

December 15, 2008


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 December 15, 2008 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  (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

Julien W. Johnson, Jr., Public Utilities Director

Robert L. Barnett, Director of Community Development

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 November 24, 2008 regular meeting.  The minutes were approved as presented, as there were no additions or corrections.      

Mr. Michael Johnson, County Administrator, announced that included in the agenda was a copy of a Resolution of Appreciation for Wes Alexander, who would be retiring later this month following thirty (30) years service to Virginia Cooperative Extension and the people of Southampton County.  
Mr. Johnson read aloud the following resolution:
RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION TO

WESLEY C. “WES” ALEXANDER


WHEREAS, Wesley C. “Wes” Alexander was hired by Virginia Cooperative Extension in November 1978 as a swine specialist and has worked in Southampton County for more than thirty (30) consecutive years upon his retirement in December 2008; and


WHEREAS, over the course of his career, Wes Alexander has provided reams of research-based data and sound professional advice to scores of county growers, producers, and citizens related to topics ranging from livestock and poultry, crops and grains, insects and pesticides, soils and soil testing, environmental issues and farm safety, enabling them to improve their lives through an educational process that uses scientific knowledge to address their issues and needs; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander has developed, produced and mailed hundreds of newsletters to Southampton County growers and producers, effectively communicating timely production practices, notice of agricultural meetings and workshop opportunities, and recent agricultural statistics; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander has organized, facilitated and conducted dozens of workshops, field days and agricultural meetings to disseminate the very latest information to local growers and producers;  


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander organized and managed the Southampton County Agricultural Pesticide Container Recycling Program, collecting and recycling for beneficial use more than 180,000 plastic pesticide containers since inception of the program in 1993; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander was recognized in 2008 by the Virginia Pesticide Control Board for the high quality of training he developed and provided to the growers of Southside Virginia with the Southampton County Private Applicator Recertification Course; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander organized and managed the used motor oil recycling program for agricultural producers, remarkably enhancing the convenience of recycling services while protecting the watershed and natural environment; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander has devoted countless hours of personal time and energy in serving the people of Southampton County; and


WHEREAS, Wes Alexander’s commitment to agriculture, protection of the environment and kind personal demeanor have facilitated his many accomplishments and earned for him the respect and admiration of his peers.


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia  that Wes Alexander is recognized and commended for his generous and devoted service to the people of Southampton County and is presented this resolution as visual representation of the high esteem in which he is held; and


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be spread upon the minutes of this Board on the fifteenth day of December, 2008, recording and forever preserving its gratitude and appreciation.


Adopted and presented December 15, 2008.








BOARD OF SUPERVISORS








_________________________         








Dallas O. Jones, Chairman

A copy teste:

_________________________

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk

Chairman Jones presented Mr. Alexander with a framed copy of the resolution and thanked him for his service to the County.  
Mr. Alexander thanked the Board for the resolution and stated that he had enjoyed working with them and serving the citizens of Southampton County over the years.  He especially thanked Vice-Chairman Young for all of the assistance he had provided him.  

Regarding highway matters, Chairman Jones recognized Mr. Jerry Kee, Assistant Residency Administrator of the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) Franklin Residency.  

Regarding the highway abandonment of a portion of Route 622 near Zuni, Mr. Johnson reminded that this matter was deferred from last month, at the request of Supervisor West, pending additional information from VDOT.  Included in the agenda was an aerial survey illustrating the improvements that were necessary to facilitate the prospective abandonment.  First, additional right of way must be acquired from John and Gallardo Urquhart in order to construct a cul-de-sac at the rear of the Tucker Swamp Baptist Church property.  In addition, based upon the acute angle of the intersection of Tucker Swamp and Seacock Chapel Road(s), right of way must be acquired from Gracie B. Waters, et als in order to construct a 60’ radius to facilitate the turning motions of larger vehicles attempting to make the turn.  In addition to right-of-way acquisition, there would also be the cost of constructing the cul-de-sac and the turn radius.  
Mr. Johnson continued that as they had previously discussed, the Code of Virginia outlined a process for abandonment of a section of roadway that was in the secondary system, with two related statutes - §§ 33.1-151 and 15.2-2232.  §15.2-2232 related to the legal status of a Comprehensive Plan and provided that the vacation or change of use of streets or roads must be considered by the Planning Commission to determine if the vacation or change was substantially in accord with the Comprehensive Plan.  The Commission was not required, but at the discretion of the Board, may conduct a public hearing.  §33.1-151 was also relevant and obligated the Board to provide public notice of its intention to abandon any section of roadway by posting signs and publishing public notice in the Tidewater News.  After giving notice, if one or more property owners whose property abutted the roadway proposed for abandonment submitted a petition within 30 days, the Board was obligated to advertise and conduct a public hearing.  At the end of the process, in order to abandon the section of roadway, the Board must conclude that:
1. No public necessity existed for continuance of the section of roadway as a public road; or

2. The safety and welfare of the public would be best served by abandoning the section of roadway.  

Supervisor Felts asked what was the length of the road going to the cul-de-sac?  Supervisor West replied about 200 yards.  
Supervisor Brown asked if a cost estimate had been done?  Mr. Jerry Kee of VDOT replied that they did a rough estimate of the actual construction cost and it was estimated at a minimum of $15,000 - $20,000, not including right-of-way acquisitions.  
Supervisor West commented that it was obviously more expensive than anticipated.  However, he and Mr. Kee had talked about some funds that had been set aside over the years that you could dip into if there was a need.  He thought there may be some funds available to assist with this project.  

