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VIRGINIA: AT THE CONTINUATION MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE MULTI-PURPOSE MEETING
ROOM OF THE PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE
COUNTY, VIRGINIA, ON THE 7th DAY OF MARCH, 2001, AT 5:00 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY-CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR., VICE CHAIR ELECTION DISTRICT #4
DONALD L. HARAWAY ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN IV ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY 8. CLAY ELECTION DISTRICT #5
PHYLLIS KATZ COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE: CALLTO ORDER

Mr. Harrison Moody, Chairman, called the continuation meeting to order at
5:00 P.M. .

IN RE: CLOSED SESSION

Mr. Haraway moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to
discuss matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia
Freedom of Information Act:

The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss subject matters identifi ed as
Pzarsonnel. Matters to include:

B Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of
employees) Public Safety; Planning/Zoning.

B Consultation with Legal Counsel, Sec. 2.1-344 A.7 of the Code of
Virginia - Wireless Communications

Mr. Clay seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey,
Mr. Moody voting “Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at 5:02 P.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 5:57 P.M.

IN RE: CERTIFICATION

Whereas, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant

to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;

Whereas, Section 2.1-344.1 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification

by the board that such closed meetlng was conducted in conformity with Virginia
law;

Now, therzfore be it resolved that the Board hereby certifies that, to the

~ best of each member’s knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully

exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, M_r. Clay_, Mr._
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye’. This Certification
Resolution was adopted.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a recess at 6:00 P.M.

The Board moved to the Pamplin Administration Building Board Meeting
Room and reconvened at 6:10 P.M.

IN RE: COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLAN — KICK-OFF
MEETING

Mr. Long introduced Mr. Bill Turner with Landmark Design Group who is
the firm that the County has brought on board to guide us through the process of
updating the Comprehensive Land Use Plan. He stated aside from the citizens
of the County we have Department Heads, Agency Heads, and members of the
Advisory Committee who have been gracious enough to donate their time to
serve for this project.

Mr. Bill Turner with Landmark & Associates stated Dinwiddie County has
embarked on a countywide land use planning process to update the Dinwiddie
County Comprehensive Plan for the physical development of the County. This
comprehensive plan is a general guide for public officials and citizens who will
lead the County in the next ten to twenty years. The plan will be the framework
for decision-making, and will attempt to balance the many needs and desires of
the various communities within the County while protecting the resources that
make Dinwiddie County a desirable place in which to live, work, or visit.

Mr. Turner continued it is the intent of the officials of the County that the
comprehensive planning process be guided by citizen participation. It is
important what the citizens think the most important issues are for the County.
The Planning Commission and its staff and consultants will conduct a series of

three public forums to obtain citizen input. The dates, times, and location of the
public forums are as follows:

March 20 - 7:00 p.m., Election Districts #1 & #2 at Midway Elementary School
March 29 - 7:00 p.m., Election Districts #3 & #4 at Pamplin Administration
Building

April 2 - 7:00 p.m., Election Districts #1 & #5 at Sunnyside Elementary School

The County citizens are invited to attend one or more of these public
forums. The forums are intended to be open exchanges of thoughts on the
County's strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats, and a chance to
identify issues that are important to citizens.

He stated once the final draft of the comprehensive plan is completed, a
minimum of two (2) public hearings will be held to afford County citizens an
opportunity for review and comment. There will be at least one (1) public hearing
held by the Planning Commission, and at least one (1) additional public hearing
will be held by the Dinwiddie County Board of Supervisors. It is anticipated that
the hearings will be held in the Winter of 2001.

Mr. Turner stated a good way to reach more people was to attend civic
activities or club meetings. If that could be coordinated through Mr. Long and Mr.

Scheid he would make himself available to come and speak every opportunity he
had.
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Mr. vTurner said he would be here Tuesday, March 13" to meet with the
Advisory Committee until lunch and he would like to meet with some of the
Department Heads in the afternoon.

Mr. Scheid asked Mr. Turner if a web site would be available to citizens if
they were interested in checking on what is going on.

Mr. Turner replied the web site address is: www.landmarkdg.com and the
e-mail address is: wturner@landmarkdg.com.

Mr. Turner admonished the Advisory Committee members to:

a. try to get folks to come out to the public forums

b. be a sounding board for the citizens

c. help us with these other alternative input sessions through contacts
with clubs and things of that nature

A Citizen asked if there would be a possibility of getting a flyer together
with the meeting times that the Advisory Members could use if they dogotoa
church group or civic organization.

Mr. Turner replied that Mr. Scheid had the press release and he could
make copies of it to pass out.

Mr. Moody thanked everyone for coming to the kick-off for the
Comprehensive Land Use Plan. '

Mr. Bowman asked about the Route 1 Corridor study and the work that
had previously been done by a graduate student.

Mr. Turner stated that hé had reviewed the document and while there was
good information contained in the document it did not provide any
recommendation on implementations.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a five- (5) minute recess at 6:50 P.M.
The meeting reconvened at 6:57 P.M.

IN RE: __BUDGET COMMENTS

Mrs. Ralph asked the Board if there was anything on the overview of the
budget session list that they wanted to make a comment on, didn’t agree with;
want more information on, or any changes that they wanted to make. She said
there were a couple of things that need to be pointed out. The Board was talking
about what it wanted to do so far as the schools were concerned. At that time a
statement was made regarding what we were told, and making an assumption
that the $700,000 would cover all of the employees. It was pointed out in your
materials it does not cover “all” the employees. An additional $50 thousand
dollars per 1% is needed to cover all the employees. So for a 5% increase for all
of the employees it would be a total of an additional $250 thousand dollars. Mrs.
Ralph asked if this is what the Board definitely wanted to do.

The Board agreed to the additional funds with the stilpu|ation that 5%
would be given to all the employees.

Mr. Moody asked when the public hearing would be held for the adoption
of the FY 2002 Budget.

Mrs. Ralph stated it would be sometime in April.
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She continued the health insurance participation cost by the County for
the employee is presently $175 dollars. The local choice plan requires 80%
participation in the employee cost. Due to the increase in the premium our
participation would be $210 per employee. In addition to that if we don’t have a
75% participation in the program there is a requirement that the County provide
20% of the family or dependent policy also. The School Board has been doing
that already. The 20% has been added to the budget just in case it does
happen.

Mr. Haraway stated he felt the County should be providing the 20% for the
family anyway.

IN RE: APPOMATTOX REGIONAL LIBRARY

Mr. Chuck Koutnik came before the Board stating the Library has received
a grant from the Bill and Wendy Gates Foundation for eight new computers.
These are really nice computers which are loaded with all the MicroSoft stuff and
are valued at about $4,000 dollars each. They will be installed in May and he
invited the Board to come by and take a look at them.

He continued one other thing he wanted to share with the Board was that
the Dinwiddie Library has been open now since November, and usage is up 31%
since the new Library opened.

Mr. Koutnik introduced Ms. Darnell Law, the new Dinwiddie Librarian, to
the Board. Darnell grew up in Ettrick. She went to Longwood College to get her
Bachlors Degree then traveled to Ohio and got her Masters Degree in Library
Science at Kent State. He stated she has been with them for three months now
and they were pleased to have her on staff.

Ms. Law stated she it was nice to meet everyone and it has been a
pleasure to be working back home for the past three months and she is looking
forward to helping out with the Libraries in the future. It is good to have the
Libraries in the County.

The Board welcomed Ms. Law to the County.

