscal year had already passed, it would not be an issue in FY 2010, but would be in subsequent fiscal years (until the state lifted its hiring freeze).  Lonnie had requested Virginia Tech to chip in the difference (slightly less than $8,000), but unfortunately, they declined to chip in anything.  Lonnie also indicated that due to the Governor’s proposed budget reductions, Cooperative Extension would likely lose 50 more positions statewide.  As a result, they may have to look at a totally new way of serving its customers.  They may not be able to put an agent in every county any longer – they may have to look at regional agents that would serve a number of counties.  Although the Board of Supervisors had the right and authority to fill the position with 100% local funds, Lonnie had indicated that it was unlikely that Virginia Tech would ever again fund 2/3 of the salary and benefits for local agents in every county.  
Vice-Chairman Young was concerned that we may not have a 4-H Agent, which he thought was equally as important to Southampton County an Agriculture Agent.  Most every chemical and fertilizer company had technicians available to provide guidance/assistant.  He did not think Agriculture Agents were being used as much as they were 4 or 5 years ago.  Perhaps they should look at sharing an Agriculture Agent with Isle of Wight County, but nonetheless, they did not need to drop 4-H.    
Supervisor Brown advised that he shared the concerns of Vice-Chairman Young from the very beginning.  He did not think we needed to hire someone with a Master’s Degree.  Were there other qualified candidates without a Master’s Degree?  Vice-Chairman Young replied yes, but they were not as excited and not as qualified as the candidate with the Master’s Degree.  
Mr. Michael Johnson, County Administrator, clarified that if the Board was looking to hire a local employee to fill the position, it was ok if that the person not have a Master’s Degree.  However, if the position remained a Virginia Tech position, it was considered a faculty position, which required a Master’s Degree. He noted they would sometimes hire someone with a Bachelor’s Degree who was working towards a Master’s Degree.  

Supervisor Brown stated that because of budgetary constraints, Virginia Tech was trying to vie out of providing any funding, and the financial burden was falling on the County.  As a result, he did not think Virginia Tech should have a say in who we hire.  Mr. Johnson advised that if the Board wanted to fully fund the position, they did not have to involve Virginia Tech at all.  Supervisor Brown stated that perhaps they may need to look at that and/or look at regionalism.  

Mr. Johnson advised that Isle of Wight County was in the same predicament.  As Vice-Chairman Young mentioned, perhaps we should have the discussion with Isle of Wight County about bringing on one candidate and splitting the cost 50/50 for now, and hopefully at some time in the future, Virginia Tech would pick up 2/3 of the salary and benefits for a regional agent.  
Supervisor Brown stated, hypothetically, if we were to hire someone that had been out of college a few years and had an extensive agriculture background (grew up farming, working with livestock, etc.), he would imagine that we could get that person for a little less in the beginning and perhaps incorporate the 4-H aspect within that.  

Vice-Chairman Young advised that he understood what Supervisor Brown was saying, but Lonnie indicated that none of the candidates were cross-trained – they were either trained as an Agriculture Agent or a 4-H Agent.  Some of the candidates were more willing to work with 4-H than others.  It was quite a shock to a couple of the candidates to be asked to do both.  

Mr. Michael Johnson confirmed for Vice-Chairman Young that the benefit to staying associated with Virginia Tech was that the agents could take advantage of Tech’s resources and research.  

Supervisor Wyche indicated that he thought we should have the discussion with Isle of Wight County about a regional agent.   

Chairman Jones agreed and suggested that we delay any action on this item until the County Administrator could set up a meeting with Isle of Wight County and Mr. Lonnie Johnson of Cooperative Extension.  So was the consensus of the Board.  
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that as the Board discussed while deliberating discontinuing the vehicle license decals, we would need to maintain some control of access to our refuse collection centers.  Accordingly, he was recommending issuance of permanent decals that would be affixed to vehicle windshields in the same location as the former decals.  The decals would not be issued annually and were intended to remain on the vehicle as long as it was operable.  Included in the agenda was a report which laid out the process for issuance of the new decals.  He shared a copy of the actual proof of the decal.  Provided the Board was in agreement, we would notify residents of the upcoming change in their 2009 personal property tax bills and begin issuance of the new decals in January 2010.  He explained that if a person had one vehicle registered in the County, they would receive one decal, and for two or more vehicles registered, two decals.  If more were needed, they could come in and make arrangements to get another.  
Chairman Jones noted that we would not be issuing enough decals to make a difference in the trash volumes, abuse of the collection sites, etc.  

Mr. Johnson clarified for Supervisor Brown that the cost to the County for the decals was $0.21 each.  There would be no charge to the citizens initially, but there would be a $5.00 charge per decal after a certain period of time.  
Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to authorize issuance of the permanent RCS decals.  All were in favor.  