Mr. Kee clarified that there were some incidental funds, in the amount of approximately $15,000, in the County’s Six Year Plan that could be used for minor projects, but it was up to the Board whether or not they wanted to spend it.  
Supervisor West asked if it was correct that the funds had not been previously used?  Mr. Kee clarified that they had never used the funds for anything like this – they had used the funds for minor things such as cutting slopes back for sight distance, etc.  

Supervisor West advised that the issue was primarily safety and welfare.  The traffic study revealed that a lot of vehicles went through there.  There were a lot of people and children that crossed from one side of the road to the other on Sunday morning, Wednesday night, and other times when there were church activities, because the main parking lot would not hold all the vehicles.  At the back of the property there was a playground as well, so there was a lot of movement of children.  It was a safety issue.  
Supervisor West remarked that they had not contacted the persons from whom they would need to acquire right-of-ways, but they would be glad to do so if it was the desire of the Board to move forward.  
Mr. Kee clarified that the incidental funds were monies set aside each year in case the County needed the funds for rural additions, pipes and entrances, etc.   
Supervisor Brown asked Mr. Kee, with the budgetary constraints that we were being faced with, what did he envision the incidental funds needing to be utilized for in the next year or so?  Mr. Kee advised that they had not used the money in the last couple of years.  The last time they used it was to cut a slope back for a safety issue at a corner.  The money had been sitting there for a couple of years, but it was only $15,000, and it was for incidental things such as this.  

Supervisor Brown asked, if there was a real hard core budget crunch, which was coming, what could these funds be used for?  Mr. Kee replied that they could transfer the funds to a regular project if they had to.  It was in a fund for incidental purposes, but it could be used for any project, including construction projects.  

Supervisor Brown asked if he knew of any pending construction projects in which there may be a shortfall?  Mr. Kee replied that Route 671 was the next one in line on the Six Year Plan, but they had not yet seen the figures.  
Supervisor Faison asked, except for Tucker Swamp Baptist Church, if that section of New Road was being used by others just for convenience to not have to go down to the end and turn?  Supervisor West replied yes.  
Supervisor Brown stated that the abandonment of a section of New Road and the building of a cul-de-sac with taxpayer dollars would basically serve and benefit the constituents of Tucker Swamp Baptist Church.  Supervisor West noted that constituents of Tucker Swamp Baptist Church paid taxes in the County.  Supervisor Brown stated that he was not debating that – he was just trying to get a sense of the benefit to the whole County.  With the way tax dollars were being spent now, it was critical that they looked at the benefit of the whole, and not just the benefit of a certain section.  

Supervisor Brown advised that that was why he kept asking if the $15,000 incidental funds would need to be earmarked for something else.  What if there were flooding issues on Route 671, for example – were they going to be in a crunch to try and get money?  Mr. Kee replied that they may need the $15,000 for something else, but most issues like the example he cited were maintenance issues and would come out of a different pot of money.  
Supervisor Felts asked if they were widening the turn at Route 635 (Tucker Swamp Road) and Route 614 (Seacock Chapel Road) and was that part of this project?  Mr. Kee replied that they were making the turn wider so that larger vehicles could make the turn – actually it was difficult for a car to make the turn.  He clarified that VDOT’ traffic personnel recommended widening that turn should the section of New Road be abandoned.  

Supervisor Felts asked if the section of road from the cul-de-sac back the other way going to be maintained?  Mr. Kee replied yes – it would still be a public road and VDOT would maintain it.  Supervisor Felts confirmed that it would just be a dead end.  
Supervisor Wyche commented that it looked as though the big issue was who would pay for it?

Supervisor West stated that if the Board did not feel it was a good time to do this, it did not have to be done right now.  However, it was a safety issue, especially for children, if that indeed counted.  But he was willing to say that it could wait.  
Supervisor Faison asked what would the total cost of the project be, including the right-of-way acquisitions?  Mr. Kee advised that they were anticipating that people would donate the right-of-ways, so they had not included that cost.  The $15,000 - $20,000 was construction cost.  
Supervisor West stated that Mr. Kee had done a fine job in showing what would be involved.  It would benefit the people of Tucker Swamp Baptist Church who were taxpayers in the County who had children that crossed that road on a regular basis.  There were often 150 children of varying ages there at any one time and there was a lot of movement.  A traffic study was conducted and the results showed that folks did not regard that area very much.  It was a short cut and they took advantage of it and drove through there quickly.  
Chairman Jones suggested that Supervisor West contact the lady on the end (Ms. Gracie B. Waters), who owned property at the intersection of Seacock Chapel Road and Tucker Swamp Road, and find out if she would be willing to donate the right-of-way.  That would give them a better idea of what it was going to cost.  
Supervisor West and the other Board members were ok with the suggestion of Chairman Jones.  

Continuing with highway matters, Mr. Johnson, County Administrator, advised that included in the agenda was a request from the Town of Courtland seeking to add a 0.25 mile section of Laurel Street in to the secondary system of highways pursuant to §33.1-79 of the Code of Virginia.  
Mr. Kee advised that Laurel Street was a narrow 10 ft. wide path/strip located at the northern end of town that was not being maintained.  Approximately 6-8 citizens lived along there.  It was difficult for the post office to get in and out to deliver the mail.