RE: ADJOURNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the meeting
adjourned at 7:25 P.M.

Harrison A. Moody, Chairm&fi

ATTEST: /K’ Moﬁ @>

R. Martin Long ~
County Administrator
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VIRGINIA:

AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY BOARD

OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM OF THE
PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,
VIRGINIA, ON THE 7th DAY OF MARCH, 2001, AT 7:30 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN

EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR., VICE-CHAIR
DONALD L. HARAWAY,
ROBERT L. BOWMAN IV
AUBREY S. CLAY
OTHER: PHYLLIS KATZ
PAUL JACOBSON

ELECTION DISTRICT #1
ELECTION DISTRICT #4
ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ELECTION DISTRICT #3
ELECTION DISTRICT #5

COUNTY ATTORNEY
COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE:

INVOCATION — PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE — AND CALL

TO ORDER

Mr. Harrison Moody, Chairman, called the regular meeting to order at 7:30
P.M. followed by the Lord’s Prayer and the Pledge of Allegiance.

IN RE:

AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

Mr. Moody asked if there were any amendments to the agenda.

Ms. Russell stated there were three changes under Agenda ltem # 4 —
Minutes — February 28, 2001 should be February 27, 2001; under Agenda ltem #
8 — Public Hearing ltem # 1 — A-01-2 should be A-01-3; Item # 5 — A-01-1 should

be A-01-2.

Upcn Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above amendments to the Agenda are hereby approved.

IN RE: MINUTES

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the minutes of the February 14, 2001 Continuation Meeting,
February 21,2001 Regular Meeting and the February 27, 2001 Continuation

Meeting are approved in their entirety.

IN RE: - CLAIMS

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following claims are approved and funds appropriated for same
using checks numbered 1023990 through 1024068 (void check(s) numbered

1023989); for:

Accounts Payable:

(101) General Fund $ 106,466.52
(103) Jail Commission $ 11.88
(104) Marketing Fund $ .00
(222) E911 Fund - $ 4,349.16
(223) Self Insurance Fund $ .00
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(225) Courthouse Maintenance $ .00
(226) Law Library $ 134.96
(228) Fire Programs & EMS $ 6,298.74
(229) Forfeited Asset Sharing $ .00
(304) CDBG Grant Fund $ 483.75
(305) Capital Projects Fund $ .00
(401) County Debt Service $ 1.150.00
TOTAL $ 118,895.01
PAYROLL 12/22/00
(101) General Fund $ 358,733.97
(222) E911 Fund $ .00
(304) CDBG Fund $ 3,180.80
TOTAL ‘ $ 361,914.77
IN RE: RESOLUTION -- RECOGNITION OF MRS. PAMLA A.

MANN

Mr. Long presented Mrs. Pamla Mann, former Administrative
Secretary/Clerk to the Board, the following Resolution for her dedication and
service to the Board, Staff and Citizens of the County.

WHEREAS, Pamla A. Mann has been employed by the County of
Dinwiddie for 8 years; and

WHEREAS, Pamla A. Mann served as Deputy Clerk in the Office of the
Commissioner of the Revenue from April of 1993 to March of 1997 and as
Administrative Secretary/Clerk to the Board of Supervisors from March of 1997
until February of 2001; and

WHEREAS, Pamla A. Mann has been a loyal, dedicated employee who
always represented the County of Dinwiddie in a very professional and caring
manner; and

WHEREAS, She served Dinwiddie County’s citizens with respect and
courtesy and provided excellent assistance to those needing her help;

. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors on
this 7" day of March 2001 desires to express their appreciation to Pamla A.

Mann for her outstanding service to Dinwiddie County and wishes her much

happiness and fulfillment as she enters her new professional endeavor; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia, that this resolution be presented to Mrs. Mann, and a copy
spread upon the minutes of this meeting.

Mrs. Mann thanked the Board and Staff of Dinwiddie County for all of their
support in the years that she was here and wished the very best to everyone as
the County continues to move forward.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above Resolution is hereby adopted.

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS
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Mr. Moody asked if there were any citizens signed up to speak or present
who wished to address the Board during this portion of the meeting.

The following citizens signed up to address the Board:

1. Mr. Vincent Lewis of 17315 Wilkinson Road, Dinwiddie, Virginia came
forward stating he was concerned about the taxation and assessment
for 2001. His property increased 28% with the assessment this year.
He said the Board should consider decreasing the real estate rate due
to the new assessment. Also, the Board should look into better ways
of collecting delinquent taxes and enforce the purchase of County
stickers instead of increasing taxes. Mr. Lewis stated he saw cars and
trucks on the road with stickers that are 2 years old in the County.
Which means someone is not paying taxes or buying county stickers.

IN RE: SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT - AUTHORIZATION TO FILL
VACANT POSITIONS

Sheriff Sam Shands came forward asking the Board for authorization to fill
three (3) vacant positions in the Sheriff's Department. Two positions are for
Correctional Officers and one is for a Dispatcher. He continued and stated he still
would like to request that the Board consider hiring the Resource Officer. The
Board asked Mr. Shands to gather all the information for the Resource Officer
and present it at the March 21 meeting.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the Sheriff's Department is authorized to hire two (2) Correctional
Officers and one (1) Dispatcher, effective March 12, 2001.

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING — A-01-3 - ORDINANCE TO AMEND
AND REPLACE CHAPTER 7 OF THE DINWIDDIE
COUNTY CODE - TELEVISION FRANCHISE

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
February 21, 2001 and February 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of
Dinwiddie County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public
comment on a proposed Ordinance of the County of Dinwiddie, Virginia to amend
and replace Chapter 7 of the Dinwiddie County code and granting a television
franchise and the right to erect, install, maintain and operate a cable television
system within Dinwiddie County, Virginia to SVHH Cable Acquisitions, |.p. d/b/a
Adelphia Cable Communications, providing for the regulation and administration
of the franchise and activities undertaken pursuant thereto and repealing any -
ordinances inconsistent therewith.

Mrs. Wendy Weber Ralph came before the Board to present some of the
major changes made to the franchisee renewal in the ordinance. She stated
Paul Jacobson from Sands, Anderson was the attorney who did the bulk of the
work on this ordinance with the attorneys from Adelphia. Continuing she
commented she would go over those items that the majority of the time was
spent on so far as the citizens of the County are concerned. Of course, the
renewal would have to fit whatever the FCC guidelines are and have been
changed to bring that up to date.

Mrs. Ralph stated that service has been a big issue with subscribers and
citizens in the County. What we tried to do with service was to establish some
performance standards to begin with and then a method to measure the
performance. If these standards are not met then penalties or an actual bond is
in effect within the ordinance itself and that is described. Hereto before wher: a
call was made for service there was not a lot of communication between the field
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person and the office or the number that you call to make a complaint. So what
we tried to do is to insure that that is done now. While they may not be able to fix
the problem any more quickly they should at least be able to let the subscriber
know what is going on, as to when it may be resolved.

Another issue Mrs. Ralph stated was credits or refunds and service
interruption. She explained what we tried to work in now is if there is a power
outage; rather than the individual having to make a complaint before they get a
refund or credit, is if it affects a particular area; then all the people in that
particular area will get the same refund or credit.

She continued we have a public access channel already. In the renewal
we will actually have physical access to it. All of the Government Buildings, that
is the Fire and Rescue, Police, Schools, and also in the Administration Building
will have access by computer as a method of controlling what goes out on that
Public Access Channel. Ms. Ralph stated that this is one of the requests Mr.
Bowman has spoken of several times, when we have job vacancies, can't we
advertise on cable TV. Now we will be able to control and put the programming
and notices on ourselves.

