
"'\T:tRGINIA: AT THE REGUIAR :MEE1'ING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEID IN THE 
MEEI'ING RClOl'YI OF T.H:E PAMPLIN AIMINISTRATION BUIIDING f DINWIDDIE 
COONTY, VIRGINIA, ON THE 5TH DAY OF FEBRUARY, 1992, AT 7:30 
P.M. 

PRESENT:· 

IN,RE:' 

ErwARD A. BRACEY, JR., CHAIRMAN 
A. S. CIAY VICE-cHAIRMAN 
HARRISON A. MOODY 
roNAID L. HARAWAY 
IEENORA EVEREIT 

DANIEL SIEGEL 

EmCI'ION DISTRICI' #4 
ELECI'ION DISTRICI' #5 
EmCI'ION DISTRICI' #1 
EmCI'ION DISTRICI' #2 
EmCI'ION DISTRICI' #3 

CXXJNTY ATIORNEY 

tJpbn :motion of Mr. Moody, secohded. by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr., Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of, SUpervisors of Dinwiddie County, 
Virginia, that the minutes of the January 2, 1992 Regular Meeting, January 
15, '1992 Continuation Meeting, January 15, 1992 Regular Meeting and 
January 21, 1992, Continuation Me~ting are hereby approved in their 
entirety. 

Upon :motion of Mr. Moody, secorided by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
Ever~tt, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie county; 
Virginia, that the following claims are approved and funds appropriated 
for saine using checks #17158 thru #17417, (void check #17295): , General 
Fund - $349,233.54; E911 - $2,171.18; Self Insurance - $1,616L63; capital 
Projects - $1,315.86; law Library - $3B.14; for a total of $354,375.35. 

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS 

1. Kay winn asked the Board 'Where the field sheets for the 
reassesSr!i.Emt were? She stated she wanted to see them and was told in the 
I::>ecerr!ber meeting that the sheets Were in Staunton, except for the ones 
that had been pulled for the Board of Assessors. 

'!he ,County Administrator told MS. winn that the field sheets were 
now ill tlie':'office of the commissioner of th'e Revenue. 

':Ms. Winn said she was very upset with the reassessments' for this 
year .. She felt they were not done properly and were unfair. ,She asked the 
Board riot to wait six years to correct the problem. 

2. Mr. John Talmage, 'Who works with Youth Leagues in the R0hoic 
District, with the help of volunteers, is building a practice ball field 
at Rohbie: "Elementary School using their own money. He asked the Board to 
help place ,lights at Rohoic and MidWay Elementary Schools. 

Mr.' Haraway stated that the need has outgrown volunteer J;lelp with 
the inflUX, of new growth in the area and he felt that now was the time for 
SOIne capital improvements. 

3. Ms. Pearline Dabney asked the Board 'Why the County didn't have 
a leash law for dogs? She said she had been having problems in her 
neighborhood with a dog pulling clothes off the line and being 
deStructive. She said she called the sheriff's office and the Animal 
Control Officer had not responded yet. 

> ", ',_ _~ '!he Chainnan told Ms. Dabney that the County has a leash law and 
that he would have the Animal Control Officer contact her. 

., 4. Mr. Marshall witt told the Board t;hat there had been no 
appropriationS for recreation for the children in the County. That 
~~ryt:ping is geared to adults· and he ' felt it was time to start doing 
something for our children. 
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Mr. Moody responded to Mr. witt that when he was elected to the 
Bbatdithere was no recreation department. since he had been on the 
Bocl:rdl, ' a."., recreation deparbnent. had been developed and things were 
progressing in the County. These things don't happen as quickly as we niay 
want, but progress is being made. 

'< , ,.5. . Mr. Kevin Wocxilief Sci.id it was time to ilrprove on our present 
facilities and make them available. to :ever:yone. Keep our kidS acb,ve and 
we ,would keep them out of jail. AS a child growing up in the CoUnty, he 
stateclthere were no recreation facilities then and we still don't have 
any. StbplnOving at a snail's pace; let's get going. 