Mr. Kee clarified for Supervisor West that they could cut back trees, motor grade, etc., so the costs would be minor.  He noted that it would not utilize incidental funds – it would be paid for out of a different fund.  

Mr. Kee clarified that an official resolution would need to be considered at their next meeting.  

Mr. Johnson informed that included in the agenda was a resolution requesting VDOT to officially accept the School Access Road serving Riverdale Elementary School into the secondary system of highways pursuant to §33.1-68 of the Code of Virginia.  He reminded that they adopted a similar resolution at their August meeting – the VDOT central office staff added a sentence which provided that the Board and School Board guarantee the required right of way.  
The resolution is as follows:

STANDARD RESOLUTION FOR ADDITION OF SCHOOL ACCESS ROAD


The Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, in regular meeting on the 15th day of December, 2008, adopted the following:






RESOLUTION


WHEREAS, the road described below provides access for school bus traffic from State Route 58 Business to Riverdale Elementary School, a public school,


WHEREAS, construction of the road is complete and meets standards, deemed by the Department of Transportation, appropriate for the traffic anticipated, 


WHEREAS, construction was financed by sources other than those administered by the Virginia Department of Transportation, 


WHEREAS, the School Board of Southampton County and this Board hereby guarantee a right of way of 40-90 feet and additional drainage and slope easements as necessary for maintenance of the road,


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the School Board of Southampton County and this Board, requests the Virginia Department of Transportation to add the following road described below and on the Additions Form AM-4.3 to the Secondary System of State Highways, pursuant to Section 33.1-68, Code of Virginia. 



Village Parkway,   State Route Number 9579



From: Route 58 Business


To:     Riverdale Elementary School, a distance of: 0.47 miles.


Recordation Reference: Book 32 Page 26-28


Right of Way width (feet) =   40-90 FT


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Resident Engineer of the Virginia Department of Transportation.

Recorded Vote 
Moved By:  
Vice-Chairman Young
       
Seconded By:
Supervisor Brown

Yeas:

Dallas O. Jones



Walter L. Young, Jr.



Walter D. Brown, III



Carl J. Faison



Anita T. Felts



Ronald M. West



Moses Wyche

Nays: 

None
A COPY TESTE:

________________________________

Michael W. Johnson, Clerk

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

Mr. Kee advised that VDOT’s right-of-way personnel were evaluating the possibility of a turn lane at Adams Grove – they were currently looking at utilities.  They did finally get the permit for Route 706, Wood Trail (Edgehill).  They would meet with the citizens regarding the easements and hoped to start construction in the next 3-4 months.  He stated that Old Place Road, which was approved for rural rustic, should be paved in the next construction season.  
Vice-Chairman Young thanked Mr. Kee for getting the permit for Edgehill.  He advised that there was a lot of water in the ditches and up to the road in Franklin.  Supervisor Felts advised that the same was true for Courtland and Sedley.  Chairman Jones stated that in front of Jones Lane, there was 4-5 inches of water in the road every time it rained.  Mr. Kee stated that he would check into those issues.    

Regarding reports, various reports were received and provided in the agenda.  They were Financial Report, Sheriff’s Office, Litter Control, Communication Center Activity Report, Traffic Tickets, and Building Permits.  Also, New Housing Starts, Treasurer’s Office, EMS and Fire Department Activity, Delinquent Tax Collection, EMS and Fire Department Activity, Solid Waste Quantities, and Personnel. 

In regards to the personnel report, Mr. Johnson advised that William D. Drewery was hired in the Sheriff’s Office as a dispatcher effective 11/01/08 at an annual salary of $27,068.  Tyrece D. Scott was hired in the Sheriff’s Office as a deputy effective 12/01/08 at an annual salary of $29,843.  Brenda D. Scott was hired in the Sheriff’s Office as a cook effective 12/01/08 at an annual salary of $22,270.  He informed that J. Michael Blythe of the Sheriff’s Office was on active military leave effective 07/09/08.     

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


REZ 2008:05  Application filed by Peter Copeland, owner, requesting a change in zoning 


classification from M-1, Limited Industrial to C-B2, Conditional General Business 


approximately 2.3 acres fro the purpose of business uses, as conditioned.  The property is 


located on the south side of New Market Road (Rt. 688) approximately ¼ mile east of the 


intersection with Southampton Parkway (Rt. 58) and is further identified as a portion of 


Tax Parcel Number 76-31E.  The property is located in the Franklin Magisterial District 


and Franklin 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 November 13, 2008 meeting and recommended approval, subject to all voluntary proffers.  
The applicant had proffered that he would not utilize the following permitted uses in the B-1 and B-2 Districts (Note: All uses permitted in B-1 are also permitted in B-2, thus the need to address both Districts.):

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, with a conditional use permit, provided that such uses shall not be located 

  within two thousand six hundred forty (2,640) lineal feet of any church, school, or 

  residence.

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

  establishment, with a conditional use permit.

(13) Funeral home or undertaking establishment.

B-2 District
(16) Fortune teller, palmist, astrologist, numerologist, clairvoyant, craniologist, 

phrenologist, card reader, spiritual reader or similar activity.