Ms. Ralph continued that there was a request to have a local number for
Adelphia from one of our citizens. We were unable to get a local number
therefore the subscriber will still have to call the 800 number for service. She
stated the representatives from Adelphia would address that further. But we
have been able to at least get the technicians involved. If the first technician that
responds cannot handle the problem and it requires a higher trained individual;
then they also will have the same performance standards and time frame to meet
in arriving there. Ms. Ralph stated Adelphia would be required to provide annual
information to the subscriber of the changes made in the ordinance; in addition,
the new subscriber will be given this information up front.

Continuing she said additional channels were requested, for example, a
weather channel which has been a big issue, since most cable stations do
provide one. The channels themselves were not something that the County is
able to work in the franchise. But the county will be talking to Adelphia about this
and Mrs. Ralph requested the representatives here to comment on this issue
tonight. She said Adelphia inherited the original infrastructure that Dinwiddie
Cable established and they are in the process of updating that infrastructure
which should improve service and capabilities.

Mrs. Ralph stated although the language that is in the proposed ordinance
tonight has been reviewed by the Adelphia attorneys it has not been approved by
their Vice President. She requested that the Board postpone voting tonight
because if there were things that he would like to see changed then we would
want to discuss those changes before the Board takes action.

Mrs. Ralph introduced Mr. Luke Matthews who is the representative that
the County deals with, at Adelphia, whenever we have problems.

Mr. Mathews, General Manager of Adelphia, introduced himself and Mr.
Bill Scott the Southern Virginia area Manager to the Board. Mr. Matthews stated
he would like to address some of the things Adelphia has done during its time as
the holder of the franchise in Dinwiddie County. He stated there were only 2
service technicians in the area when Adelphia took the franchise now there are 3.
Adelphia has also brought into the area a training center. Each new technician
that is hired will have a 2 week training period. Thereafter each year they will
undergo an additional week for equipment upgrade training provided by the
manufacturer. He commented another thing that has been brought into service is
the State of Virginia was divided into 2 areas the Southern and Northern half.
The technical staff was shared between the two sections. Now each section has
their own which gives them a little extra time and the staff also.
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Mr. Matthews stated another thing Adelphia has done here in Dinwiddie is
that we have secured services of another site for receiving channels. Adelphia’s
site is somewhat limited in terms of the type of tower that can be used. The size
and number of antennas that is used for receiving over the air channels to
Richmond and Petersburg are limited. We are going to be installing fiber optic
lines shortly from that site which will allow us to take advantage of the superior
facilities that we have at this location for receiving over the air channels and bring
those channels into our head-end. This will allow us to distribute them to the
subscribers in Dinwiddie County improving the quality and reliability of the quality
of the over the air channels. Continuing Mr. Matthews informed the Board that
this would bring about the feasibility of adding some additional services. Within
the next six months or so they hoped to be able to add an entire new level of
service called digital feed. Because an arrangement has been worked out

between Petersburg and Dinwiddie and a portion of the fiber will be built by the
two locations.

Mr. Bill Scott stated last Friday, Adelphia took over the Powhatan system
which will be another resource for this area. Mr. Scott informed the Board that

his office would be located in Lynchburg and he would send his office numbers to
them as soon as he got settled.

Mr. Moody stated that the service in the Sutherland area was not as good
as other areas. He asked if this new contract would bring the County’s service
up to standard.

Mr. Scott responded that the contract did not cover this, but to answer his
question, yes. Part of the reason for that would be from bringing in digital
service, but physically Adelphia wanted to upgrade this plant as well, which
would expand other services as well that aren’t digital. The weather channel for
example is not digitized he stated and it has to be offered in the old analog
package. The plant would have to be upgraded to do that. Mr. Scott stated if

they did not upgrade their facilities they would be out of business soon and
Adelphia is aware of that.

Mr. Haraway asked what year Adelphia took over the franchise?

Mr. Scott stated in 1991.

Mr. Haraway stated that Adelphia already has had this franchise for 10
years, so hopefully it would not take that long to make improvements. He
continued that he had received many complaints, one was, why can’t we have
HTS. He stated he gets complaints about the service on the Nashville Network,
people can’t get a clear picture on it sometimes.

Mr. Scott stated that was a head-end equipment problem. He stated he
could not speak for the last 10 years but tentatively Adelphia was slated to start
up after the first of the year. He continued that he would not come here and tell
the Board something he did not believe to be so.

Mr. Moody asked what it would take to get HTS?

Mr. Scott stated HTS is another dish and depending on which satellite it is
on if it is available in a digitized form, perhaps when Adelphia picks up their
package depending upon what they do pick up it may be available. Adelphia is

not able to “cherry pick” what they get in a digital package because they are
grouped.

Mr. Haraway asked what number the citizens should call if they have
problems with their cable?

Mr. Matthews said to call the 1-800-835-4949 number. He stated
Adelphia has filled their system to capacity in the past 10 years.
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Mr. Scott suggested forming a Cable Advisory Committee. He suggested
meeting on a quarterly basis.

Mr. Bowman stated he had been pushing for the Public Announcement
Channel so the County could get some pictures on it and place announcements
for job openings, recreational activities and Library services for the citizens. Will
your new system be able to post pictures on it?

Mr. Scott stated if they could get a computer to put graphics on it they
could locate it at the tower and have remote access to it. Then the county could
load it up with whatever they wanted on it. Mr. Scott stated the County has the
“Local Origination Channel” here and it could be offered that way also.

Mr. Bowman asked how soon would that be available to us?

Mr. Scott responded he would get Luke Matthews to help him figure that
out. Mr. Matthews stated the County already has the channel available. Mr.
Scott said Adelphia could get messages started right away. The pictures would
take a little time.

Mr. Bracey stated service is the main problem. He said it has improved
but he hoped that Adelphia would get that to a point that service is up to
standard.

Mr. Scott insisted they would continue to work on that; but once the
physical cable is installed a lot more can be done with fiber and the system will
improve because it is will not be as dependant on electric. The system
maintenance is a nightmare right now.

Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.

Mrs. Anne Scarborough came forward stating it is nice to have Mr.
Matthews here and he has always been so nice to work with. The service has
improved and for that she stated she was grateful. She stated she is concerned
about service and upgrades in the future. According to an article written in
December that she read Adelphia is a family owned company, the 6™ largest in
the nation. The company has been buying up other companies and because of
this their debt is about $10 billion. She stated that is high for a company with
$2.9 Billion expected income for the year 2001. This is an extremely high, 8
times, operating income before deprecation, interest, and taxes. This ratio is
20% above average for this sector and it is growing. Adelphia shelled out $12
billion to triple its size in 3 years, they borrowed %2 of what it needed for the
acquisition. Ms. Scarborough continued stating anybody knows that if you have
that much debt how would they help the County get HTS or anything else. She
insisted the County needed to nail Adelphia down in the contract on the time
period for the upgrades. Continuing she stated according to the Wall Street
Journal, as of yesterday, the company has had a loss for the last 4 quarters. If
Adelphia does not have the funds the County is not going to get much and
everyone knows this. Ms. Scarborough stated she would like to say a little about
the contract, Under 3.2 Restoration of Public Ways. Over a year ago they dug up
Route 1 and it needs to be repaved. Mrs. Scarborough also showed pictures of
her property and described several areas that have not been repaired due to the
installation of the cable service. She informed the Board that several technicians
had looked at the problems but no one from Adelphia has made the repairs. The
County needs to be more specific. She also questioned the hours to respond. If
someone called in between 5:00 and 8:00 p.m. the company has 3 hours to
respond if she was reading it right.

