March 23, 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 March 23, 2009 at 6:00 PM      

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  (Berlin-Ivor)

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

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 Faison gave the invocation.    

Chairman Jones sought approval of the minutes of the February 23, 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 regarding Route 704 (Edgehill), they had gotten their easements together and would next approach the property owners.  
Mr. Lomax advised that the surface treatment/plant mix schedules for the spring and summer would be coming out soon.  The crews were currently prepping the roads for those schedules.  He would provide each Supervisor with a schedule when available.  He noted that Route 460 would be on the schedule.  
Mr. Lomax stated that he knew everyone had seen potholes, washouts, backups of standing water, and water in the ditches.  Crews were currently working to address those problems.  Four inches of rain had shown them where the weak spots were.  


Mr. Lomax advised that he would take any concerns the Board may have.    
Vice-Chairman Young indicated that he had already spoken with Mr. Lomax about the water standing in the road and the ditches.  Supervisor Felts stated that she had already spoken to Mr. Lomax about her concerns as well.  

Supervisor Wyche asked if they had checked on Bryants Church Road?  (Note:  Last month, Supervisor Wyche advised that when traveling westbound, it was very difficult to see the road sign for Bryants Church Road, which was on the opposite side of the road.)  Mr. Jerry Kee, Assistant Residency Administrator of the VDOT Franklin Residency, advised that he had spoken to the right-of-way crew as well as the sign crew and they were working on it.    
Mr. Lomax presented a PowerPoint presentation in which he shared VDOT’s blueprint for the future.  The blueprint consisted of 3 parts to address its $2.6 billion funding shortfall.  The first part of the blueprint included a reduction in new construction projects – more than 800 projects had been deferred or eliminated, including the Route 58 overpass, saving roughly $2 billion.  The second part of the blueprint would involve VDOT staffing changes and organizational restructuring.  They had announced that they would reduce 1,000 classified and 450 part-time staff in its construction development program, field operations, and administrative functions, and would consolidate 15 residency offices and 36 equipment repair facilities around the Commonwealth in the next 18 months.  The third part of the blueprint focused on reductions in VDOT programs and services, which included reducing motorist amenities and maintenance contracts for services not affecting driver safety.  The proposals included reducing rest areas and welcome centers, reducing ferry services, reducing safety service patrols, reducing interstate maintenance services, and reducing vegetation management.  
Supervisor Brown asked Mr. Lomax how they were proposing to reduce ferry services?  Mr. Lomax replied that they were proposing to reduce the number of boats, number of hours, and number of trips.  

Mr. Lomax advised that this document was a work in progress.  Public meetings would be held in each District to share the proposed changes with the public and gather input.  Two meetings were scheduled for the Hampton Roads District – the first on March 16, 2009 at Willoughby Elementary School in Norfolk at 6:00 PM, and the second (Jamestown-Scotland Ferry-focused meeting) on March 17, 2009 at Luther Porter Jackson Middle School in Dendron.  
Supervisor Wyche confirmed with Mr. Lomax that the blueprint as presented, or as may be amended, would go into effect July 1, 2009.  

Supervisor West asked if they were still planning on completing the new VDOT Franklin Residency building which was currently under construction in Courtland?  Mr. Lomax replied yes.  

Mr. Jerry Kee presented a brief PowerPoint presentation in which he shared a proposal for intersection improvements in lieu of a grade-separate interchange at the stoplight on the Courtland bypass.  Two alternatives, A and B, have been proposed.  Both alternatives proposed constructing an at-grade intersection, locating Route 742, relocating the existing signal, and providing a turn lane in the vicinity of the local businesses.  He noted that Mr. Michael Johnson, County Administrator, had been briefed on both alternatives.  VDOT design staff recommended alternative B.  

Supervisor West advised that he agreed with the necessity of a turn lane in front of the businesses, but he did not see the need to move the signal.  

Mr. Kee confirmed for Supervisor West that they had enough money to put in the turn lane.  

Supervisor Felts advised that a turn lane on Route 58 was part of a public hearing later tonight (Ron Parsons).  Mr. Kee clarified that Mr. Parson’s proposed turn lane would tie into that of VDOT.  

In regards to the highway abandonment of a portion of Route 622 near Zuni, Supervisor West asked that the item be tabled until next month.    
Regarding reports, various reports were received and provided in the agenda.  They were Financial, Sheriff’s Office, Animal Control, Litter Control, Communication Center Activity Report, Traffic Tickets, and Building Permits.  Also, New Housing Starts, Cooperative Extension, Treasurer’s Report, EMS and Fire Department Activity, Solid Waste Quantities, and Personnel.  

In regards to the Litter Control report, Supervisor Brown thanked Mr.  Randolph for his assistance in getting Old Bridge Road cleaned up.  Mr. Randolph advised that credit should go to the Sheriff’s Office and Deputy John Griggs, Litter Control Officer.  .    

In regards to the personnel report, Mr. Johnson advised that J. Michael Blythe of the Sheriff’s Office remained on active military leave effective 07/09/08.  
Moving to financial matters, Mr. Johnson announced that bills in the amount of $3,206,855.64 were received. 

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, that the bills in the amount of $3,206,855.64 be paid with check numbers 91393 through 91807.  All were in favor.    

Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda were two youth funding requests – one from the Capron/Drewryville Athletic Association and one from the Newsoms Athletic Association.  At the strategic planning retreat earlier this month, we discussed establishing a fixed aggregate amount for these type activities as a budgetary line item and development of an annual grant application process.  He was currently working on the process and procedures for their consideration and intended to include funding for this purpose in their FY 2010 annual budget, which would be presented next month.  However, in the meantime, unless they direct otherwise, their policy was simply to consider these requests on a case-by-case basis.  
Chairman Jones recognized Jeffrey Pope of the Capron/Drewryville Athletic Association.  