The applicant also proffered to plant a sufficient amount of trees or shrubs to enhance the visual aesthetics on the front of the parcel.
Chairman Jones opened the public hearing.  
Mr. Peter Copeland, owner/applicant, addressed the Board.  He advised that he would be pleased to answer any questions they may have.  

Chairman Jones closed the public hearing.  

Vice-Chairman Young stated that he had not heard any complaints and it was a good business.  

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.  

Moving to financial matters, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was the semiannual appropriations resolution for the second half of FY 2009, with total appropriations of $26,043,846.    
The appropriations resolution is as follows:

	At a meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, 
	
	

	Virginia held in the Board of Supervisors Room on Monday,
	
	

	December 15, 2008
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	           RESOLUTION
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County,
	

	Virginia that the following appropriations be and hereby are made
	
	

	from the Fund to the Fund indicated for the period July 1, 2008
	
	

	through June 30, 2009 for the function and purpose indicated:
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	From the General Fund to the General
	
	
	

	Operating Fund to be expended only
	
	
	

	on order of the Board of Supervisors:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	11010
	Board of Supervisors
	
	
	                      129,275 

	12110
	County Administration
	
	
	                      171,070 

	12310
	Commissioner of Revenue
	
	
	                      146,003 

	12320
	Board of Assessors
	
	
	                                  - 

	12410
	Treasurer
	
	
	
	                      133,056 

	12415
	Delinquent Tax Collection
	
	
	                        12,500 

	12430
	Accounting
	
	
	
	                      116,318 

	12510
	Data Processing
	
	
	                      113,765 

	12550
	Insurance/County Code
	
	
	                                  - 

	13200
	Registrar
	
	
	
	                        75,779 

	21100
	Circuit Court
	
	
	
	                        36,944 

	21200
	Combined District Courts
	
	
	                        12,972 

	21300
	Special Magistrates
	
	
	                             719 

	21600
	Clerk of the Circuit Court
	
	
	                      235,679 

	21700
	Sheriff - Bailiff
	
	
	
	                      216,493 

	21750
	Courthouse Security
	
	
	                        34,408 

	22100
	Commonwealth's Attorney
	
	
	                      272,475 

	22200
	Victim Witness
	
	
	
	                        33,714 

	31200
	Sheriff
	
	
	
	                      829,659 

	31400
	Enhanced 911
	
	
	
	                        81,845 

	31500
	PSAP Wireless E-911
	
	
	                        23,784 

	31750
	School Resource Officer
	
	
	                        23,787 

	32200
	Volunteer Fire Departments
	
	
	                                  - 

	32300
	Volunteer Rescue Squads
	
	
	                                  - 

	32400
	State Forestry Service
	
	
	                                  - 

	33100
	Detention
	
	
	
	                   1,333,625 

	33300
	Probation
	
	
	
	                        39,070 

	34000
	Building Inspections
	
	
	                        59,619 

	35100
	Animal Control
	
	
	
	                        51,883 

	35300
	Medical Examiner
	
	
	                             250 

	35500
	Emergency Service/Civil Defense
	
	                        44,745 

	41320
	Street Lights
	
	
	
	                        22,000 

	41500
	Assign-A-Highway Program
	
	
	                        26,708 

	42300
	Refuse Collection
	
	
	                      366,387 

	42400
	Refuse Disposal
	
	
	                      465,185 

	43000
	Buildings & Grounds
	
	
	                      237,577 

	51100
	Local Health Department
	
	
	                      158,303 

	52000
	Mental Health Services
	
	
	                                  - 

	53220
	State/Local Hospitalization
	
	
	                                  - 

	53240
	Sr Services of Southeastern
	
	
	                                  - 

	53500
	Comprehensive Services Act
	
	
	                        41,004 

	53600
	STOP Organization
	
	
	                                  - 

	72000
	Community Concert Series
	
	
	                                  - 

	72200
	Rawls Museum Arts
	
	
	                                  - 

	72500
	Historical Society
	
	
	                                  - 

	73200
	Walter Cecil Rawls Library
	
	
	                      133,386 

	81100
	Planning/Zoning
	
	
	                      126,041 

	81500
	Economic Development
	
	
	                                  - 

	82400
	Soil & Water Conservation District
	
	                                  - 

	83500
	Cooperative Extension Service
	
	
	                        28,048 

	91400
	Non-Departmental Operating
	
	
	                        35,000 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                   5,869,076 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	From the General Fund to the Enterprise
	
	
	

	Fund to be expended only on order of the
	
	
	

	Board of Supervisors:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	89600
	Enterprise Fund Water
	
	
	                      285,359 

	89500
	Enterprise Fund Sewer
	
	
	                      456,826 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                      742,185 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	From the General Fund to the Building
	
	
	

	Fund to be expended only on order of 
	
	
	

	the Board of Supervisors:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	94000
	Building Fund
	
	
	
	                   2,120,402 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                   2,120,402 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	From the General Fund to the School Operating
	
	
	

	Fund to be expended only on order of the
	
	
	

	Southampton County School Board:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	61000
	Instruction
	
	
	
	                   9,373,072 

	62000
	Administration
	
	
	
	                      663,165 

	63000
	Other Direction & Management
	
	
	                   1,458,126 

	64000
	Operation & Maintenance Services
	
	                   1,722,901 

	68000
	School Food Service
	
	
	                        53,451 

	66000
	Facilities
	
	
	