. 6.. Marshall witt suggestoo, to, the Board that they alloW pay 
phones to,. be put at locations in the Cdlmty where children are practicing 
beca:use Of possible injuries and emerg\9hcies~ 

IN RE: ~ 'ill THE AGENDA 

.' UpOn motion of Mr. Clay, seconCiEfl by Mr. Haraway, Mr. clay, Ms. 
EVerett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting 'Iayeil , the 
following amendment was approved. 

Add: 15. Executive Session #2 - IndUStrial 

INRE:, 90'- 91' AUDITREFORI' 

spencer Elmore, of the aUditing finn of Robmson, Farmer~ Cox 
Ass0Ciates, told the Board that prudent spending and trimming of budgets 
by the administration and depaft::rr'te:h:t heads left Dinwiddie County with a 
$2.8 million reserve for June 30, 19'91. 

. . 'the revenues exceed expendittir~s by $1.1 million"with the County 
'spendirig ,$337,000 less that its $22 . million budget called for during the 
year. The School Board also unde:tspent in expenditures Which left $76,000 
in their budget for the '90-91 fisml y~. 

M::t. Elmore stated the neXt year's report could be even bet.ter. 
AsseSsed, value of taxable property rose by 3.28 percent during the last 
fiscal year, outpacing the 3.1 percent inflation rate. 

These figures only include a partial assessinent of the new 
bUSinesses located in the CountY arid do not cover anticipated taxes on new 
develop:rnents expected in the County.. ' 

Mr~ Elmore commended the Ttfusurer's Office on the collection 
rate' or 97.75 percent which is abOve :tlIe expected level for the State. He 
said an E,ldditional $60,000 could be added to the County; s budget if the 
tax collection rate remains conSistent or improves. 

IN:RE: .. HJBLIC HEARING P-91-9 -.MR. &,.MRELJAMF,s M. BlAND 

This being the time and place' ,c1's advertiSed in the Progress-Index 
Newspaper . on January 22,1992, abd .JEtrlU:aty 29, 1992, for the Board of 
SuperVisors to conduct a Public Be'aring to consider a request from Mr. & 
Mrs. James M. Bland for a rezoning frbtn R-l to B-2 of Tax Parcel 98-(8)-2 
which is a 1.41 acre parcel lot:atedIi~ the intersection of Route 226 and 
Route 600. 

Mr. Leonard Ponder, DlreGt6:r. of Planning, stated that due to 
increased traffic in the area. and .. the expansion of the strip itlall 
containing Brother's Pizza, P & R:BtiSiness Machines and Movie Time, the 
Blands contend that their house on this site is becoming leSs desirable as 
a residence and more compatible with the aforementioned 9o:tnmercial useS. 

Staff Report: The property bnt:h'e south side of. Route 226 all the 
way to the intersection of Route 226 arid U. S. Route 1 is currently zoned 
B-2 & B-3 and is being used co:mmercialIY. On the north side of Route 226 
there is currently cormnercial zCining(B~2, & B-3) frOm the intersection of 
U. S. Route 1 and Route 226 to withiri.one hundred seventy (170) feet of 
Lee Boulevard. The develoPer of W~stwind Subdivision on Route 600 
(F~rndale Road) is also notdevelopihg several lots (3) as residences, in 

. anticipation of some more cOllUliercial rttiEids in this area. '!here is., alsb 
. SoIne c~cial zoning (B':'l) at fue:ii-J.terseCtion of Sterling Road and 
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Route 226 and two sections of B .... 2 ,zoning near the intersection of U. s. 
Route 460 and Route 226 at both on the north and south sides of Route 226. 

rIh:e . ever-increasing populatioh demands and traffic flow on Route 226, 
Route. 600, and U. S. Route 1 seem to portend the inevitability of 
commercial growth in this area to provide the services that will be 
dem3nfled.. The recent rezoning by. the Board of the pierce property for a 
mall behind Safe way is an example of the market responding to pressure 
for cdll1IllEtrcial activity in this area. 

The Planning commission at itS January 8, 1992 meeting voted 5-2 to 
recoll1Ii1ertd denial of this rez6i1i.hg".. fueir rationale was that a connnercial 
use was probably reasonable fOr this par&ll but they would have been more 
comfortable with a conditional rezoning that would force proffered 
conditiohS tliat would have reStrictErl Uses to professional offices, i. e. 
doctors, lawyers, accOlmtantsetC. ':the Blands felt that this Was too 
restrictive and asked for a straight r~zohing to B-2. 