Mr. Pope advised that the northern-facing fence around the existing Drewryville municipal water system which adjoined the ball field and had a common fence was in need of repair or replacement.  He would appreciate the County looking into it.  He advised that he was also here to solicit funding to help with improvements to the existing Drewryville ball field, including new fencing, new backstop, a new concessions building, and batting cages.  In his opinion, the Drewryville facility was in need of the most assistance when compared to the other athletic associations in the County.  He also noted that an old dilapidated school building was adjacent to the field and was an eyesore as well as a safety hazard.  
Mr. Pope clarified for the Board that 60-65 kids participated in softball and baseball with the Capron/Drewryville Athletic Association.  

Mr. Julien Johnson, Director of Public Utilities, indicated that they would take care of the fence.  

Supervisor West moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to specially appropriate funding in the amount of $1,000 to the Capron/Drewryville Athletic Association.  All were in favor.  
Chairman Jones recognized Mr. Tom Riddick, President of the Newsoms Athletic Association.  

Mr. Riddick advised that he was here to solicit funding to help with the purchase of baseball and softball equipment.  The Newsoms Athletic Association was very fortunate to have 10 teams and 130 children participating.  They held fundraisers to help raise funds for the Association.  Last year they sold boston butts and the meat was donated.  This year they had to buy the boston butts so the profits would of course be less.  

Supervisor Brown made a motion to specially appropriate funding in the amount of $1,400 to the Newsoms Athletic Association (in light of the large number of teams and participants).  

Mr. Riddick advised that he appreciated their generosity but he only wanted to accept $1,000.  
Supervisor Brown rescinded his motion.  

Supervisor Brown made a subsequent motion to specially appropriate funding in the amount of $1,000 to the Newsoms Athletic Association.  Supervisor West seconded the motion.  All were in favor.  

Moving to the fireworks permit application, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was an application for a fireworks permit from the Sedley Recreation Association pursuant to Sec. 10-73 of the Southampton County Code.  This display was scheduled for July 4, 2009 at approximately 9:15 PM.  The rain date was July 5.  Permits had been granted annually (with the exception of last year) since 1991 without incident.  The application was in order and a draft permit was included in the agenda for their consideration.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to issue the fireworks permit.  All were in favor.
Moving to the citizen request to address the Board, Mr. Johnson announced that Ms. Barbara Story, who had requested time on the agenda, was not present.  

Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that while the consensus last month was to leave the Extension Agent’s position vacant until the economy improved and the Commonwealth lifted its hiring freeze, he wanted to bring the Board up to date on his latest conversation with Lonnie Johnson, Southeast District Director for Virginia Cooperative Extension.  Mr. (Lonnie) Johnson advised that the starting salary for an entry level agent (no prior experience but with a Master’s degree) was currently $36,000 ($45,000 including all fringe benefits).  As shared last month, in FY 2009, Southampton County’s share of Mr. Alexander’s salary and benefits was slightly more than $29,000.  In addition, Southampton County presently included $1,200 annually in support funding for part-time salaries that was rarely, if ever, used by Cooperative Extension.  These funds may be used in the discretion of the locality.  Accordingly, the net increase of hiring an agent with 100% local dollars (until the freeze was lifted) was roughly $15,000 annually ($45,000 - $29,000 - $1,200 = $14,800).  Mr. (Lonnie) Johnson could make no promises, but advised him that the Commonwealth at least had a history of picking up its fair share of the agent’s salary once a freeze was lifted – it did so in several Virginia counties (Isle of Wight and Northampton, among them), in the early to mid-1990’s.  Mr. (Michael Johnson) advised that if filling the position was something they would like to pursue, he would need to include the additional funding in the FY 2010 annual budget and advise Mr. (Lonnie) Johnson to proceed with the solicitation and hiring process.  
Vice-Chairman Young stated that he knew there was a need, but did not know if we could afford it.  

Supervisor Brown asked Mr. Johnson if there was a projection as to when the hiring freeze would be lifted?  Mr. Johnson replied no.  

Supervisor Faison confirmed with Mr. Johnson that the $15,000 would be a budget increase, but if we chose not to hire an agent, it would be a budget savings of $29,000.  
Supervisor Felts stated the possibility of sharing an agent had been mentioned at last month’s meeting.  Vice-Chairman Young advised that they shared an agent with another locality once before and it did not work out well at all.  

Supervisor Wyche advised that he thought we should keep the position in the budget, but should not fill it at this time.  

Supervisor Brown stated that he was curious as to the length of the time the County had ever been without an agent.  He was interested as to the impact on the farmer, as we were an agrarian community.  

Supervisor West advised that the farmers needed an agent for assistance.  We were only looking at an additional $15,000 – they had given that much out to ball teams.  He thought that the state would come on board once the hiring freeze was lifted.  

Supervisor Faison asked Vice-Chairman Young, who was a farmer, if a farmers were more productive with an agent?  Vice-Chairman Young replied productivity depended on the individual farmer.  An agent could advise and lead a farmer, but could not make that person take his advice.  

Chairman Jones asked for input from citizens in the audience who were farmers.  

Mr. Bruce Phillips spoke.  He advised that he had a list of the job responsibilities that Wes Alexander (recently retired Southampton County Cooperative Extension Agent) had.  There was a need for an agent, but he could make the decision in regards to whether or not the County could afford one.  Perhaps they could check into a part-time agent.  
Chairman Jones asked Mr. Phillips if he utilized Wes Alexander’s services?  Mr. Phillips replied yes.  