Regarding miscellaneous issues, Mr. Johnson announced that as directed last month, included in the front pocket of the agenda was a copy of the informational brochure regarding the upcoming referendum question on the food and beverage tax.  A link to the brochure had been available from our homepage (www.southamptoncounty.org) since October 20.  Approximately 12,000 copies were mailed to registered voters in the County on Friday.   
Mr. Johnson advised that included in the agenda was a copy of the latest annual water and sewer rate report compiled by Draper Aden Associates, which reflected our most recent fee increases in 2009.  Our monthly water rate for 5,000 gallons was now roughly 9% above the median ($27 as compared to $24.75) and our monthly wastewater rate for 5,000 was now 22% above the median ($37 as compared to $30.25).  Our residential connection fee for wastewater was 80% above the median ($1,800 as compared to $1,000).  Our residential facility fee for water was 33% higher than the median ($4,000 as compared to $3,000), and for wastewater, our fee was now 52% higher than the median ($6,000 as compared to $3,957).  
Mr. Johnson confirmed for Supervisor Faison that Southampton County was not the highest.  
Mr. Johnson stated that included in the agenda were project updates on the status of flood mitigation initiatives in the Chowan River Basin.  The report was compiled by Mark Mansfield, Chief of Planning and Policy for the Norfolk District Army Corps of Engineers.  The Section 22 study to develop a recommended stream gauging network was completed in June 2009.  The study recommended a total of seven new stream gauges, three of which would be in Southampton County – on the Meherrin River at Branchville, on the Nottoway River at Delaware, and on the Blackwater River at Broadwater Road (Ivor).  The cost to install the stream gauges was estimated at $125,000 with annual operation and maintenance costs of $79,000.  Funding was being requested from the U.S. Geological Service for the stream gauges.  In addition, as they were aware, the Corps was expected to undertake a comprehensive reconnaissance study of the watershed over the course of 3 fiscal years (FY 2009, 2010, and 2011), subject to final approval of the FY 2020 Energy and Water Appropriations Bill.  

Mr. Johnson informed that included in the agenda were copies of the completed SPSA nominations for our three (3) nominees for the SPSA Board of Directors.  He was awaiting receipt of the signed application from Mr. Cornwell, but expected to have it by the end of the week and would transmit the complete package to the Secretary of the Commonwealth prior to the November 1 deadline.  
Mr. Johnson advised that as directed last month, included in the agenda was copied correspondence to the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation relative to an extension of the scenic river designation on the Nottoway River and a copy of their prompt response.  They anticipated conducting the field evaluation in the spring of 2010.  

Mr. Johnson stated that included in the agenda was a copy of the joint Request for Proposals for recycling services in Franklin, Isle of Wight and Southampton counties.  Responses were due November 16 and they hoped to make a decision prior to the end of the calendar year.  
Mr. Johnson informed that included in the agenda was a copy of one (1) environmental notice:

1) Notice of Violation (NOV) – Girl Scout Council of Colonial Coast – Camp Darden
Mr. Johnson advised that included in the agenda was the following incoming correspondence:

1) 10/13/09 – Virginia Cooperative Extension
2) 10/08/09 – Virginia Resources Authority
3) 10/05/09 – Horizon Health Services, Inc.  
4) 10/05/09 – Recyc Systems, Inc.  
5) 10/05/09 – Auditor of Public Accounts
6) 10/02/09 – Slate Land Holdings, LLC

7) 10/01/09 – Dominion Resources Services

8) 09/29/09 – County of Isle of Wight
Mr. Johnson stated that included in the agenda was the following outgoing correspondence:  

1) 10/20/09 – Waste Alliance, LLC
2) 10/14/09 – McGuire Woods LLC
3) 10/12/09 – Mr. and Mrs. Ron Kropewnicki (Railey and Railey)
4) 10/07/09 – Census 2010 Complete Count Committee members
5) 10/01/09 – Sedley Volunteer Fire Department
6) 10/01/09 – VDOT (Resolution)
7) 8/26/09 – VDOT (Industrial Access Resolution)

Mr. Johnson noted that articles of interest were also included in the agenda.

Moving to late arriving matters, Mr. Johnson announced that everyone had heard the news of International Paper (I.P.) closing its Franklin mill.  He had no advance notice – he received a call around 10:30 AM on October 22 regarding an 11:00 AM press conference, which he attended.  Included in the agenda was a copy of the press release that I.P. issued.  It would be closing the entire mill and all related subsidiaries (Converting Innovation Center, Recycling, etc.) beginning in a couple of weeks and phasing all operations out by next spring.  Roughly 1,100 employees would lose their jobs – he was certain the Board joined him in extending their thoughts and prayers to them.  He could not begin to quantify the economic impact of this announcement.  In addition to the 1,100 employees that were directly affected, there were countless other retailers and service industries (and local government) that were dependent on the money that the mill payroll pumped into this community.  The mill had been a cornerstone of our local economy for more than a century and the days ahead would undoubtedly be difficult for everyone.  
Mr. Johnson advised that Chairman Jones and Vice-Chairman Young attended a meeting yesterday afternoon at Franklin City Hall that was convened by Senator Mark Warner regarding International Paper’s announcement to close the Franklin mill.  He would leave it to them to talk about where that discussion led.  He noted that we were trying to quantify the economic impacts of this closure, and would be working on that in the coming days and weeks.  