Mr. Ponder told the :s6a:rd tn:a:t the following list were some 
ilnportant issues raised that neOO~ consideration: 

1. . . Is Cox Road the diVia.Jng line between ct.ittent and future 
residential ahd commercial uses? If so, is any rezoning request on the 
south side of Cox Road to be. approved as a matter of fact and is any 
rezonIDg request on the north s"tde Qf C6x :Rci:id perfunctorily turned down? 

2. Has the population density bn the northern part of the County 
not changed dramatically and d~sn't. this change demand rnbre services? 

3. Is there not an ~t to be made that good zoning principles 
recognize that times and sitm:itidflS chafige? Furthermore, isn't the 
rezoning process in place to acc6:i'titil6dat:e these changes? 

staff ReCC>trimendation: Although staff is inclined to go along with the 
rec01t[fimIdatioh of the Planning Goltiinis'sion, in this case we have to 
differ. We feel that the preceagnt. for more COll1Ifiercial zoning along Route 
226 has been set by the Board in th:e past and that with the adVent of :more 
residential development in this a.rffi - Walker's Iandi:ng subdivision, 
Westwirtd Subdivision, Cedar Heart sUbdivision, Mount Pleasant subcliv'ision, 
and the . GOntinuing development .in the Brickwood area - that the demands 
for cdmrriercial se:rvice delivery will increase in the 226 corridor. As the 
pressures increase we feel it is better to serve these needs from this 
central location rather t:hai1 st-r~ertt c6furnercial development along Route 
226 arid Route 600. staff reco~ that this rezoning be approved by the 
Board of supervisors. 

Mr. Jerry Cook spoke for the zoning request. 

M:t • calvin Milton spoke agairu:;t the zoning request and presented 
the following petition with 78 signature'S. 

We, the undersigned citiz:eris of,Rbhoic District, Dinwiddie Couhty, 
Virginia do hereby petition th:e planning connnission of said county 
reconnnerid denial of the request for rezoning of the James Bland residence 
on Cox Road from residential to commercial or business USers. 

Cox Road is the present bdundary between a commercial and a 
residmItial district, and this bOundary illUst be maintained in order to 
p:teserVe .the integrity of hte. residenta:il Uses on the north side of Cox 
Rdad. No mistake was made when that boundary was originally established 
and rio change in circuniStan~ has occurred to require rezoning. 
Accordingly, approval of the rezoning request would be inconsistent with 
good zoning principles and the law relevant thereto. 

Mis. Ellen Perdue spoke against the zoning request. 

Upon motion of Ms. Everett, sec6fided by Mr. HaraWay, Ms. Everett, 
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, voting "'aye", Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey voting "nay", 
the rezoning request P-9l-9 by Mr. & Mrs. James M. Bland at the 
intersection of Route 226 and 6'00 was deflierl. 
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INRE: VIRGINIA DEPARIMENT OF .TRANsroRrATION - REVISION OF S!X-~ 
PLAN 

. '!his being the time and place as .advertised in the Pr~ess-Index 
Newspaper on January 22, 1992, Jahuary 26, 1992 and Januaxy i9, 1992 and 
in the Dinwiddie Monitor on Janua:ry. 22, .1992, and January 29, 1992 for the 
:E3<::KITd of Supervisors to conduct a. Public Hearing for the revj;$ion of the 
six-year :toad pian for secondary road. improvements --1992-93 t1:irough 97-98. 

.. Ms. Pei1ny Fo:rrest, ResiderttEngineer of the Virginia De:Partment of 
Tnmsportation, presented the six':'year road plan for Dinwiddie County. 
With two new additions prop:::)sed by the Board of supervisors. '!hese 
additions are: Route 604 and Route 622 • 

1. Mrs. George Scott queStioned whether or not Route 615 has been 
in the six-year plan and requested it be included. 

2. Mr. carl Pierce asked if Route 694 was eligible for hard 
surfacing. 

3. Mrs. OVerton of Route 674 (Wheaton Road) asked t:he Board if 
theY- could move the road up on the list. She stated that she would 
willingly give up her land. 