Mr. Glenn Updike spoke.  He advised that there was a need for an agent, but they needed to look at a part-time agent or check into whether or not an agent could be transferred from another locality which had more than one agent.  He encouraged the Board to hire an experienced agent, because it would take an agent just out of school 3-5 years to get dirt under their fingernails to figure out what was going on.  He noted that farmers could still call the Tidewater Agricultural Research and Extension Center, but it was difficult to figure out something over the phone.  
Mr. David Edwards spoke.  He advised that he had often times called upon Wes Alexander for assistance.  

Ms. Erika Bonnett, Associate 4-H Extension Agent, spoke.  She advised that her office received at least 5 calls per day with agricultural related questions.  

It was consensus of the Board to keep the position in the budget and perhaps form a committee to evaluate all the options.  

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


REZ 2009:01  Application filed by Larry Whitley, applicant, on behalf of W. Group LLC, 


owner, requesting a change in zoning classification from R-1, Residential to A-2, 


Agricultural approximately 54.69 acres for the purpose of agricultural uses.  The properties 


consist of two separate tax parcels, 47A1-60 and 47A1-1-66A.  The first parcel (TP 47A1-


1-60) is located on the east side of the intersection of Peachtree Road (Rt. 1006) and 


Rosemont Road (Rt. 646).  The second parcel (TP 47A1-1-66A) is located south of the 


intersection of Maple Ave. (Rt. 642) and Rosemont Road (Rt. 646).  The properties are 


located in the Jerusalem Magisterial District and Jerusalem Voting District.  

Mr. Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator, and Secretary to the Planning Commission, reported that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application at its February 12, 2009 meeting and recommended approval.  He noted that this rezoning request was actually a downzoning.  
Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Larry Whitley, applicant, addressed the Board.  He advised that he owned and farmed property surrounding these properties.  He had also been farming the subject properties for a number of years and would continue to do so.  
Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He stated that he was familiar with this property.  He was on the Board of Equalization a few years ago and wrote a letter to Mr. Whitley reminding him that this property was zoned R-1 and not A-2.  

Mr. Glenn Updike spoke.  He stated that all people with this situation should be given a one-time opportunity to downzone at no cost.  If the property were ever rezoned back to R-1, the proffers would be 10-fold any taxes that would ever be collected.  
Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Supervisor Felts moved, seconded by Supervisor Wyche, to accept the Planning Commission’s recommendation and approve the rezoning.  All were in favor.  
Mr. Johnson announced that the second public hearing was to consider the following:


REZ 2009:02  Application filed by Ronald L. Parsons, owner, requesting a change in 


zoning classification from B1, Local Business, to C-B2, Conditional General Business 


approximately 6 acres for the purpose of business uses, as conditioned.  The property is 


located on the south side of Southampton Parkway (Rt. 58) approximately one half (1/2) 


mile east of the intersection of Jerusalem Road (Rt. 58 Business).  The address of the 


property is 28028 Southampton Parkway.  The property is further identified as Tax Parcel 


76-17B and is located in the Franklin Magisterial District and Franklin Voting District.  

Mr. Richard E. Railey, Jr., County Attorney, removed himself from any discussion to avoid any potential conflict of interest.  

Mr. Jay Randolph reported that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application at its February 12, 2009 meeting and recommended approval, subject to all voluntary proffers.  

Mr. Parsons proffered to exclude two uses in the B-1 District and one use in the B-2 District.  (Note: Although the request is to rezone from B-1 to C-B2, all uses permitted in B-1 are also permitted in B-2, thus the need to address both Districts.) 
The excluded uses are as follows:

B-1 District

(.1)
Adult establishments, individual or collectively, including adult arcades, adult bookstores, 


adult cabarets, adult motion picture theaters, adult theaters and massage parlors. 

(6)
Billiards parlor or pool hall, card room, electronic game center or similar recreational 


establishment.  

B-2 District
(16) Fortune teller, palmist, astrologist, numerologist, clairvoyant, craniologist, phrenologist, card reader, spiritual reader or any similar activity.  

Mr. Parsons also proffered to construct a turn lane onto the property off of Route 58.  VDOT had already approved it.  

Mr. Edward Railey, attorney representing Mr. Ron Parson, owner/applicant, addressed the Board.  He asked that the Board following the Planning Commission’s recommendation and approve the rezoning.  Mr. Parson’s request should not be contentious because there were already businesses located along that corridor.   
Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He advised that the building on this property was an eyesore as a vacant building.  If Mr. Parsons could develop the property for business uses, he was in favor it.  He noted that Blue Ridge Mass Appraisal appraised this property at $600,000, and it sold at public auction for slightly more than $400,000.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor West, to accept the Planning Commission’s recommendation and approve the rezoning, subject to all voluntary proffers.  All were in favor.  
Mr. Johnson announced that the third public hearing was to consider the following:


SAB 2009:01  Application filed by Bruce Phillips, applicant, requesting abandonment of 


certain right-of-way of streets in the Sebrell area of Southampton County.  The streets are 


identified as First Street, Second Street, Third Street, an alleyway, and a portion of Church 


Street.  The right-of-way for these streets was reserved via recordation of a plat prepared 


by H.B. Watts dated December 1907 and later revised by James Clark via a plat dated 


February 12, 1913.  The right-of-ways for the described segments have not been developed 


or improved since their recordation.  
Mr. Jay Randolph reported that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this application at its February 12, 2009 meeting and recommended approval.  He noted that with the abandonment of the right-of-way streets, half of the property would go to one property owner and half to the other property owner.  
The following ordinance was to be considered:

ORDINANCE 0309-12C
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, March 23, 2009 at 6:00 p.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:

ORDER OF VACATION AND ABANDONMENT


PORTIONS OF CHURCH STREET, FIRST STREET, SECOND STREET, THIRD 



STREET AND CERTAIN ALLEYWAYS IN THE VILLAGE OF SEBRELL

Motion by Supervisor _______________:


WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted on March 23, 2009 by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, following public notice as prescribed by § 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia; and

WHEREAS, the requirements imposed by § 15.2-2272 (2) of the Code of Virginia, as amended, as it relates to vacation of plats and abandonment of roads and alleyways have been fully complied with; and


WHEREAS, it is the considered opinion of the Southampton County Board of Supervisors that no public necessity exists for the continuance of such roads and alleyways have been fully complied with; and


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED this 23rd day of March, 2009, that the hereinafter described roads and alleyways in or near the Village of Sebrell, Southampton County, Virginia, described in accordance with that certain map entitled “MAP OF THE ‘SEBRELL PROPERTY’ IN SEBRELL, VA.  “ATLANTIC COAST REALTY CO. OF GREENSVILLE, N.C., SCALE 1”=100’, FEBRUARY 12th 1913, JAMES A. CLARK”, duly recorded in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court of Southampton County, Virginia be hereby vacated and abandoned as follows:
1. “That certain undeveloped 16-foot alleyway beginning at Church Street and proceeding in an easterly direction a distance of 335 feet;”

2. “That certain undeveloped portion of Church Street located between Sebrell Avenue and James Street;”

3. “That certain undeveloped portion of Church Street beginning at James Street and proceeding northward a distance of approximately 69.6 feet;”

4. “That certain undeveloped street identified as First Street, located between James Street and Main Street;”
5. “That certain undeveloped street identified as Second Street located between James Street and Main Street;”

6. “That certain undeveloped street identified as Third Street located between James Street and Main Street;”

7. “That certain undeveloped 16-foot alleyway beginning at First Street and proceeding in a westerly direction to its terminus at the western boundary of Block D.”


AND IT IS FURTHER ORDAINED, that the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Southampton County is hereby requested to make proper notations upon said plat of this action of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County in vacating and abandoning said roads and alleyways this 23rd day of March, 2009.  

Seconded by Supervisor _______________.  
VOTING ON THE ITEM:
YES – 





NO – 

A COPY TESTE:

___________________________________

Michael W. Johnson, County Administrator/

Clerk, Southampton County Board of Supervisors

Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Bruce Phillips, applicant, addressed the Board.  He advised that he would very much appreciate the Board’s approval of his application.  
Supervisor Wyche, who represented Mr. Phillips’ district, asked Mr. Phillips in the future to please let him know what was going on ahead of time so he would be better prepared to support it.  

Mr. Ash Cutchin asked if abandoning these right-of-way streets would put the property back on the tax rolls?  Attorney Railey replied yes.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to accept the Planning Commission’s recommendation and adopt the ordinance of vacation and abandonment.  All were in favor.  
Mr. Johnson announced that the fourth public hearing was to consider the following:


Advance citizen comment regarding the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 annual budget.  This 


hearing is intended to provide interested citizens an opportunity to make their views known 


prior to preparation of the county administrator’s draft budget.  Interested citizens are 


invited to offer their comments and recommendations on any and all fiscal matters.  A 


second public hearing will be scheduled for Monday, May 18, 2009 to provide all citizens 


an opportunity to comment on the final draft of the proposed budget.  
Mr. Johnson presented a PowerPoint presentation.  

Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  

Mr. Glenn Updike spoke.  

Mr. Larry Whitley spoke.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Mr. Johnson announced that the fifth public hearing was to consider the following:


An ordinance amending Article V, Chapter 7 of the Southampton County Code increasing 

service fees for emergency ambulance transport, beginning April 1, 2009.  The fees for 

Basic Life Support (BLS) services are proposed to increase from $300 to $350, the fees for 

Advanced Life Support (ALS-2) services are proposed to increase from $500 to $575, and 

the ground transport mileage (GTM) rate is proposed to increase from $8.00 to $10.50 per 

mile.  All proposed increases are consistent with recent revisions to Medicare payment 


policies for emergency ambulance transportation services and are intended to assure the 


provision of adequate and continuing emergency services and to protect and promote the 


public health, safety, and general welfare.  
The ordinance to be considered is as follows:
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN ARTICLE V, CHAPTER 7 OF THE SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE, 1991, AS IT RELATES TO SERVICE FEES FOR EMERGENCY AMBULANCE TRANSPORT
- - - - -
BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia that Section 7-80 (c) of the Southampton County Code be, and hereby is amended and reordained as follows:

CHAPTER 7

ARTICLE V

EMERGENCY AMBULANCE TRANSPORT

Sec. 7-80. Service fees for emergency ambulance transport.  


(c) The schedule of rates for emergency ambulance transport services by the respective rescue squads in Boykins, Capron, Courtland and Ivor shall be as follows:



BLS

$300
$350


ALS-1

$425



ALS-2

$500
$575


GTM

$8.00
$10.50  per mile in addition to transport charges.  