	                                  - 

	67000
	Debt Service
	
	
	
	                      883,414 

	260
	Rental Textbook
	
	
	                      208,598 

	265
	Technology
	
	
	
	                                  - 

	400
	At Risk 4-Year Olds
	
	
	                      103,000 

	450
	Early Reading Intervention
	
	
	                        69,025 

	500
	Title I
	
	
	
	                        26,187 

	525
	Reading First Grant
	
	
	                      256,576 

	550
	Title VIB Special Ed-Flow Through
	
	                        83,331 

	560
	21st Century Community Learning Center
	
	                      322,418 

	600
	Title VI Innovative Educ Program
	
	                        67,935 

	625
	Title II-A Training and Recruitment
	
	                        73,229 

	630
	Title IID Ed Tech
	
	
	                          2,723 

	650
	Substance & Drug Prevention
	
	
	                          6,154 

	800
	Vocational Special Education
	
	
	                        24,798 

	850
	Opportunity Inc
	
	
	                      100,000 

	900
	Pre-School Incentive
	
	
	                          6,926 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                 15,505,029 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	   

	From the General Fund to the School Operating
	
	
	

	Fund to be expended only on order of the
	
	
	

	Southampton County School Board:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	65100
	School Food Service
	
	
	                      546,500 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                      546,500 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	From the Virginia Public Assistance Fund to the
	
	
	

	Virginia Public Assistance Operating Fund to be
	
	
	

	expended only on order of the Social Services
	
	
	

	Board of Southampton County:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	309
	Welfare Administration (Eligibility)
	
	                      500,381 

	310
	Welfare Administration (Service)
	
	                      370,298 

	313
	Benefit Programs
	
	
	                      389,975 

	
	
	
	
	
	                ________ 

	
	
	
	
	TOTAL
	                   1,260,654 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	             ========= 

	
	TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS
	
	
	                 26,043,846 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Treasurer of Southampton County
	

	shall transfer to the accounts as indicated, the funds from time
	
	

	to time, as the need occurs and as funds become available.
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	A copy teste: ___________________________________,Clerk
	
	

	
	            Michael W. Johnson
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Southampton County Board of Supervisors
	
	
	

	12/15/08
	
	
	
	
	


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

Mr. Johnson advised that bills in the amount of $2,055,624.16 had been received.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, that the bills in the amount of $2,055,624.16 be paid with check numbers 90156 through 90485.  All were in favor.      

Mr. Johnson stated that in keeping with past traditions, he was seeking the Board’s authority to provide early payroll disbursement for all employees in December.  He was requesting a motion to issue payroll checks to all employees for the December pay period on Friday, December 19, 2008.  

Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisors Felts, to authorize early payroll disbursement on December 19, 2008.  All were in favor.  

Mr. Johnson informed that under separate cover with the agenda was a copy of the FY 2008 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (Audit) prepared by Creedle, Jones, and Alga, P.C., Certified Public Accountants.  Mr. David Alga would present their report.  The schedule of findings and questioned costs appeared on page 69 of the report.  The report included an unqualified (clean) opinion with no significant deficiencies, no instances of noncompliance and no findings.  He noted that the audit was only a snapshot of the County’s financial position on June 30, 2008 – there had been a number of changes since that time which were not reflected in the audit.  
The major items to note for FY 2008 were:
· In the general fund, we received 2.4% more revenue than budgeted - $582,677 (page 48).  Some of the more significant areas of revenue growth included local and communications sales tax, tax on recordation and wills, fines and forfeitures, shared costs from the City of Franklin and state aid for jail operations;

· In the general fund, we spent 3.9% less than budgeted - $929,057 (page 50);

· The school board underspent its local budget by 4.9% - $483,195 (page 49).  (Please note that these funds were subsequently re-appropriated back to them for use in FY 2009 by resolution adopted last month);

· The end of year general fund balance grew by 2.86% - $6,537,278 (page 14) and remained well within recommended fiscal guidelines for a healthy organization (represents roughly 11.96% of the total budget of $54,676,371);

· The FY 2009 budget provides for up to $1,521,512 to come from the unappropriated general fund reserve, if necessary, to balance.  

Chairman Jones recognized Mr. David Alga.  

Mr. Alga presented the FY 2008 Comprehensive Annual Report (Audit).  He advised that he enjoyed working with the County staff.  The purpose of the audit was to try and determine the reliability of the financial statements.  They conducted interviews with staff to determine accounting practices, and sampled and tested transactions.  The County was healthy, had adequate reserves, and the revenues and debt were well balanced.  The reserve was there to rely on during hard times.  
Chairman Jones stated that we were fortunate to have good people on our staff.  

Moving to appointments, Mr. Johnson announced that as discussed last month, the term of Mr. E. P. “Buddy” Kea, Jr. on the Industrial Development Authority recently expired.  

Supervisor West indicated that Mr. Kee was willing to serve another term, which would run through September 2013.  
Supervisor West moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to reappoint Mr. E. P. “Buddy” Kea, Jr. to the Industrial Development Authority.  All were in favor.    