4. Mr. Harvey RiVers told the 'Board that in 1958 he was told 
Route 674 was going to be hard surfaced, a:rid. it was still not· done. 

'. 5. Mr. Joe Dilloh stated that Wheaton Road had had no 
improvements made to the road. 

6. Mr. Floyd Perkinson of Halifax 'Road gave a list of .. complaints 
regarding the conditions of Halifax Rbad. He stated that on fue average 
1,077 vehicles traveled the road in a 24 hour period. 

7. Ms. Mary Ascuye told We. :B6ard Route 632 from Route 631 to 
RoUte 460 was highly traveled and it was eXtremely dangerous with curves 
and dips. 

8. Mr. Edward Tibrrus stated he owned property adjacent to Route 
636 and he would like for it to stay Where it is on the siX-year plan. 

9. Mr. M:a:rk Stevens, with the As'§6ciation for the Preservation of 
civil War sites, told the Board that he Uhcierstood that Route. 613. was due 
to be widened and he would like the :i3oa::td to keep in Iilind their eftorb? 
to preserve the earthworks near the iritersection of Route 613 and Route 
631. 

. 10. Mr. Franklin zitta said he 6'vmhl land adjacent tb I{cute 615 
Which is used as a short cut between I<oute 615 and 670. He askoo that the 
road be either maintained by the state or blocked off due to the high 
usage. 

Ms. Everett rilEi:de a mbtion to rii6ve Route 674 up 
plarh It was seconded by Mr. Harawciy. Ms. Everett, Mr. 
"aye" , Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "nay" . 
apprOVed. 

on the six-year 
Haraway, voting 
Motion was not 

Upon motion of Mr. Moody, seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
EVerett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", me slX-year 
plan. for 1992-93 tlrru 1997-98 was approved as presented by the Virginia 
Department of Highways with the two additions of Route 604 and 622. 

ill RE: RECESS 

The Chai:rmah of the Board d~lared a recess at 9:38' P.M. '!he 
meeting reconvened at 9: 44 P.M. 

IN RE: illBLIC HEARING A-91-18 - PROHIBITION OF IXJMPING FROM: ouTSfDE 

'\ 1M ::: llear:in:j an ameo::hlietlt A-91-18, prohibition. of ClJ;nnj)ifig YJ . troIn outside the county, was continUw until this meetingfbr, fi.irt:.ti~:t U1\ .. ··irttfu.tand revisich by the County Attofueyand Comrrionwealtll A:ttbrrley. '.' 
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The County Attorney told the Board the dumping ordinance was 
finalized for their approval with some changes that would give law 
enforcement officials bett~r enforCeinent powers. He explained that 
property owners and residents wbuld have to prove that trash was generated 
from the County in order to USe the landfill or dumpsters. He stated that 
the Commonwealth Attorney had spoken with the sheriff's office and they 
said. the ordinance was enforceable. 

Ms. Everett asked if the landfill e:mployees could write sliIrlmbns? 

The County Attom~y stated th.at they certainly coUld be given 
enforcemeiit authority. 

Ms. Kay winn stated that when the ordinance went intt> effect that 
there would be more dumping on private property which should 1:Je addressed. 

No one spoke for or against the ordinance. 

Upon motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr.' Clay, Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Mcx:x:ly, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", the following 
ordinance was adopted: 

WHEREAS, the County of Dinwiddie, Virginia (the IlCbUI1ty") has 
adopted Chapter 17 of the Dinwiddie Code (the "Code") which relat:.es to the 
disposhl of solid waste in the C6unty and in the County landfill; and 

WHEREAs, nonresidents of the CoUntY have been abusing the Ct>unty's 
solid waste disposal system by dumping solid waste in the County's 
landfill or in County receptacles which derived outside 6f the County 
without authorization; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supe:tVisbrs of Dinwiddie Cbunty (the 
"Board") desires to amend the Code to clarify that such actions are 
illegal and unauthorized in the county; 

NOW, . TH:E:REFoRE, BE IT 6:RbAINED, that the Board hereby 'adopts the 
following artlendrrients to Chapter 17 of the Code: 

Chapter 17-6 shall be amertdoo by replacing the current prbvisions 
therefore with the following: 

1117-6 (a) A public sanita:r:y landfill shall be available only 
to county residents or owners of real property in the County. for the 
disposal of garbage and trash generated within the County dUring such 
hours and upon such conditions as the BbCu:U bf supervisors may direct. 