This ordinance shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., April 1, 2009.  
Adopted:  March 23, 2009

Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He stated that they should at least raise the fees to what Medicare and private insurance would pay.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

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

Mr. Johnson announced that the sixth and final public hearing was to consider the following:


A resolution authorizing the acquisition of certain specified rights-of-way or easements for 


water and sewer line construction, including authority for the institution of condemnation 


proceedings, if necessary, pursuant to § 15.2-1903 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, 


and a declaration regarding the necessity of entering upon and taking such property prior to 


the conclusion of condemnation proceedings as provided in §§ 15.2-1905, 25.1-200, et. 


seq., and 25.1-300 et. seq. of said Code.  Southampton County seeks to acquire all such 


easements voluntarily, and will initiate condemnation proceedings only after a bonafide but 


ineffectual offer to purchase the right-of-way or easement has been rejected or ignored.  
The resolution to be considered is as follows:
RESOLUTION AS TO ACQUISITION OF CERTAIN SPECIFIED  RIGHTS-OF-WAY OR  EASEMENTS, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF §§15-2-1901 ET. SEQ. OF THE 1950 CODE OF VIRGINIA, AS AMENDED


The Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia has determined that it is necessary and expedient for Southampton County to acquire certain real estate, situate in the Franklin Magisterial District, by condemnation proceedings, in accordance with the provisions of §§15.2-1901 et. seq.¸ of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended.  The purpose of such acquisition is the construction, installing, expanding, maintaining, or repairing of pipeline, meter boxes, pumps, treatment or storage facilities, or any other appurtenances to the sewage disposal system beginning on United States Highway No. 58 near the interceptor pump station traversing to the  wastewater treatment plant.  Such sewage disposal system necessitates the acquisition of permanent and/or construction easements.  


Although many of the easements have been acquired by donation without compensation, it is necessary as to the easements listed in Schedule "A" attached hereto that the authority for the institution of condemnation proceedings be granted in accordance with §15.2-1903 of said Code.


It is also necessary, in accordance with §§15.2-1904 and 15.2-1905 of said Code that the Board of Supervisors declare the necessity of entering upon and taking  such property prior to or during any such condemnation proceeding so that Southampton County shall be vested with the authority to enter upon and take possession of the real property before the institution and/or conclusion of the condemnation proceedings, as provided in §§15.2-1905, 25.1-200, et. seq. and  25.1-300 et. seq. of said Code.


NOW, BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Southampton County, Virginia:  


That the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, in accordance with the provisions of §§15.2-1901 et. seq. of said Code, hereby authorizes the institution of condemnation proceeding in order to acquire certain real property, as listed on Schedule "A" attached hereto and made a part hereof, which also sets forth the bona fide  but ineffectual offers of compensation and damages, if any, offered each such real property owner.


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia:


That, in accordance with §§15.2-1901, et. seq. of said Code, the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, following a public hearing, hereby declares the necessity of acquiring said real property specified in Schedule "A" attached hereto by the institute of condemnation proceedings.


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia:


That the Southampton County Board of Supervisors, following a public hearing, declares its intent to enter and take certain specified real property, including, but not limited to, rights-of-way or other easements, as listed in Schedule "A" attached hereto, which schedule also sets forth compensation and damages, if any, offered each property owner, representing the bona fide but ineffectual offer of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County and the Board of Supervisors of  Southampton County hereby declares the necessity of entering upon and taking such real property prior to or during the condemnation proceedings so that the  Board of Supervisors of Southampton County shall be vested with the powers set forth in §§15.2-1904,  15.2-1905, 25.1-200, et. seq.,  and 25.1-300, et. seq., of said Code, in accordance with the procedures set forth in said §§15.2-1904, 15.2-1905, 25.1-200, et. seq., and 25.1-300.

SCHEDULE "A"

MARCH 23, 2009

Name 

                  Parcel No.


Tax Map Parcel No. 

     Offer

Desai and Shah, LLC

06



76-76


$        1,400.00

Cathy C. Johnson

08



76-35



 500.00

John Henry Simpson, 

  et als



09



76-34


             500.00

John Henry Simpson, 

 et als, 



10



76-34 A

             500.00

James H. Hart, Jr., et us
11



76-29 B1


 500.00

Eric A. Parker 


013



76-29 B3

             500.00

Fenton B. Holt
, III

15



76-29 B 6


 500.00

Sandfiddlers, LLC

16



76-29 B           

 700.00

Joseph Blake Blythe

17



76-31 C

          3,500.00
Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  

Mr. Ash Cutchin spoke.  He pointed out that the Board must pay just compensation for the easements.  As far as the condemnation, they had to do what they had to do.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Supervisor West moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to adopt the resolution.  All were in favor.  

The Board took a 5-minute break.  