Ms. Ralph stated they had 1 %z hours per the contract.
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Mrs. Scarborough stated according to the contract during the other hours
they have as much as 12 hours to respond and that did not make any sense.

She admonished the County to take a closer look at the contract before they
signed it.

Mrs. Ralph asked Mrs. Scarborough to give her the rest of the questions
she had if she didn’t mind and she would try to see they are addressed.

Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.

Upon Motion by Mr. Bracey Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, action on A-01-3 — to

amend and replace Chapter 7, Cable TV Franchise was deferred until April 4,
2001.

IN RE: STATEMENT PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING

Mr. William C. Scheid, Planning Director, came forward to make the
following statement prior to the Public Hearings.

“As previously requested by the Board of Supervisors, Draft copies of the
Planning Commission Meeting minutes have been made available to the public
prior to this meeting as well as copies on the table at the rear of this meeting
room. The purpose of doing so is to expedite the hearing process without
compromising the publics’ access to pertinent information. It is noted that the
Board has been given various information on all of the hearing(s) to include, the
application, zoning map, adjacent property owner list, locational map(s), proffers
(if applicable), soils data, comprehensive land use maps and references, etc.
With this information noted, | will proceed with the case(s).”

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING —C- 00-6-MID-ATLANTIC TOWER

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
February 21, 2001 and February 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of
Dinwiddie County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public
comment on and to propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit
submitted by Mid Atlantic Tower, LLC, to construct a 330" tall guyed wire
telecommunications tower on the north side of Route 650, Hamilton Arms Road,
approximately 2 mile east of 1-85.

Mr. Scheid read excerpts from the following Summary Staff Report on C-00-6.

Summary Staff Report

File: C-00-6

Applicant: Mid Atlantic Tower

Property Address: Hamilton Arms Road, DeWitt, VA
Acreage: 152 acres (a 6.8 acre part thereof)

Tax Map Parcel: 70-2

Zoning: Agricultural, general A-2

The applicant, Mid Atlantic Tower LLC, is seeking a conditional use permit
to construct a 330’ tall guyed wire telecommunications tower on the north
side of Route 650, Hamilton Arms Road, approximately % mile east of I-
85. The Commissioner of the Revenue designates the parcel as Tax
Map/Parcel 70-2. The applicant will be leasing approximately 6.8 acres of
the 152.7-acre tract of land. The land is generally located in the DeWitt
area and is in the James A. Boisseau Estate.

The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their December 13, 2000

meeting. The Commission expressed several concerns regarding this
request. There were citizens in attendance in opposition to the issuance of
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the conditional use permit. On a vote of 6-1 (Mr. Titmus voting nay), the
Planning Commission recommended to the Board of Supervisors
disapproval of the conditional use permit C-00-6.

This case was scheduled to be heard by the Board of Supervisors at your
February 7™ meeting. Upon the request of the applicant, the case was
rescheduled to be heard by the Board at the March 7" public meeting.

NOTE: On February 14™ the Planning Commission heard a conditional use
permit request submitted by NTELOS for an extension of the existing Sprint
tower located at the A.M.E. Zion site in the Dinwiddie Courthouse area. The
existing tower is at a height of 192’. The request of NTELOS is to extend the
height of this tower to 250’. A memo written by Joseph Tauchen, an RF Manager
with NTELOS, dated 11/20/00, states “The Sprint tower located on Lundy’s Road
was evaluated at the available height of 169'. The CW drive test showed broken
coverage to the north and poor coverage beyond 2 miles to the south. This
location is desirable, however, the available height of 169’ will not provide
connecting coverage to the adjacent sites. ...If Sprint extends this tower and
NTELOS places its antennas higher than 200’, this location will satisfy the
coverage requirement.” The Planning Commission conducted the public hearing
but, with the consent of NTELOS, delayed a vote on the request until the March
14" meeting in order to review information presented at the meeting. A statement
was made- at this meeting that could have a bearing on C-00-6. Mr. Muscarella
stated that if NTELOS could locate their antennas at a height greater than 200’ in
the Dinwiddie Courthouse area under consideration, then NTELOS could use the
Alltel site located south of DeWitt to cover [-85 in the DeWitt area. This would
eliminate their need to locate antennas on the Mid Atlantic Tower site proposed
adjacent to Hamilton Arms Road.

Mr. Moody asked if the pictures in the Board packets were provided by
staff or by the applicant?

Mr. Long stated the color photos in the front of their packets were provided
by staff.

Mr. Scheid responded the photos done by staff were numbered and keyed
into the map provided in their packets to show locations relevant to the location
of the tower.

Mr. Long informed the Board that he had instructed the staff to revisit the
site and take photos to help the Board have a better understanding of the
situation when this case came before them. He stated the residences located
within the area were of enough significance to be noted. The pictures provided
by the applicant in their packets did not depict the true location of those
residences. The other main issue he stated he wanted to point out was the
location of the tower that is already in place approximately 1 block from the
residence.

Mr. Scheid stated the photos were taken approximately %4 of a mile in
either direction from the site of the tower.

Mr. Long stated if you hold the pictures up against one another he was
concerned that the Board get an accurate picture of what is really out there,
before they considered this case. He felt that the residences in the immediate
area were left out of the original photos submitted in the application.

Mr. Scheid described the actual locations of the photos taken and
explained how these photos were included in the overall scheme.

Mr. Charles Grigg, the applicant, came forward representing Mid-Atlantic

Towers and TelPage Inc., the wireless communication provider providing paging
in this area. He requested that the Board approve a conditional use permit for a

BOOK 15 PAGE MARCH 7, 2001



] ] L

330’ pole location communications tower on the property owned by the Boisseau
Estate located on Hamilton Arms Road. The tower would be located 600 feet
north of Route 650 as designated as Tax Map/Parcel 70-2. Telpage is leasing
space on this tower from Mid-Atlantic for its paging service in this area. The
property is now growing timberland that is vacant with no residences within the
site. He stated he has presented the Planner with the revised plans showing all
the setbacks and everything required on it. The County setbacks are 200% from
any houses. He stated the closest residence belongs to the Faulcon’s which is
further than the 200% required by the zoning law.

Mr. Grigg commented that the proposed tower does meet and exceed all
building and tower setback requirements in the ordinance. The tower is
designed to fall within the “fall zone” if for primary structure failure, it will fall all
within the primary structure lines on the property. He stated he has provided
photo simulations that the Board has. He said he has not seen the photo
simulations that the staff provided to the Board tonight and this was the first he
had heard of them just a few seconds ago.

Mr. Grigg stated the tower will be unpainted with one white strobe during
daylight as required by FAA Rules, with one red beacon at night with red side
markers during the night hours according to FAA rules, E1. Also, Mid-Atlantic
towers will secure a performance bond for removal of this facility in case of
abandonment

Mr. Grigg respectfully asked for approval of this site for their location.

Mr. Long told Mr. Grigg he was certainly welcome to take a look at the
photos that were taken simply to make the Board familiar with the site and the
residences in the area; also because of the location of the tower already in place.

Mr. Moody asked if Mr. Muscarello would care to address the Board.