(b) It shall be UIllawful for any person tb ilispose of 
solid waste of any kind or .nature, including but not limited to 
agricultural waste, commercial Waste, hazardous waste, industrial waste, 
prohibited waste refuse, garbage, residential waste or trash, Which solid 
waste was generated outside of th:e County, in the County's publ±G sanita:r:y 
landfill. 

(c) Any person found to be using the c6Utity pUblic 
sanitary landfill who is unable to exhibit for inspection (i) a current 
county vehicle license decal issued pursuant to Section 14-22 of the Code 
for a vehicle owned by that pefSOh. or a :metnber of his innnea.ia"te family, 
(ii) a current dutnping pennit issaed by the County or a tax bill for the 
CUrrent year for real property lc:x:::a:teCi in the County in the t1Ci1ne. of that 
persol1 or a member of his iIni'fiE!aial:e family, or (iii) a current County 
building pennit reflecting the l<5Ca:tioh of the site in the County wh~re 
the waste originated, shall be pres~ to be in violation of this section. 

(d) Violation of this section shaLl be punishable 
pursuant to the penalties prescr.:i.bed in section 17-13 of this Code." 

Section 17-11 shall be amenaea by replacing subsection (c) of said 
section with the following provision: 

"17-11 (c) Only residents of the county , own~rs of real 
property in the county and those persons visiting or touring the. county 
~o ~e act~l. "bona fide tOUE:~:?t,,'~,:)t~y ~~ bUlk containeJ;~._for.:~isP9sal Qf 
rloiin§1 household ahd residential waste-s generated from the county. 

-~ 
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However, no commercial, industrial; or institutional waStes shall be 
plaCed in bulk containers for public use. 

Section 17-11 shall be amended by adding the following subsection 
to said section: 

. 17-11 (i) It shall beUhlawful for any person, other thcin as 
pennitted under subsection (c) a1:xJve, to dispose of solid waste of any 
kind or nature, including but :riot limited to agricultUral waste, 
co:rmnercial waste, hazardous waste, industrial waste, prohibited waste, 
refuse, garbage, residential waste or tra:sh in bulk containers. 

(j) Any person found. to' be disposing of solid waste, in 
bulk containers who is unable to eXhibit for inspection (i) a current 
County vehicle license decal issued pursuant to section 14-22 of the Code 
for a vehicle owned by that person or a member of his innnediate family, 
(ii) a current dumping pennit issued. by the County or a ,tax bill for1:he 
current year for real property located., in the County in .the riffine of that 
person or a member of his innnediate family, or (iii) a current cOunty 
building permit reflecting the locatioh of the site in the qounty where 
the waste originateci, shall be presumed to be in violation of tlils section. 

(k) Violation of this section shall be punishable 
pursuant to the penalties prescribedah Section 17-13 of this Crne." 

Section 17-13 shall be amended by adding the following subsectibn 
to Section 17-13 of the Code: 

"17-13 (d) In addition to the penalties presCribed a1:xJve, any' 
person found to be in violation of this chapter shall :Pay to, . or 
reimburse, the County for ail costs or expense of any kind, and naturi? 
associateci with the clean-up and proPer disposal of all materials dumPed 
or disposed of by such person ,in violation of this chapter." 

These provisions shall be effective as of the date of ad6ption. 

IN RE: FIRE CfITEFS ASSOCIATION 

Mr. ,,' ,Donald Porter of the Dinwiddie County Chiefs ASsOciatIon 
appeared before the Board to discuss repair of their Air Unit, and funding 
for the contract on their cascade" bottles, at a total cost. of $2,474.56. 
He" also asked the Board to pay for five people from t;l1.e various fire 
departments to attend the Fire Chief's convention in Hampton. 