Upon returning to open session, Mr. Johnson announced that as they recalled, development of the Turner Tract included a significant “green component” – establishment of a Wetland and Stream Credit Bank.  The draft mitigation banking instrument (MBI) was transmitted to the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) in March 2008.  Overall, the project would preserve approximately 38.09 acres of wetlands, create/restore 42.92 acres of wetlands, preserve 102.16 acres of forested buffers, preserve 6,806 lf of stream, and restore 7,460 lf of stream.  They expected to end up with 53.54 wetland credits and 8,141 lf of stream credits to market within the watershed.  Development, construction and operation of a wetland bank were highly specialized activities that may be better provided in partnership with the private sector.  He was working on a solicitation for conceptual state proposals under the PPEA for development, construction and operation of a compensatory wetland and stream mitigation bank to “test the waters” and see if there was private sector interest.  Mr. Johnson advised that the solicitation would invite interested parties to submit their qualifications and experience, identify and describe their proposed scope of work and allocation of risk and liability, and explain the level of financial resources that they intended to commit to the project, if selected.  He noted that this was nothing more than a procurement tool – by utilizing the PPEA they were not limiting interested parties to one idea or concept – they had significant discretion in structuring and tailoring their proposal.  In addition, they had the opportunity to propose to share in the cost of developing the bank and future proceeds from the sale of the credits.  He stated that he would like to get this advertised quickly with proposals due back by April 24.  Construction of the wetland bank needed to be coordinated with other construction activities that would be ongoing this summer.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisors Brown and Wyche, to authorize the County Administrator to solicit conceptual stage proposals for development, construction, and operation of a compensatory wetland and stream mitigation bank.  All were in favor.  
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was a capital funding request from the Boykins Volunteer Fire Department and Rescue Squad, Inc.  They intended to utilize the funding to help service debt associated on their 1999 Pumper-Tanker, 2006 Ambulance, and 2008 Brush Truck.  As they knew, beginning in FY 2000, the Board agreed to provide more than $1.2 million over a ten (10) year period for capital improvements for fire and rescue.  The allocable share for each fire department in FY 2009 was $14,000 and for each rescue squad, $7,000.  Funds were earmarked annually for each department or squad and held in escrow pending specific approval by the Board of Supervisors.  Escrowed funds continued to accrue for each department/squad if not drawn down.  The table included in the agenda indicated the status of capital appropriations since FY 2000.  As they could see, the request was in order.  Through March 28, 2009 they had collectively appropriated $1,142,500 for fire and rescue improvements and were holding in escrow and additional $162,500.  
Supervisor Faison moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to approve the capital funding request of the Boykins Volunteer Fire Department and Rescue Squad, Inc. in the sum of $21,000.  All were in favor.  
Moving to the consideration of excise taxes on meals and transient occupancy, Mr. Johnson announced that as discussed at their strategic planning retreat, one of the Board priorities for FY 2010 was to identify alternative revenue sources to minimize future increases to property taxes.  As further discussed, § 58.1-3819 of the Code of Virginia provided that counties may levy a transient occupancy tax with a maximum tax rate of 2%.  A voter referendum was not required and the tax may be levied by ordinance of the Board of Supervisors.  Currently, 63 of the 95 Virginia counties imposed such a tax.  Locally, the counties of Greensville and Isle of Wight and the cities of Franklin, Suffolk and Emporia levied a transient occupancy tax.  The amount of revenue generated by the tax obviously varied, based upon the number of lodging facilities in each locality.  The tax would not apply to transient occupancy within the limits of any incorporated town unless the town granted specific authority to the county.  While it was not likely to generate substantial revenue immediately, it was an untapped resource that could only grow as Southampton County continued to develop.  
Mr. Johnson clarified for Supervisor Brown that 2% was the base for the transient occupancy tax.  A locality had to obtain special General Assembly approval to go up to 5%, with the extra 3% marked specifically for tourism.  
Mr. Johnson clarified for Supervisor Brown that the process was to get an ordinance on the books first imposing the 2%, get the General Assembly to add Southampton County to the list of counties that could impose the extra 3%, and once that was done, amend the ordinance to go up to the 5%.  

Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to direct the County Administrator to advertise the ordinance, included in the agenda, for public comment next month.  All were in favor.  

Accordingly, a First Reading was held on the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN CHAPTER 15 OF THE SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY CODE, 1991, SO AS TO PROVIDE A NEW ARTICLE VIII, TRANSIENT LODGING ROOM RENTAL TAX

- - - - -
BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia that the Southampton County Code be, and hereby is amended and reordained so as to provide a new article VIII, Chapter 15, Section 15-150, et seq. and reading as follows:

CHAPTER 15

ARTICLE VIII
TRANSIENT LODGING ROOM RENTAL TAX

 Sec. 15-150.   Definitions. 


The following words and phrases when used in this article shall, for the purposes of this article, have the following respective meanings, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning: 

Lodging facility: Any public or private hotel, motel, boarding house, travel campground, inn, apartment hotel, hostelry, tourist home or house, rooming house or other lodging place within the county where charges are made for the occupancy of any room or space occupied. 


Person: Any individual, firm, partnership, association, corporation, person acting in a representative capacity, or any group of individuals acting as a unit. 


Room rental: The amount of the charge imposed for the occupancy of any room or space occupied at a lodging facility. 


Transient: Any individual, or group of individuals, who occupy any room or space in a lodging facility for a period of less than thirty (30) consecutive days. 


Treasurer: The treasurer of the county. 
Sec. 15-151.   Levy and rate. 


In addition to any other tax imposed by law, there is hereby imposed and levied on each and every transient a tax equivalent to two (2) percent of the total amount paid for room rental by or for any such transient to any lodging facility.
Sec. 15-152.   Exceptions. 


No tax shall be payable hereunder in any of the following instances: 


(1)  On room rental paid by any federal, state, county or city official or employee when on official business, and the government concerned either pays the rental or reimburses the employee or official. 


(2)  On room rental paid to any hospital, medical clinic, convalescent home or home for aged people. 

Sec. 15-153.   Collection. 


Every person receiving any payment for room rental with respect to which a tax is levied under this article shall collect the amount of tax hereby imposed from the transient on whom the same is levied, or from the person paying for such room rental, at the time payment of such room rental is made. The taxes required to be collected hereunder shall be deemed to be held in trust by the person required to collect the same until remitted as hereinafter required. 
Sec. 15-154.   Reports and remittance. 