Mr. Johnson advised that as they may recall, the bylaws for Franklin-Southampton Futures, Inc. provided that the Board would consist of nine (9) members, two of which shall have been nominated by the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, two by the Franklin City Council, two by the local foundations (Franklin-Southampton Charities and The Camp Foundation), one by the Chamber of Commerce and one by the full membership of Franklin-Southampton Futures, Inc.  The ninth member of the Board was the Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Franklin-Southampton Economic Development Authority.  No elected official, city manager, county administrator, or school superintendent of Southampton County or the City of Franklin was permitted to serve on the Board of Directors.  He informed that Mrs. Jane Riddick Fries, one of the original Southampton County nominees, recently announced that she was unable to serve another term, due to professional and family commitments.  It was his understanding that Supervisor West had spoken with and intended to nominate Mrs. Ashlyn Scarborough to succeed Mrs. Fries.  
Supervisor West stated that he had indeed spoken to Mrs. Ashlyn Scarborough and she was excited and willing to serve.  
Supervisor West moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to nominate Mrs. Ashlyn Scarborough to succeed Mrs. Jane Riddick Fries on the Board of Directors for Franklin-Southampton Futures, Inc.  All were in favor.  
Moving to 2009 organizational matters, Mr. Johnson announced that §15.2-1416, Code of Virginia, required each Board of Supervisors to meet at a public place in January each year to organize itself by electing a Chairman and Vice-Chairman and setting the days, times and places of regular meetings to be held during the ensuing months.  The employee holiday schedule for the coming year was typically adopted at the organizational meeting as well.  Historically (up until 1999), the Board met on the first working day each year at 9:00 AM for this specific purpose.  Since 1999, organizational matters had been deferred until the regular January meeting.  If they would prefer not to have a special meeting simply to resolve organizational matters, a motion was required to establish Monday, January 26, 2009 at 6:00 PM as the annual/organizational meeting.  Otherwise, a motion would be required to establish the date and time for a special organizational meeting by the Board.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to establish Monday, January 26, 2009 as the date for the 2009 Annual Meeting.  All were in favor.  

Mr. Johnson advised that as a result of the Board establishing Monday, January 26, 2009 as the date of the 2009 Annual Meeting, a motion was also required to establish and set aside the following two legal holidays which would occur prior to that meeting:

· Friday, January 16, 2009 – Lee-Jackson Day; and

· Monday, January 19, 2009 – Martin Luther King, Jr. Day

Supervisor Brown moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to fix and set aside those holidays for County employees.  All were in favor.  

Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that they may recall a joint meeting with the Isle of Wight County Board of Supervisors in November 2007 regarding the state scenic river designation process and its potential application to certain segments of the Blackwater River.  At that time, the Isle of Wight County Board voted to have its staff coordinate the details of the designation process with Southampton County.  While it was the consensus of our group that designation was generally positive, no official action was taken.   There were essentially 5 basic steps involved with the designation process:

1. The river must be evaluated by state officials to determine if it qualifies for the designation based upon 11 defined criteria;

2. A report is prepared by the Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR) and distributed to the Virginia Scenic River Advisory Board for review and comment;

3. Copies of the report are then forwarded to the respective local governing bodies with proposed legislation to designate the river as scenic;

4. At the request of the local governing bodies, the legislation is introduced by a local member of the Virginia General Assembly; and

5. The legislation is passed and signed by the Governor.  

Mr. Johnson continued that there was an opportunity for public review and comment once the report had been received by the governing bodies, but prior to requesting a member of the General Assembly to introduce the legislation.  County staff was presently working in concert with staff members in Isle of Wight, Franklin and the City of Suffolk to seek authority from each respective governing body to formally request DCR to evaluate the river.  It was his understanding that the report would be completed by the summer of 2009 and a bill could be introduced as early as the 2010 legislative session.  Mr. Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator, has put together a brief report regarding the designation process, including the minutes of that November 2007 joint session with Isle of Wight County.  The report was included in the agenda.  
Supervisor Wyche moved, seconded by Supervisor Felts, to authorize the County Administrator to officially request the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation to evaluate the Blackwater River for designation as a state scenic river.  All were in favor.    
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that as directed last month, included in the agenda was a resolution for their consideration supporting construction of an ethanol plant in Northampton County, North Carolina.  
The resolution is as follows:

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA, SUPPORTING CONSTRUCTION

OF AN ETHANOL PLANT IN NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA

WHEREAS, East Coast Ethanol, LLC recently announced plans to construct four 110 million gallon per year ethanol plants, including one near Seaboard, a town in Northampton County, North Carolina; and


WHEREAS, the proposed site in Northampton County, North Carolina is located within ten miles of Southampton County, Virginia; and

WHEREAS, the proposed ethanol plant is expected to provide a degree of risk reduction and price support for local corn producers, creating demand for 30 million bushels of corn per year and adding 30 to 50 cents per bushel to the price of corn; and

WHEREAS, East Coast Ethanol, LLC has announced that the plant in Northampton County, North Carolina will seek to purchase as much corn locally as possible, augmenting that with the addition of corn brought in by rail from the Midwest United States: and


WHEREAS, in addition to ethanol production, the proposed plant is expected to co-produce 353,000 tons annually of distilled dried grains, a high-protein, high-energy animal feed supplement which will be marketed to the dairy, beef and poultry industries; and


WHEREAS, it is generally agreed that it is in our nation’s best interest to reduce global dependency on oil from unstable regions of the world; and


WHEREAS, the federal government has recognized the importance of ethanol, making increased ethanol production a cornerstone of the Renewable Fuels, Consumer Protection, and Energy Efficiency Act of 2007.  