,Upon motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Ms. Everet:t, Mr. Clay , ~> 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr • Moody , Mr. Bracey voting "aye", funds in tHe 
amount of $2,474.-56 were appropriated from the Fire nepartments capital 
ImproVements Fund for the repair of the Namozine Volunteer Fire Department 
Air unit cost of $924.56, and a. lifetiIne lease of cascade bOttleS cost 
$1,550. 

. ,Upon motion of Mr. Haraway, seconded by Mr • Moody; ,Mr. Clay i .ME?;. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "'aye"', funds w~re 
approved for the travel request by tile Fire Chiefs Association for five 
fire department rneTribers to attehdthe state Fire Chief's Convention in 
Halnpton,' not to exceed $750. 

IN.RE: . DiNwIDDIE COUNTY AMBulANCE, & RESdJE .. BQUAD ,:. ;" 

"Ms. Mary Wallace, Presidentoftne Dinwiddie County Rescue. Squad, 
asked the Board for funds to'piace its crash truck back in service. She 
stated that financial assistance was needed to build anew crash truck as 
well as, up1ate Sbtne' of their oldest equipinent. 'The cost to, build a net:J­
truck and replace equipment is $IB, 300. '!he Assistant CoUnty Administrato:r 
advisErithe Board that $16,000 was avaiiable in the capital Projects Ftmd 
as matching funds for a new ambulanCe which could be used. 

" ,UPon motion of Mr. Moody, seconded by Ms. Everett, Mr. Clay , ~. 
Eve];-ett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody" Mr. Bracey votillg "aye", :funding for the 
crash truck for the pinwiddie County Ambulance and Rescue Squad ill the 
amount of$IB, 300 from capital Projects was appropriated. . 
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IN RE: ANIMAL SHELTER BUIIDING MATERIAIS - BIDS 

The Assistant County Administrator told the Board she had received 
the bids on the materials for the anilnal shelter from the following: 

Builder's Supply 

Moore's 

Ragsdale 

$7,292.46 (120 gal. water fieater) 

$7,418.88 (82 gal. wat~r ni::E.'te:t) 
(120 gal. - $3,265.95) 

$7,115.53 (120 gal. water heater) 

She said B. & J. Enterprises is revising the plans to Show the new 
shelt~ as an addition to the existing facility, which shoUld. resUlt in a 
significant cost savings and provide more utility for the An.ifual Control 
Officer's operations. 

Upon :motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Ms. Ever~tt, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody Mr. Bracey, voting "aye", the bid from 
Petersburg Building Supply in the amount of $7,292.46 for materials was 
accepted and B. & J. Enterprises was authorized to proCeed with the 
construction of the animal shelter as an addition with the total cost not 
to exceed $20,000, contingent upon meeting procurement law. 

IN RE: INOOS'ffiIAL DEVEIDIMENT roAN 

, Mr. Daniel Si~el, County Attorney, told the Board that ill October 
of 1991, the Board of Supervisors authorized the loaning of $850,000 to 
the Industrial Development Authority of Dinwiddie COunty and the 
appropriation of funds from the County's Reserve Funds for stIch l!>urpose in 
ordertb provide money to the AUthority for its purchase of approximately 
74 ,acres . of land in the Couhty owned .. by VEPCO across from the Hardees 
ReStaurant on Route 1. This alithorization and appropriationWCfs a resUlt 
of theinter~st shown by Ingram Ii1dustries, Inc. ("Ingram") in locating 
a 230,000 sqUare foot distribution facility on approximately 19 acres at 
this location. VEPCO, however, would not agree to sell a 19 acre 
portion of the 74 acre tract, btIt ohly the entire tract. '!he Authority 
had previously acquired an option from vEPco in AuguSt of 1991. The 
purchase price for the entire parcel under the Authority's option with 
VEPOo was $850,000 or approximately $11,500 per acre. The sales price to 
Ingram was approximately $15,00'0 per acre or $285,000. The closing with 
I:ng:taIn was structured to insure that 1I1g:tam paid for its property 
sinrul taneous with the purchase of the full parcel from vEPCo. 