The person collecting any such tax shall make out a report upon such forms, and setting forth such information, as the commissioner of revenue may prescribe, showing the amount of room rental charges collected and the tax required to be collected and shall sign and deliver the same to the treasurer with a remittance of such tax. Such reports and remittances shall be made on or before the last day of each month covering the amount of tax collected during the preceding month. Any person operating a lodging facility regularly throughout the year may, upon written application to, and with good cause shown, and upon the written consent of the commissioner of revenue, make reports and remittances on an accounting period basis rather than upon a monthly basis; however, in no event shall any such accounting period exceed five (5) weeks in duration. In the event the commissioner of revenue gives written consent for the making of reports and remittances on such an accounting period, then the report and remittances shall be due on the last day of the month in which such accounting period ends. Any remittances made hereunder by check or money order shall be payable to the County of Southampton. 

Sec. 15-155.   Penalty and interest for nonpayment. 


If any person shall fail or refuse to remit to the treasurer the tax required to be collected and paid under this article, or fail or refuse to submit the reports required by this article within the time and in the amount specified in this article, there shall be added to such tax by the treasurer a penalty of five (5) percent if the failure is for not more than one month, with an additional five (5) percent for each additional month, or fraction thereof, during which the failure continues, not to exceed twenty-five (25) percent in the aggregate; however, in no case shall the penalty be less than ten dollars ($10.00) and such minimum penalty shall apply whether or not any tax is due for the period in which such return was required. In addition, there shall be added to such unpaid tax interest at the rate of eight (8) percent per annum on the amount of tax delinquent, such interest to commence on the first day of the month following the month in which such taxes are due. 

Sec. 15-156.   Failure to collect, report or remit tax; action by commissioner of revenue. 


If any person shall fail or refuse to collect, in whole or in part, or properly to report or remit, such tax within the time required by this article, the commissioner of revenue shall proceed in such manner as he or she may deem best to obtain facts and information on which to base his estimate of the tax due. As soon as the commissioner of revenue has procured such facts and information he or she shall make his or her estimate of the tax due and proceed to determine and assess against such person such estimated tax due together with the penalties and the total amount thereof shall be payable within ten (10) days from the date of such notice; however, before any determination and assessment is made by the commissioner of revenue that any person is liable for tax penalty and interest under this section, he or she shall give such person notice and an opportunity to be heard concerning such possible determination and assessment. 

Sec. 15-157.   Records. 


It shall be the duty of every person liable for the collection and payment to the county of any tax imposed by this article to keep and preserve for a period of three (3) years such suitable records as may be necessary to determine the amount of such tax as he may have been liable for collection of and payment to the county, which records the commissioner of revenue and the treasurer shall have the right to inspect at all reasonable times. 

Sec. 15-158.   Cessation of business. 


Whenever any person required to collect and pay to the county a tax under this article shall cease to operate or otherwise dispose of his business, any tax payable to the county shall become immediately due and payable; and such person shall immediately make a report and pay the tax due. 

Sec. 15-159.   Powers and duties of commissioner of revenue. 


It shall be the duty of the commissioner of revenue to ascertain the name of every person operating a lodging facility in the county liable for collection of the tax levied by this article. The commissioner of revenue shall have the power to adopt rules and regulations not inconsistent with the provisions of this article for the purpose of carrying out and enforcing the payment, collection and remittance of the tax herein levied. 

Sec. 15-160.   Penalty for violation of article. 


Any person violating or failing to comply with any of the provisions of this article shall, upon conviction thereof, be guilty of a Class 3 misdemeanor, and each violation or failure to comply shall constitute a separate offense. The punishment provided for in this section shall be in addition to any other remedy for the collection of taxes provided for by law. 

Sec. 15-161.  Effective date.

This ordinance shall be effective for all tax years beginning on and after July 1, 2009.

A copy teste:_______________________, Clerk

Southampton County Board of Supervisors

Adopted :  April 27, 200

Mr. Johnson advised that the meals tax was a flat percentage imposed on the price of a meal.  While cities and towns were authorized to levy the tax under the general taxing powers found in their respective charters, § 58.1-3833 of the 1950 Code of Virginia provided that counties may impose a meals tax only if approved in a voter referendum.  Counties were further limited to imposing a maximum tax of 4%, while cities may go up to 6.5% and towns to 8%.  Like the transient occupancy tax, counties were also restricted in their authority to levy the meals tax within the limits of an incorporated town unless the town granted the county the authority to do so.  Currently, 40 of the 95 counties in Virginia levied a meals tax.  Locally, the counties of Greensville and Isle of Wight and the cities of Franklin, Suffolk and Emporia had a meals tax.  He informed that in addition to food served at restaurants, a meals tax applied to grocery and convenience stores selling prepared food at a delicatessen.  It did not apply to food and beverages sold through vending machines, food prepared and sold by churches, civic organizations, fire departments and rescue squads, or cafeterias in public schools, nursing homes, and hospitals.  
Mr. Johnson stated that as previously mentioned, a meals tax could be levied only if it was approved in a referendum, conducted in accordance with § 24.2-684 of the Code of Virginia.  A referendum may be initiated either by a resolution of the board of supervisor or by filing a petition signed by a number of registered voters of the county equal in number to 10 percent of the number of voters registered in the county.  If the resolution of the board of supervisors seeking a referendum stated for what projects and/or purposes the revenues collected from the tax were to be used, then the question on the ballot for the referendum would include language stating for what projects and/or purposes the revenues collected from the tax were to be used – that was something to think about if they were serious and may enhance their chances of success.  

Mr. Johnson advised that meals tax referendums were held in seven Virginia counties in November 2008, but only one, in King William County, succeeded and there by the slimmest of margins (by only 45 votes with more than 7,800 voting):


COUNTY


RESULT

Bath County


Defeated 58% to 42%


Culpeper County

Defeated 62% to 38%


Fauquier County

Defeated 69% to 31%


King William County

Approved 50.28% to 49.71%


Loudoun County

Defeated 69% to 31%


Rockingham County

Defeated 53% to 47%


Smyth County


Defeated 72% to 28%

Mr. Johnson informed that contrary to the discussion at their retreat, this issued could be placed on the ballot for the November 2009 election if a resolution was properly prepared and submitted to the Clerk of the Court prior to June 1.  It was important to remember that approval by the voters only granted the Board the authority to levy a meals tax – a tax was not levied until a local ordinance was adopted following a successful referendum.  