NOW, THERFOR, BE IT RESOLVED, for the reasons aforementioned, that the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia supports the construction and operation of an ethanol plant in Northampton County, North Carolina; and


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Northampton County Board of Commissioners as a token of this Board’s resolute support for the project.  

Supervisor West stated that an ethanol plant was ecologically safe and aesthetically-pleasing, and it was an opportunity to help the farmer.  

Supervisor West moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to adopt the resolution.  All were in favor.  
Moving forward, Mr. Johnson announced that as they may recall, the City Managers and County Administrators (CAOs) of the eight localities that comprised the Southeastern Public Service Authority (SPSA) had spent much of the past year examining the issue of solid waste management in Southside Hampton Roads after 2018, which was the year that the current Use and Support contracts between SPSA and its member communities expired.  In October 2007, the HRPDC authorized its staff to coordinate this effort and to retain consultant assistance to support the effort.  SCS Engineers, a nationally recognized consulting firm specializing in waste management, was retained for the study.  After working closely with the eight CAOs, and a technical committee comprised of representatives from the eight localities and the HRPDC staff, they recently completed Solid Waste Management for Southside Hampton Roads Planning Horizon 2018-2047: Final Interim Report.  The 300-page report documented the current solid waste management system, examined alternative institutional modes, evaluated current and evolving technologies, included a pro forma analysis of various alternatives for the post 2018 planning period and provided conclusions and suggestions on how the region could best address solid waste management in the future.  
Mr. Johnson continued that the CAOs and technical committee had concluded that the study should be presented to the eight member localities for their review and consideration.  Following local government review, the CAOs would resume regional deliberations next year, eventually leading to recommendations to the member localities and SPSA on steps that should be taken in the short term to position the region for effective solid waste management after 2018.  Mr. Robert B. Gardner, Senior Vice-President of SCS Engineers, was here this morning and would present a PowerPoint presentation.  Mr. John Carlock, HRPDC Executive Director, was also here this morning and would touch on the Executive Summary of the Final Interim Report.  Included in the agenda was a copy of the PowerPoint presentation and the Executive Summary.  He noted that if they were interested in all the details, the 300-page report was available online at www.hrpdc.com.  
Mr. Robert Gardner, Senior Vice-President of SCS Engineers, presented the following PowerPoint presentation entitled, “Session 9    Solid Waste Management Study    2018 and Beyond.”  

< PowerPoint available in office>
Mr. Gardner advised that SCS Engineers had been in business for 30 years.  This was one of the most challenging studies he had been a part of.  There were varying interests of the member localities, and all of them were valid.  He clarified that SCS Engineers was asked to look at SPSA’s solid waste system through 2018 – they were not asked to audit SPSA.  He stated that tonnage of waste was down 25% nationally.  SPSA had a certain capacity, and if the tonnage was reduced, the rate would have to go up.    
Mr. John Carlock, HRPDC Deputy Executive Director, presented the following excerpt of the Executive Summary of the Final Interim Report:

< Excerpt available in office >
Supervisor Brown asked if the model was based on population and tonnage produced?  Mr. Carlock and Mr. Gardner replied yes.  

Supervisor Brown asked, if a locality hosted a landfill, would the cost be reduced?  Mr. Gardner replied yes, significantly – the costs my be eliminated and it could possibly be a revenue generator in some cases.  

Mr. Richard E. Railey, Jr., County Attorney, advised that he thought SPSA may be in their current financial situation because of the amenities they gave to Suffolk and Virginia Beach.  

Mr. Johnson, County Administrator, clarified that Suffolk did not pay a tipping fee because they hosted the landfill, and Virginia Beach’s tipping fee was capped at $54/ton.  The value of such amenities today could not be foreseen when the agreements were made years ago.  
Mr. Johnson clarified for Supervisor West that Southampton County was the only locality being evaluated right now to host a landfill.  

Supervisor Brown asked, wouldn’t it be prudent for staff to bring to this Board a matrix of pros and cons regarding Southampton County hosting a landfill versus Southampton County not hosting a landfill, along with associated costs?  

Mr. Johnson replied that Southampton County hosting a landfill would ultimately be subject to the zoning process, which was a public process.  That would be the appropriate time to look at everything.  

Supervisor Brown stated that he would like to have a cost analysis now so that he may better talk to his constituents about it.  

Chairman Jones suggested that they wait to receive a report from SPSA next week.  

Supervisor Brown advised that a SPSA consultant was already talking to our constituents about the possibility of Southampton hosting a landfill, so he needed some information regarding the financial aspect.  

Vice-Chairman Young agreed with Chairman Jones in that they needed to wait and receive the report from SPSA first.  The other Board members, with the exception of Supervisor Brown, agreed.  

The Board took a 5-minute recess.  