Mr. Steve Muscarello with Ntelos stated the County was already aware of
their developmental plan for Dinwiddie County at this point. He stated he had
some additional pictures of a drive test that was done with a crane at the tower
site location. He gave the Board the pictures and asked them to take a look at
them for clarification. Ntelos is considering the existing structures along the 1-85
corridor and Mr. Scheid mentioned that Ntelos had made a statement at the
planning commission meeting about those structures located at the AME Zion
Church. The real issue is that Ntelos is looking for tower locations that provide
coverage all along [-85 and they had evaluated the existing structures. The Zion
Sprint site, which was mentioned by Mr. Scheid is the adjacent site to the north
and his statements made earlier were correct. If Ntelos can increase the height
of that structure then we can use that structure first of all and secondly it gives us
some options to the south. He stated Ntelos is in support of the Hamilton Roads
application because it would provide us the opportunity to connect with our
adjacent sites to the north and to the south. The site to the north was already
mentioned as the Sprint site which Ntelos is proposing to increase. However we
do feel that there is some opposition to that and Ntelos has no reliance on the
Board approving that site at this point so we are looking at this particular facility
as to providing Ntelos space to make a lot of coverage along |-85. The other
structure that is there is the one owned by Crown and it is currently occupied by -
GTE at the top and Nextel has got an application to locate at about 238’ that
leaves only an available height of 217’. The structure is .5 miles from the
proposed location for Mid Atlantic. This site is closer to 1-85, which gives better
coverage for Ntelos.

Mr. Moody stated this is a Public Hearing and asked if any citizens wished
to speak for or against C-00-6.

The following citizens came forward to address the Board:
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1. Charles P. Johnson, 15920 Hamilton Arms Road, DeWitt, Virginia
came forward stating his complaint was the close proximity of the
existing tower. We certainly don’t want too many towers. He stated
he understood the necessity of the technology that we have today but
we don’t want too many in the neighborhood. He stated the towers do
give off radiation and anything that might be a hazard to the people in
that area should be taken into consideration before this application is
granted. Mr. Johnson was concerned about the property values and
health issues.

2. Mrs. Alice Johnson stated her chief concern was too many too close.
The neighbors were concerned about property values and health
issues.

3. Mr. Coleman Boisseau of Atlantic, North Carolina came forward in
behalf of W. Boisseau Farm in support of the tower. He stated they
would like the tower on their property to generate some income on the
acreage located on the Hamilton Arms Road. The income from the
tower will be used to pay taxes and to maintain the farm. Cell phone
coverage is very important he stated to extend by means of towers for
safety and for business and personal and most important for 911 calls.
This tower will be one of the final links in a series of towers from South
Hill to Petersburg. He said it is important for the County that this
application be approved. There are some concerns about being able
to see the tower from some of the homes. But one wireless tower is
much less of an eyesore than thousands of telephone poles with miles
and miles of telephone and cable lines. He stated he could not say
enough about how towers and safety go hand in hand. They cut the
response time dramatically and it is important for saving lives.

4. Mrs. Edwina Boisseau Baskerville came forward stating her family has
been in Dinwiddie County for generations and has supported the
County in many ways. Ms. Baskerville continued according to her
understanding the towers do not give off radiation. The property will be
kept in the family as a memorial to her Father, W. Boisseau, which will
be passed down through the generations. No more of the land will be
sold. She asked the Board to approve the application for the
communication tower.

5. Ms. Janet Ruffin 1642 Hamilton Arms Road, DeWitt, Virginia, came
before the Board stating the biggest complaint she and her sister had
was that the tower is in front of their houses and not behind them.

6. Mr. James C. Faulcon stated he was an adjoining property owner of
the Boisseau’s and 4 lots have already been sold. The tower would be
in front of the Faulcon house so he did not see why it had to be close
to the houses.

7. Mr. William Robinson stated he married, Betsy Boisseau, McKenney
Lloyd Boisseau’s daughter who owns part of the property. Mr.
Robinson told the Board he is a businessman by trade who sells oil in
this area. He stated he does a lot of traveling up and down the roads
and depends on cell phones and didn’t know what he would do without
one. He said he thinks it is important to have this link of towers to be
able to communicate with people.

Mr. Moody closed the Public Hearing for C-00-6 Mid —Atlantic Tower.

Mr. Moody called for Board comments on this case.

Mr. Bracey stated why so close?

Mr. Grigg stated it is basically spacing down the highway from the site of
Zion Church so they look at the coverage that they would be getting. Typically
this coverage is around 2 miles before they have to start looking for other sites.
A lot of it is spacing from other sites. At this location there is high ground here

and alternatives in this area are few and far between. He stated after the
Planning Commission Meeting he looked for alternative sites and there really
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weren’t any other locations close to the highway that weren’t close to houses.

The existing structure is too far away from the road with heights available, so this
locations works for us.

Mr. Bracey stated he was having a problem here “we don’t care about
people”. Would you want one on your road?

Mr. Muscarello stated he has one on his road and he was thankful for the
service.

Mr. Grigg said they picked a large tract of land, there are a lot of small
tracts of land around but it would still be impacting someone’s house, if we
picked one of the small tracts of land. In the County ordinance there is a clause
that requires a 10’ buffer of trees around the site to protect the people. So there
will always be trees to protect this site. Mr. Grigg stated that Mr. Faulcon has a
lease on the property with Vulcan materials. The people in that area don’t want
towers but according to the lease on page 3 section 5 — these are things that are
permitted in that lease: The exclusive right to mine, strip mine, quarry, recover,
and remove from the premises stone, rock, soil, gravel, minerals and any other
construction material found thereon or therein; the right to crush process,
stockpile, sell, trade, and market on the premises; and it goes on to say they can
put rock crushers in there, run dump trucks in there, they can enlarge the road in
front of Mr. Faulcon’s house. Mr. Grigg continued they have taken all of the
necessary precautions to stay away from his property as much as possible. It has
been done to the law; to the County’s ordinance and we have matched the
ordinance to the “T". He said they have tried to find another site and we need
towers and towers are here whether we like it or not. He stated they are building
this tower for co-location purposes to accommodate multiple carriers so there
won't have to be more of them.

Mr. Moody asked how many co-locaters would the tower be able to
handle.

Mr. Grigg stated the towers are designed to hold 7 to 8 but the County
ordinance stipulates up to 5.

A citizen asked if the existing tower could be extended to accommodate
the height needed.

Mr. Muscarello stated no. It would have to be replaced and redesigned to
go 330’ because the existing structure was not designed to support that height.

Mr. Long asked if the Alltel/DeWitt tower on the map was the carrier for
this site location being discussed here.

Mr. Muscarello replied that this site is located south of the location being
discussed. The one is the Crown/GTE tower with the 217’ co-location space
available. But at that height and distance from the highway it won’t connect the
sites to the north or the planned site to the south. If someone is traveling on -85
or Route 1 the calls would be dropped or they would not be able to make calls in
certain areas. He stated in the design of networks connecting coverage is very
important. The other carriers on that tower are at 285’ and 240’ so the heights
above the 217’ are already taken. He also said a couple of the citizens also
expressed concerns about the emissions from the structures and cell phones and
their potential effects. FCC has put out guidelines in the telecommunication act
of 1996 and in these guidelines if we meet the Federal Standard emission level
that is set by them, then according to the Federal Communications Act local
Authority Boards cannot deny a tower because of radiation emission. He stated
the fact of the matter is that the cell that operate at these towers are about
10,000 times below the standard level. The reason they operate so far below
this level is because they have such low power and ‘are not an FM radio station.
He informed the Board that he could present a near level letter which is an
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emissions study on a location that is a mathematical calculation as to the levels
that the FCC has set forth. He said people should be more concerned about
using cell phones than the emissions from the towers.