Mr. Johnson stated that he had no estimate on the amount of revenue a meals tax may generate.  If this was something they wised to pursue, he could further research the matter and report back next month.  He shared the following tentative timeline:


April 28, 2009


Board consideration of resolution to initiate meals tax 






referendum


May 15, 2009


County Attorney forwards petition to Circuit Court for 






special election


November 3, 2009

Referendum held


November 6, 2009

Election results certified by Electoral Board


February 22, 2010

Public hearing on meals tax ordinance


July 1, 2010


Meals tax implemented

Supervisor Wyche advised that he did not think a meals tax would generate much revenue.  
Supervisor West stated we should initiate a meals tax referendum and let the voters decide.  Vice-Chairman Young agreed.  

Supervisor Felts noted that tourists travelling through the area would also pay the tax, generating additional income.  
Supervisor Brown advised that he would like to see some figures as to the potential amount of revenue a meals tax in Southampton County would generate.  

It was consensus of the Board to have Mr. Johnson further research the potential revenue generated by a meals tax and prepare a resolution for their consideration next month to initiate a meals tax referendum.    

Regarding miscellaneous issues.  Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda were various items of correspondence related to SPSA’s financial woes and the Virginia Resources Authority’s willingness to assist with a debt restructuring.  All 8 member communities responded to VRA in some form or fashion as requested last month, but not all had agreed to provide their full faith and credit (a general obligation pledge) on a restructuring.  There would be additional information related to SPSA issues discussed in closed session.    
He advised that VDEQ had scheduled an informational meeting for March 30, 2009 from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM in our Board Room to publicly discuss technical issues associated with Recyc System Incorporated’s plans to apply treated biosolids to approximately 1,090 net acres of farmland owned and/or operated by J.H. Lee & Sons, Inc.  This was a public meeting for all interested citizens.    
Mr. Johnson informed that the Chief Administrative Officers from the 8 SPSA-member localities had requested the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission to modify its contract with SCS Engineers (the firm that recently completed the post-2018 study) to assess SPSA’s capital assets (WTE, Regional Landfill, and Transfer Stations) in order to have an informed discussion with regard to future divestiture of assets.  The cost of the study was $99,900 – Southampton County’s pro-rata share of the cost was $1,601.19.  
He stated that included in the agenda was correspondence from the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation regarding the planned evaluation of the Blackwater River.  Mr. Randolph would be coordinating the process on our behalf.  Also included in the agenda was a resolution of support from the City of Suffolk.  
Mr. Johnson advised that included in the agenda was a copy of the Riverkeeper’s latest newsletter.    

He informed that included in the agenda were copies of environmental notices with the Kingsdale-Moseley waterworks (NOV for failure to collect bacteriological samples), and Jan’s Country Cooking (NOV for failure to collect required samples).  
Mr. Johnson stated that the following items of incoming correspondence were received:

1) From Branchville Volunteer Fire Department, notice of a lost pager;

2) From WHRO, a note of gratitude for the Board’s sponsorship of their Pioneer Awards program;

3) From the family of Alberta West, a note of gratitude for the Board’s recent expressions of sympathy;

4) From Supervisor Anita Felts, a note of thanks to the county staff for their work in organizing the recent retreat;

5) From ReEnergy Holdings, LLC, a letter to Chairman Jones encouraging SPSA to act on their request for additional information;

6) From the City of Franklin, notice that Mayor Councill and Vice-Mayor Johnson will serve as representatives at the planned regional meetings between Isle of Wight, Southampton, and Franklin;

7) From Erika Bonnett, 4-H Agent, information regarding summer 4-H camp, and an upcoming 4-H Spring Fling Weekend for teenagers;

8) From Delegate Roslyn Tyler, copied correspondence to Mayor Nick Kitchen regarding stimulus money for water improvement projects;

9) From Rear Admiral David Anderson, USN, copied correspondence to Delegate Tyler in response to her letter to the editor regarding the outlying landing field (OLF);
10) From Wheelabrator Technologies, an update on their negotiations with SPSA to acquire the Waste-to-Energy (WTE) facility;

11) From Virginia Tech, an update on their Graduation Certificate in Local Government Management program (Mr. Randolph participates weekly in this program); and

12) From Charter Communications, an update on their Chapter 11 filing and restructuring process.  

Mr. Johnson noted that outgoing correspondence and article of interest were also in the agenda.  

Chairman Jones 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 (Anthony Scodes v. Southampton County Board of Supervisors and Southampton County) where such briefing in an open session would adversely affect the litigating posture of the public body;
Section 2.2-3711 (A) (7) Consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members related to actual litigation (Cheverly Ltd. v. Robert L. Barnett) where such briefing in an open session would adversely affect the litigating posture of the public body; and

Section 2.2-3711 (A) (29) Discussion of a public contract where discussion of the terms and scope of such contract in open session would adversely affect the negotiating strategy of the governing body.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor West, 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, and Julien Johnson, Public Utilities Director, were also present in the closed meeting.  

Upon returning to open session, Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Wyche, 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







Moses Wyche

The motion passed unanimously.  

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:30 PM.    
______________________________


Dallas O. Jones, Chairman




______________________________

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk
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