Upon returning to open session, Mr. Johnson announced that Section 16.2 of the Southampton County Code obligated property owners to connect to public sewerage facilities within 90 days of official notice, provided that service was available at the property line and the structure was located within 300’.  Those persons owning property served by an existing septic system were not required to discontinue the use of their septic systems, but may apply for what was referred to as a “non-user classification.”  All persons granted a non-user exemption were still subject to a monthly service charge equivalent to the prevailing minimum monthly charge for other sewer customers and would be subject to the prevailing sewer connection and facility fees at such time as they chose to physically connect.  With the extension of the gravity sewer line to Riverdale Elementary, there were seven or eight property owners along the way that would be subject to the mandatory connection requirements.  He advised that there was past precedent established by the Board, waiving the connection and facility fees for residences served by existing septic systems, provided they physically connected within 90 days of official notice that service was available.  None of the residents of Newsoms or Branchville were subject to the connection charges in 1996, when public sewer service was first made available there, if they connected within the 90-day period.  Given the small number of affected households, and as an incentive for them to proceed with connection, he was recommending that the Board consider waiving the facility and connection charges for any of the residents of Camp Parkway that connected within the 90-day period.  Those choosing not to physically connect would be subject to the prevailing fees at the time that they choose to connect.  Currently, a connection fee for a single family dwelling was $1,800 and the facility fee was $2,000.  He noted that service was expected to be available by late 2009.  
Supervisor West asked, as the sewer system continued to expand, would we keep up this practice of waiving the fees?   Mr. Johnson replied yes.  
Supervisor West stated that he did not know whether or not they should waive the fees, but if staff recommended waiving the fees, he was ok with it.  

Supervisor Faison commented that he liked the policy.  

Mr. Johnson clarified that the County would only waive the connection and facility fees.  The County would not pay for changing around the plumbing, etc. – that was the responsibility of the homeowner.  

Supervisor Brown thought that perhaps they should increase the time period to connect (in order to have the fees waived) from 90 days to 120 days.  The other Board members disagreed.  
Vice-Chairman Young moved, seconded by Supervisor Wyche, to waive the facility and connection charges for any of the residents of Camp Parkway that connected within 90 days of official notice that service was available.  All were in favor.  

Moving to the citizen request to address the Board, Mr. Johnson announced that Ms. Barbara E. Story was not present.  

Regarding miscellaneous issues, Mr. Johnson announced that included in the agenda was a copy of the preliminary site plan for the Museum of Southampton History and Rebecca Vaughan House.  The Historical Society had been working in concert with Traub Architecture to develop a master plan that created a campus for their three primary attractions:  the Ag and Forestry Museum, Museum of Southampton History (formerly the Blount Building) and the Rebecca Vaughan House.  Since the Board had been gracious in supporting their organization and efforts to enhance tourism, they asked him to share the plan and keep the Board informed of their activities.  They were continuing to solicit public (grant) and private funding for renovation of the Rebecca Vaughan House.  
Mr. Johnson advised that included in the agenda were a number of annual reports from organizations or agencies that received funding from Southampton County, including the Blackwater Regional Library, Virginia Legal Aid Society, Genieve Shelter, and Department of Social Services (DSS).  He noted that our local DSS administered more than $18 million in federal and state benefits in FY 2008.  
In regards to local Department of Social Services report, Ms. Judy English, Director, pointed out that they were able to match federal funds with only 1.9% of local funds.  

Mr. Johnson informed that included in the agenda were copies of the following incoming correspondence:

1) From Senator Jim Webb, a copy of the press release announcing federal disaster assistance for Southampton County farmers due to drought and excessive heat earlier this year;
2) From Charter Communications, notice of a restructuring of their video products and the corresponding price adjustments;
3) From the Western Tidewater Free Clinic, a note of gratitude for your FY 2008 annual appropriation; and
4) From the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission, a letter of transmittal that accompanied the fifty copies of the completed Parks and Recreation Plan.    

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

Chairman Jones asked if there was anything else to come before this Board?  

Mr. Charles Turner, Superintendent of Southampton County Schools, extended his and the school board’s wishes for a happy holiday.  
Supervisor West commended Ms. Sandi Plyler, Information Technology Manager, for the computer use policy the Board adopted last month.  
Chairman Jones commended the County staff and constitutional officers for their outstanding work and service to the County.  

Ms. Judy English, Director of Social Services, invited the Board and County staff to their open house tomorrow from 3-5 PM.  

Supervisor West stated that Ms. Lynda Updike of the Historical Society did a lot of work for this County.  The Historical Society did an outstanding job.  

Chairman Jones advised that Southampton Middle School dedicated their auditorium last week.  

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) (7) Consultation with legal counsel requiring the provision of legal advice regarding and related to subdivision approvals; and
Section 2.2-3711 (A) (7) Consultation with legal counsel pertaining to litigation associated with a recently filed complaint, Anthony Scodes v. Southampton County Board of Supervisors and Southampton County, Virginia.  
Supervisor West moved, seconded by Vice-Chairman Young, to conduct a closed meeting for the purposes previously read.  
Richard E. Riley, Jr., County Attorney, Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator, Julia Williams, Finance Director, Julien Johnson, Public Utilities Director, and John Smolak, President of Franklin-Southampton Economic Development, Inc. 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.  

Chairman Jones advised that it was brought up at the Planning Commission meeting about the possibility of giving farmers with R-1 property a one-time window to down-zone their property at no charge.  
Mr. Johnson stated that it was up to the individual property owner to initiate a rezoning.  

Mr. Jay Randolph, Assistant County Administrator, advised that if a rezoning were to be initiated by the Board, it should be done collectively – for example, Dockside – and not individually, as to not show favoritism for certain individuals.  

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:58 PM.  
______________________________
______________________________

Dallas O. Jones, Chairman


Michael W. Johnson, Clerk
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