Mr. Clay asked if there was any danger of the tower falling from 100 to
110 mile an hour winds.

Mr. Muscarello stated they are engineered for the wind load with 2" ice
radial plus a safety factor. Some have failed in the past but most of them that fall
in this area aren’t from wind or tornados but typically from ice storms. They are
designed to collapse on themselves they don't just fall over like a tree. If a tower
was 300’ tall and it fell on the ground the debris from that tower would only be
about 150’ from the base of the towers.

Mr. Moody stated either he or Mr. Grigg has said that there was no other
location in the area that was found that would not impact on residential property;
is that correct.

Mr. Muscarello replied, yes, not any that they could lease. He stated that
he could not go %2 mile down the road it had to be within the search range
because it would affect the coverage area north and south.

Mr. Moody commented that this location is dependant on the one north of
that site and the one south so the tower had to be geared in between both to
make it work; was this correct.

He replied yes. If for example the Board approves our next application at
DeWitt tonight, the location south of here, then that gives us a point of reference.
We know where our coverage and signals are going to travel from that tower. But
say we are approved at the facility to the north of this at the church then we know
what that footprint of coverage will be also. If the application for this location is
disapproved then we will have to come up with a solution and that solution will
have to connect with both the north and south locations. He commented that is
the reason he is in support of this request; it would make their network connect.

Mr. Clay asked where is the one south of there, is it the one at
McKenney?

Mr. Muscarello stated yes it would be the next location to the south. The
next location south of there happens to be in the next County. They did an
analysis for all existing structures and tried to design the system to take
advantage of as many of those as possible. When you do it that way you have to
fill in the gaps. Continuing he said or if this other tower was a little closer to the
highway and space was available a little higher on the tower we wouldn’t be in
front of the Board today.

Mr. Haraway asked what is the distance between the Crown tower and the
SBA tower.

Mr. Muscarello replied it was probably 8 miles.

Mr. Haraway stated he had a question for Mr. Scheid. Mr. Scheid, you
indicated that there was some other information that came forward after the
Planning Commission made their decision. Do you feel in your opinion if they
had had this information would it have affected their decision?

Mr. Scheid stated he certainly felt the information would have reinforced
the recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. He continued, Mr. Bowman
came into the office one day and asked to go to some of these sites where the
pictures were taken. He stated he was a little disturbed by some of the pictures
he has seen this evening. The color pictures that are in the Board packet
depicted exactly what he saw and took that day. Mr. Scheid stated the day he
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and Mr. Bowman visited the site as they were going down Route 1 he saw the
drive by test that Mid Atlantic was doing. He said they approached the crane
operator and asked if he had the antenna at about 250’ in the air because it was
very visible. The crane operator replied no, it was at 190’and he had dropped it to
185’. It was quite visible he stated and what is being proposed is 140’ taller than
that and he couldn’t quite visualize what that would look like.

Mr. Clay commented that cell phones are a necessity now and will
continue to be in the future; but it is a shame we have to have the towers for
them to operate. He said people traveling up and down 1-85 want to talk on cell
phones and he didn’t know what the Board was going to do.

Mr. Bracey moved to defer Board action on C-00-6 until April 4, 2001 in
order for the Board to review the record and study the information presented by
the applicant, the Planning Director and the Citizens who expressed their views
at tonight’s meeting.

The Motion was Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye.

IN RE: C-00-5-MID-ATLANTIC TOWER

Mr. Long stated this conditional use permit was submitted by Mid Atlantic
to construct a telecommunications tower near McKenney. The Public Hearing
was held at the February 7, 2001 Board of Supervisors Meeting but action was
deferred to this meeting.

Summary Staff Report

File: C-00-5

Applicant: Mid Atlantic Tower

Property Address: Sapony Church Road (Rt. 692)
Magisterial District: Darvills

Acreage: 17.29 acres

Tax Map Parcel: 80-47

Zoning: Agricultural, General, A-2

The applicant, Mid Atlantic Tower LLC, is seeking a conditional use permit
to construct and maintain a three hundred thirty (330) foot guyed wire
telecommunications tower on the east side of Route 692, Sapony Church Drive
approximately % mile south of McKenney Highway (Rt 40). The Commissioner of
the Revenue designates the parcel as Tax Map/Parcel 80-47. The land is
generally located in the McKenney area and is currently owned by John and
Deborah Robertson.

The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their December 13, 2000
meeting. The Commissioners noted several factors that reflected favorably on
this request on a vote of 7-0; the Planning Commission recommended to the
Board of Supervisors approval of the conditional use permit C-00-5 with
conditions and to grant the two (2) side yard variances as permitted by Section
22-274. The conditions are as follows:
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1. The tower proposed by Mid-Atlantic Tower LLC shall not exceed
three hundred thirty (330) feet in height and shall be located on the
property as shown on the “amended” plat.

2. A red beacon, not a strobe light, shall be utilized in lighting the
tower.

3. The applicant and/or any subsequent owners shall allow at least
two (2) other wireless telecommunications providers to locate on
the tower and site and shall provide the County, upon request,
verifiable evidence of making a good faith effort to allow such
location;

4. Mid-Atlantic shall develop the proposed tower site as detailed in
the support documentation submitted with, and becoming a part of,
the application;

5. The conditional use permit must be reviewed at least every two (2)
years for compliance with stated conditions; and

6. The County shall be provided co-location opportunities without
compensation as a community benefit to improve radio
communications for the County departments and emergency
services.

Furthermore, it is hereby noted that the Board of Supervisors grant
a side yard variance for the tower as permitted by Section 22-274(2).

Mr. Moody stated he felt the Board had the opportunity to study this
request for a month and research the questions that were asked. At this time he
stated if the Board had no more comments he would entertain a motion to deny
or approve their request.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that conditional use permit C-00-5 submitted by Mid Atlantic Tower, LLC
be approved with the conditions noted by the Planning Commission at their
December 13, 2000 public hearing attached to the permit; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with
Virginia Code Section 15.2-2286 (A)(7) it is stated that the purpose for which this
Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity,
convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a five- (5) minute recess at 9:20 P.M.
The meeting reconvened at 9:35 P.M.

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING - C-01-2 - BOZE — LAWDOWN YARD

This being the time and place as advertised in the Progress-Index on
February 21, 2001 and February 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of
Dinwiddie County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public
comment on and to propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit
submitted by John E. Boze, to establish a “lay-down yard” on a 6.94 acre parcel
of land located at 13117 Boydton Plank Road.
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Summary Staft Report

File: C-01-2
Applicant: John E. Boze

Property Address: 13117 Boydton Plank Road
Acreage: 6.94 acres
Tax Map Parcel: 45(3)3

~ Zoning: Business, general, B-2

The applicant, John E. Boze, is seeking a conditional use permit to
establish a “laydown yard” on a 6.94 are parcel of land located at 13117
Boydton Plank Road. The parcel is zoned business, general, B-2. The
Commissioner of the Revenue designates this land as Tax Map 45,
Section 3, Parcel 3. The comprehensive land use plan identifies this area
within a Community Planning Area/Corridor and indicates its use for
agricultural/residential purposes. The property was used in the past as a
planning mill with on site storage of wood products.