Chairman Jones informed that Senator Warner was working hard to try and help in any way that he could.  He would be glad to go to International Paper’s headquarters in Memphis if necessary.  He was very interested in how this closure would affect Southampton County, and would like us to provide him something by Wednesday.  In addition, he wanted us to let him know of any strategy we could come up with that may help.  Chairman Jones noted that there was nothing confirmed as of yet that could help us.    

Supervisor West advised that he read in the paper this morning that Senator Warner would ask International Paper (IP) to reopen the Franklin plant.  Senator Warner indicated that the Franklin plant was profitable and some other plants were not, so it was not understood why this one would be closed.  He also indicated that IP did not study the impact the closure would have on this area.  
Chairman Jones pointed out that the Franklin plant was one of only two in the United States that made a specific type of paper.  However, they had opened two new plants in Brazil.  

Supervisor Brown advised that they needed to intensify their efforts to bring in additional industries.  And they needed to look at any other entity by which they could bring in jobs and additional money to our County.  

Chairman Jones commented that Senator Warner also indicated that we needed to see if we could get International Paper to not demolish the entire plant.  

Supervisor Brown wondered whether or not IP had a buyer for the plant.  

Mr. Johnson advised that IP made it abundantly clear at the press conference that no one would ever make paper there again.    

Vice-Chairman Young stated that Senator Warner advised that we were all in this together.  It was not just the problem of the directly affected communities.  
Supervisor Brown advised that the Governor had initiated a task force by which the Virginia Employment Commission would try and help affected employees.  He hoped the task force would not be situated just in the City of Franklin.  
Supervisor West stated that regarding the application we just submitted for the Enterprise Zone, our stress level just went up, and he thought we should notify the appropriate persons of that.  Mr. Johnson advised that ultimately that designation was made by the Governor, and he was keenly aware of our change in circumstances, but we could make sure that the persons who screened those applications were aware.  

Chairman Jones advised that a comment was made at the meeting last night that perhaps we needed to look at the OLF in a different light.  

Supervisor Brown stated that a landfill also needed to be looked at in a different light.

Mr. Johnson advised that another meeting related to the closure of the I.P. mill would be held at Franklin City Hall this Wednesday, October 28, 2009, at 7:00 PM.  The request was made for two representatives from Southampton County to attend.  Supervisor Brown stated that although he was a Supervisor, he should be able to attend the meeting as a citizen.  Mr. Johnson and Mr. Richard Railey, County Attorney, explained that if more than two board members were together discussing county business, per Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) rules, it was technically a meeting and minutes would have to be taken, etc.  Supervisor Brown stated that he thought any board member who wanted to attend should be able to do so.  

Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to have Chairman Jones and Supervisor Brown represent Southampton County at the meeting on Wednesday.  All were in favor.  

Supervisor West advised that he received a written request from Ivor Youth Baseball requesting funding from the Board of Supervisors.  Mr. Johnson suggested that they defer consideration of this request until the funding process was opened up to other sports teams/organizations.  
Supervisor West stated that he read in the paper that Isle of Wight County hoped to part ways with SPSA.   Mr. Johnson advised that Isle of Wight County was still required to take its solid waste to SPSA and pay the tipping fee and their fair share of SPSA’s debt.  He reminded that the City of Chesapeake was unsuccessful in its attempt to part ways with SPSA.  
Mr. Johnson announced that it was necessary for the Board to conduct a closed meeting in accordance with the provisions set out in the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, for the following purposes:

Section 2.2-3711 (A) (5) Discussion concerning prospective industries where no previous announcement has been made of the business’ or industry’s interest in locating its facilities in the community;

Section 2.2-3711 (A) (7) Consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members related to actual litigation where such briefing in an open session would adversely affect the litigating posture of the public body;

Section 2.2-3711 (A) (3) Discussion of the disposition of publicly held real property where discussion in an open session would adversely affect the bargaining position of the local governing body.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Wyche, to conduct a closed meeting for the purposes previously read.  

Richard Railey, County Attorney, Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator, Julia Williams, Finance Director, Robert Barnett, Director of Community Development, Julien Johnson, Public Utilities Director, and John Smolak, President of Franklin-Southampton Economic Development, Inc., were also present in the closed meeting.  

(Note:  Supervisor Wyche left during the Closed Meeting due to another commitment.)  

Upon returning to open session, Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor West, to adopt the following 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.



Supervisors Voting Aye:
Dallas O. Jones







Walter L. Young, Jr.







Walter D. Brown, III







Carl J. Faison






            Anita T. Felts







Ronald M. West

The motion passed unanimously.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Brown, to continue tonight’s meeting to Wednesday, October 28, 2009 at 7:00 PM at the Paul D. Camp Community College Workforce Development Center in Franklin (meeting regarding International Paper’s announcement that it would close its Franklin Mill).  All were in favor.  
There being no further business, the meeting was recessed at 11:45 AM.       

______________________________


Dallas O. Jones, Chairman

______________________________

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk
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