The County Attorney said theBbard's decision to loan the money to 
the Authority was conditioned upon the Authority repaying the loan before 
the end of 1991. Prior to requestiilg- the loan, the County had received a 
connnitmertt to refinance the loan from the county's financial advisor. 
After ,'the purchase of the land from VEPcb and subsequent sale of the 
portion to Ingram, the County Administrator initiated discus'sions with 
Peter Clements, Presid.ent of the Bank of Southside, for a refinancing loan 
~9r tQe .. Authority which woUld be ,on rilore favorable tenuS than fue earlier 
connnit.rnent received by the County. 'file Bank of Southside issued a 
cdIIiInitrilerit letter for the refinancing in DeCember, 1991 which was on :rildre 
faVorable terms. Unfortunately, due to tax law concerns, the refinancing 
cbUldhot be accomplished on a tax exempt basis. However, the proposal 
from the Bank of Southside includi:rl provisions for a taxable refinancing 
with a rate on the loan of 9.95% per annmn, and the Board felt at its 
De~ernber me~ting that it shoUld review its earlier decision to require 
repayrt1ent by the end of the year since the monies returned to the county's 
reS~:tVe fund from repayment of the original loan to the Autnority coUld 
ohl y be invested at a much lower rate, near 4%. 

The County Attorney stated right now, the Board needs to decide 
whether or not to accept the coIiImitment of Bank of Southside, to further 
negotiate with the Bank or to delay any refinancing decision. The 
advantages of delaying the decision include the elimination of the need to 
repay the loan by appropriations of the Board to the AUth6rity at an 
interest rate far in excess of the inVestineht rate of the fUnds received 
by the refinancing. At this ti!ne, it was felt by the Board that readily 
available funds woUld not be necessary in the Reserve Fund and that 
perhaps the note with the Authority woUld prOVide a higherreti.l:ttl on 
Reserve Funds than th~ County coUld receive on its normal investments. 
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. Mr. siegel said an al teTIlati ve to accepting the refinancing 
proposal or attempting to renegotiate .t.h:e. Same would include entering into 
a note with the Authority, with the Authority paying interest to the 
County at .prime or higher, with intereSt. to accrue and be sufficient years 
to . all. for sale of the remaining property by the Authority. 'Ihe intent 
would be for the note to be secured by a deed of trust on the remaining 
property and an assigmnent of all :fimdS from the sale of any portion df 
the remaining property. Due to the development at this location, there is 
a reasonable basis to believe that the land will sell for more than its 
$11,500 per acre purchase price. 

. 'Ihe county AttoTIley said the' disadvantage would be that the 
repayment would be solely dependent upon the .land selling and providing 
fui1ds to repay the Authority's note to th'e County. 

Upon motion of Mr. Haraway, secorided by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
EVerett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Mcx:rly Mr. BraCey, voting "aye", approval' Of 
financing the Industrial Development . Authority's loan of $850,000 
isextended on the following teritlS. 'Ihe loan should have. a term of 5 years, 
with interest accrued but - not paid until maturity. 'Ihe interest rate on 
the loan sholuld match the current 5 year {J. S. Treasury rate and :be fixErl. 
to maturity. Net prcx::eeds from the everrbial sale of any portion of the 
ramaining land of the Authority shall be used to rePay the principal 
balance of the loan. The loan should be secured by a first deed of trust 
on the remaining land. AnY profits· frain the sale of the remaining land 
after repayment of the County's loan shall be retUTIled to the County ahd 
used as detennined by subsequent resolution of the Board of Supervisors of 
Dinwiddie County, Virginia. Any funds remaining from the sale .. of land to 
Ingram Distribution Group, Inc., after payment of infrastructure 
improvemnets to the VEPCO site, costs and other appropriations authorized 
by the Board, shall be returned to the Cb'unty for reduction of the loan 
balance. 

IN RE: FUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER .... vEHICLE 

'Ihe County Administrator toid the Board that the l?I:ibiic Safety 
Officer had received the bids on a netIJ vehicle for the comity for his 
deparbnent. He asked Mr. Nichols to present them to the Board. 

Mr. David Nichols told the Boabd he needed the vehicle to carry 
out the fUnctions and responsibilities of the position' of Public Safety 
Officer. .' 