The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their February 14, 2001
meeting. The Commission expressed several concerns regarding this
request. There were no citizens in attendance in opposition to the
issuance of the conditional use permit. On a vote of 6-1 (Mr. Titmus voting
nay), the Planning Commission recommended to the Board of Supervisors
approval of the conditional use permit C-01-2 with the following conditions:

1. Exterior lighting shall be limited to the existing lighting system with the ability
to add one additional lighting fixture, if needed, but only in coordination with
the Planning Department;

2. Shipping and receiving hours of operation shall be limited to Monday — Friday
7:00 a.m. until 7:.00 p.m., Saturday, 8:00 a.m. to 4: p.m. and Sunday, 1:00
p.m. to 5:00 p.m.;

3. Traffic shall be limited to 2 access points, one to be an entrance and the other
o be an exit; and

4. Screening shall be in compliance with the County’s requirements to include a
double row of staggered evergreens planted near the front property line.

Mr. Haraway stated when this was brought before the Board wasn’t there
a 200’ setback requirement.

Mr. Scheid stated it was added in the definition of the lay-down yard
requirement in the ordinance.

Mr. Haraway asked if that requirement could be changed.

Mr. Scheid stated a person could go the variance route that would go
directly to the Board of Zoning Appeals. Any matter dealing with a variance would
not be heard by the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Moody requested Mr. Boze, the applicant, to come forward.

Mr. John Boze stated he had nothing to add but would be glad to answer
any questions they had.

Mr. Moody stated at the Planning Commission Meeting the conditions
were gone over and talked about then. He asked if Mr. Boze agreed to the
conditions that were set forth.

Mr. John Boze replied yes.
Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.

No one spoke for or in opposition to the conditional use permit.
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Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.
Mr. Moody called for Board comments.

Mr. Bracey stated he still didn’t like the 200’ but Mr. Boze can apply for a
variance. He stated he felt this was political by placing all the restrictions on him,
but let the young man go to work.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that conditional use permit C-01-2 submitted by Mr. John Boze, as stated
above, is hereby approved with the conditions recommended by the Planning
Commission; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with the
Virginia Code Section 15.2286 (A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for
which this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity,
convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice.

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING — A- 01-2- FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AMENDING AND REORDAINING ARTICLE 1 SECTION 9-
19, TAXATION

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
February 21, 2001 and February 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of
Dinwiddie County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public
comment for the purpose of amending and reordaining Article [, Section 9 of
chapter 19 (“Taxation”) of the Code of Dinwiddie County to establish deadlines
for the receipt and processing of applications to the County of Dinwiddie Board of
Equalization.

Mrs. Ralph came before the Board and presented theTaxation Ordinance.
She stated this ordinance sets the application and disposition deadlines for the
Equalization Board. The Board of Equalization will be trained this coming Friday
and they will be setting up their schedule at that time. But the deadline by this
ordinance that you would set would be for receipt of applications be limited Up
until April 20, 2001. The Board of Equalization deadline for disposition of timely
applications would be up until June 1, 2001. That gives the whole month of May
and most of April. The Commissioner expressed a concern from past
reassessments that you allow enough time for people that are out of town and
maybe didn’t get notices to be sure that everbody has a chance to appeal. The
Board of Assessors process is already completed and this would be their only
chance to appeal the reassessment.

Mr. Moody stated that the citizens could appeal even if they didn’t go to
the Board of Assessor’s; is that correct?

Mrs. Ralph replied yes.

Mr. Moody inquired if the notice would be in the newspaper.

Mrs. Ralph said yes.

Mr. Moody stated one of his constituents called the other night and said he
has been calling the General reassessment number for days and could not reach

anyone.

Mrs. Ralph stated the number is being moved now to the Commissioner of
the Revenues Office. Just tell anybody who has any questions or needs
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information on this to call the Commissioner of Revenue now. The number will
be in the newspaper notices.

Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.

Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia, that Section 19-9 of the Code of the County of Dinwiddie be amended
and reordained as follows:

Section 19-9 Application and Disposition Deadlines for the Processing of
Equalization of Real Estate Assessments.

a. The deadline for receipt of applications to the County of
Dinwiddie Board of Equalization shall be April 20, 2001..
b.  The deadline for disposition of timely applications by the
County of Dinwiddie Equalization shall be June 1, 2001.

State Law References: Code of Virginia Section 58.1-3378

IN RE: VML/VACO — VIRGINIA POWER STEERING COMMITTEE

Mr. Long stated the VML/VACo Virginia Power Steering Committee
has been negotiating a new contract with Virginia Power for localities that
are members of the organization. VML/VACo will invoice for the County for
its pro-rata share of the total assessment based on our total kilowatt-hour
usage. Mr. Long asked the Board to approve our participation.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, authorization
for the County to participate in the VML/VACo Virginia Power Steering
Committee based on the pro-rata share of total kilowatt usage was
approved.

IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE CHECK SIGNER
MACHINE

Mr. Long presented the Board with the bids from Ms. Cathy Carwile to
purchase a new check signer machine. He stated the check machine has
frequently malfunctioned and needed to be replaced and the cost of the machine
would be shared equally between the County and the School Board. The bids
presented were:

ABM OFFICE OUTFITTERS $2,466.00
H&H $2,965.00
TAB OF CENTRAL VIRGINIA $3,579.00

EXPEDEX OF RICHMOND (machine only)  $2,565.00

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted for the Administration Office to purchase a
check signer machine from ABM Office Outfitters in the amount of $2,466.00;
and
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IN RE:

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that the cost of the signer machine be shared equally between
the County and the School Board.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS

IN RE:

Mr. Long stated he had included some information that was
provided on the resource officer and he indicated to several
folks in the School Board Office that the Board needed
something to review first with in the next couple of weeks.
He said the Sheriff might come back next month to ask
whether the Board would approve a grant request for this
additional officer.

Mr. Bracey commented when is the real story going to be
told. This is a new position the County would have the Dare
Officer plus this SRO at $14,134.00 would be what the
County would have to pay. The grant period is for 1 year
only with a possibility of extending for 3 more years. He
stated he did not know one position in the County that would
start with an annual salary of $48,074.00 for salary and
benefits for one person. He said that sounds like the
Sheriff's salary. Mr. Bracey stated the information needed to
be directed to Administration so it can really be looked at. If
the Board approves this position at the end of the grant the
County will be stuck. How did they arrive at this salary?

Mr. Long added that with the state of affairs in the General
Assembly right now, there is the definite possibility of grants
going away completely. He advised the Board to consider
this before making their decision.

Mr. Haraway directed Administration to find out from the
Sheriff how he arrived at this salary.

Mr. Long stated he had enclosed a copy of House Joint
Resolution number 684 which establishes a study committee
for the Route 460 TransAmerica Corridor Study. As you
may recall this project would extend the Route 460 Bypass
from Route 1 at the East Cost, all the way over to Prince
George. This extension would dramatically improve
conditions on Route 1 by providing an outlet for the truck
traffic which would be a benefit to the County.

Mr. Long informed the Board that the Sands Anderson
workshop for the Telecommunication Issues in General is
scheduled for April 4™ at 8:30 a.m. till 1:00 p.m. The Board
would have to leave the Administration Building at 7:30 a.m.

Mr. Long stated the Appreciation Dinner for the John Tyler
Community College is scheduled for March 29" which is a
Thursday at 6:00 p.m., at the College.