, He said the' following was a iist of bid prices and specificatiorys 
from three different dealers. 'rhese ~ee are the lowest prices of each 
respective manufacturer. 

1. CHF.STERFIEID OO]x;E $20, 750. ob 
1992 Dodge Ramcharger 
2 Door 4 Wheel drive utility vehicle 

2. PETERSBURG FORD $18,659.00 
1992 Ford Explorer 
4 Door 4 Wheel drive utility vehicle 

3. R. K. CHEVROIEI', vA BEACH $15,189.00 
1992 Chevrolet S-10 Blazer 
4 Door 4 Wheel drive utility vehicle 

The Public Safety Officertdld the Board he would reCommend the 
approval of the Chevrolet S-10 BlaZer based on State contract. 

Upon motion of Mr. Mcx:rly, seconded by MS. Everett, Mr. clay; Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Mcx:rly Mr. Bracey, voting "aye", the state 
Contract bid for $15,189.00 from R.K. Chevrolet for the 1992 8-10 Blazer 
vehicle for the Public Safety Officer. was accepted. 

IN RE: roSITION ANNOUNCEMENT -- PARI'. TIME ANIMAL SHELTER CUSTODIAN 

'Ihe County Administrator stated that the Assistant County 
AdIIlini,strator and the Animal Control Officer had interviewed three people 
for the part-time position fo}:' the Animal Shelter' CUstodian cUid 
recbrnmended Mr. Kevin Brown be hired at the rate of $5.77 per hour. 
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Upon motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, ME;. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody Mr. Bracey, voting "aye" , Mr. Kevin 
Brbwn was appointed to the position of Animal Shelter CUstodiatl, at a rate 
of $5.77 per hour, effective innnediately. 

IN RE: APR)IN'IMENTS -- :tNruSTRIAL DEVEWIMENT AUTHORITY 

Mr. Clay nominated Mr. Wayne Banles for reappointment to the 
Industrial Development Authority. Mr. MOody seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, 
Ms. Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE OOARD OF. SUPERVISORS OF DINWIDDIE C'b1:JN'1iY , 
VIRGINIA, that Mr. Wayne Barnes is hereiby reappointed to the Industrial 
Development Authority for a tenn of four years, expiring February 5, 1996. 

IN RE: EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Upon motion of Mr. Clay, secorlded by Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey, voting "aye", pursuant to the 
Virginia Freedom of Imonnaticm Act, Section 2.1-344 (a) (1) personnel; and 
Section 2.1-344(a) (5) industrial matters, the Board moved into Executive 
Session at 11: 06 P.M. A vote having been made and approved, the meeting 
reconvened into open session at 11:59 P.M. 

IN RE: CERI'IFICATION, OF EXECOTIVE MBErING 

Upon motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay, Ms. 
Everett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey, voting "aye", the 
following certification resolution was adopted: 

WHEREAs, the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County convened 
an executive meeting on this date purSUaht to an affinnati ve recorded vote 
and in accordance with the provisions of The Virginia Freedom of 
Info:r:ma:tion Act; and 

WHEREAS, section 2.1-344.1 of the Code of Virginia requires a 
certification by the Boatd of supervisors of Dinwiddie County, t.lfut such 
Executive meeting was conducted in c6nfomity with the Virginia law; 

row THEREFoRE BE IT REsoLvED that the Board of supervisors of 
Dinwiddie County, Virginia, hereby certifies that, to the best of each 
member's knowledge, (1) only pUblic business matters lawfully exempted 
from open meeting requirements by Virginia law were discus'sed in the 
executive meeting to which this .. certification resolution applies; and (2) 
only such public business tilatters as were identified in the motion 
convening the executive meeting were heard, discussed or considered by the 
Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie county, Virginia. 

INRE: AIDOllRNMEID' 

Upon motion of Mr. Clay, seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. clay, Ms. 
EVerett, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Moody, Mr. Bracey voting "aye", the meeting 
adjourned at 12:02 A.M. to be continued until February 12, 1992 at 4:00 
P.M. for an Executive Session at the Palnplin Administration Building for 
acquisition of property and legal matters. 
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