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

BOOK 15

Mr. Moody asked if the Board had any quick comments.

1.

Mr. Bowman stated he had spoken with the Planner and he may
possibly have enough money left in his budget this year to do the
Route 1 Corridor Study. He asked Mr. Long to take a look at it and
make a recommendation to the Board at the next meeting.

PAGE MARCH 7, 2001



ATTiESTiI 2 Mw/é

Mr. Bracey asked how much money are we talkrng about for the
corndor study -

Mr. Long replled $17,000 dollars.

Mr. Scheid commented there has been a vacancy in his‘department for
the Code Compliance Officer and those funds were still in his budget.

Mr. Bracey stated he felt an in- depth description of the Comprehensive
Plan and what we are doing needs to be presented to the Board. He
_stated what about the 460 corrldor?

Mr. Haraway stated for one time Mr. Bracey is speaking for me. He
- said he agreed with him. Landmark was not the lowest bid. They were
several thousand dollars higher for the work they are going to do and -
~ then the study for Route 1 they were higher on that too. Continuing he
_ said Mr. Long should go to Landmark and renegotrate that price ' ‘
knowing that we are paying a premium price for doing this study
compared to what the lowest bid was. He stated Landmark should
lower their price to do the Route 1 study '

2. Mr. Moody stated he felt it would be good to have a Cable Cltlzen
" Advisory Committee. It would work very well.

- Mr. Moody stated at the Vaco Conference in November he 3|gned up .
- to be put on an Environment and Agriculture Committee and he
recelved notice that he has been put on that commitiee.

3. Mr Bowman stated that Mr. Robert Ragsdale called and invited the
Board to attend a ribbon cutting ceremony at his McKenney plant on
March 215t at 11:00 a.m. The press was mvrted to attend also.

There were no additional comments from the Board.

RE:  ADJOURNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the meeting

~adjourned at 10:05 P. M to be continued until 12:00 P.M. on Wednesday, March

21, 2001 at the Nottoway Restaurant for a closed session.

~ Harrison A. Moody, Chairma/g//

. R. Martin Long
. County Administrator

/abr
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VIRGINIA: AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM OF THE
PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,
VIRGINIA, ON THE 21ST DAY OF MARCH, 2001, AT 2:00 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR. VICE-CHAIR ELECTION DISTRICT #4
DONALD L. HARAWAY ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN, IV ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY S. CLAY, ELECTION DISTRICT #5

OTHER: DANIEL SIEGEL COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE: CALL TO ORDER - INVOCATION - PLEDGE OF

ALLEGIANCE

Mr. Harrison A. Moody, Chairman, called the regular meeting to order at
2:00 P.M. followed by the Lord’s Prayer and the Pledge of Allegiance.

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

Mr. Moody asked if there were any amendments to the Agenda.

Mr. R. Martin Long, County Administrator, stated Mrs. Betty Jeter asked to
be added to the agenda under Item 9 - Q - Registrar.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.

Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the above amendment
was approved.

IN RE: MINUTES

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia, that the minutes of the March 7, 2001 Continuation Meeting and the
March 7, 2001 Regular Meeting are hereby approved in their entirety.

IN RE: CLAIMS

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

'BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following claims are approved and funds appropriated for same

using checks numbered 1024585 through 1024757 (void check(s) numbered
1024584 and 1024600 ) for:

Accounts Payable:

(101) General Fund $ 343,667.07
(103) Jail Commission $ 64.92
(104) Marketing Fund $ .00
(222) E911 Fund $ 1,822.80
(223) Self Insurance Fund $ .00
(225) Courthouse Maintenance $ .00
(226) Law Library $ .00
(228) Fire Programs & EMS $ 7,727.89
(229) Forfeited Asset Sharing $ .00
(304) CDBG Grant Fund $ 1,500.00
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(305) Capital Projects Fund $ 82,289.78

(401) County Debt Service $ 87,340.66
TOTAL $ 524,413.12
IN RE: DINWIDDIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RENOVATION

PROJECT — REQUISITION NUMBER 27 (IDA1999A-#19)

Mrs. Ralph stated the following invoices are included in Payment Request
Number 27 (IDA1999A - #19):

SOUTHWOOD BUILDERS, INC. Payment #13 $458,612.00
SANDS ANDERSON MARKS & MILLER 649.88
ENGINEERING CONSULTING SERVICES 1,907.25
BALLOU JUSTICE UPTON ARCHITECTS 8,760.34
TOTAL REQUISITION #27 $469,929.47

Mrs. Ralph stated these invoices have been reviewed and approved by
the Superintendent.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Requisition Number 27 (IDA99A - #19) in the amount of $469,929.47
be approved and funds appropriated for CIP expenses from the Dinwiddie
Elementary School Renovation Project Fund.

IN RE: DINWIDDIE COUNTY PUBLIC FACILITIES PROJECT
FUND: SCHOOL COMPLETION PROJECT ACCOUNT OF
THE PUBLIC FACILITIES FUND — REQUISITION
NUMBER 60 (IDA98SA - #25)

Mrs. Ralph stated the following invoices are included in Payment Request
Number 60 (IDA1998A-#25):

LANDSCAPES BY DEADMON $ 17,643.25
TOTAL REQUISITION #60 (IDA1998A -#25) $ 17,643.25

Mrs. Ralph stated these invoices have been reviewed and approved by
the Superintendent.

Mr. Bracey asked if this is the end of the landscaping?
Ms. Seward stated it is; except for the small performance bond payment.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Requisition Number 60 (IDA1998A-#25) in the amount of $17,643.25
be approved and funds appropriated for CIP expenses, for landscaping at
Midway and Middle School, from the Dinwiddie County Public Facilities Project
Fund: School Completion Project Account.

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS

The following citizens addressed the Board:
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1. Mr. John Chappell, Post Office Box 420, Dinwiddie, Virginia 23841,
Dinwiddie Historical Society Board came before the Board stating
Dinwiddie County has a priceless possession which needs to be
preserved for posterity, a flag given to the Dinwiddie Calvary Troop
from the ladies of the County. We are very fortunate to have it in
our possession in that it was returned to its origin by the grandson
of a Colonel Campbell who obtained it during the Civil War.

The silk flag was sewn by the women of the county whose sons,
husbands, neighbors, and friends were serving in the Virginia
Cavalry, Company |, Third Regiment, Volunteers from the county.
Of the 156 volunteers whose names appear on the company roster
many are familiar to most of us in the county today.

Mr. Chappell stated similar banners and flags have been restored
and preserved by the Confederate Museum in Richmond. The
Dinwiddie Historical Society wishes to propose that our flag be
evaluated by an experienced curator and restored if that is
recommended. We feel we would benefit from experience gained
by the museum. The Society is prepared to fund the cost of having
the flag evaluated. This may require its removal from the County.
We think this effort should begin immediately (the restoration could
take 6 to 9 months) to assure that the work on the flag is completed
so as to coincide with the restoration and dedication of the Old
Courthouse. We think it should be displayed in such a way that it
can be viewed from both sides.

The flag is presently on display at Fork Inn. The Dinwiddie County
Historical Society believes that the restored old Courthouse
Building would be the proper place for the flag to be kept and
displayed permanently. We appreciate Daryl Olgers concern for
the flag when it was necessary for it to be moved from the Old
Clerk’s Office.

If renewal of the flag is recommended at what can be considered a
reasonable cost, the Society through donations of a fund-raising
effort will fund the effort for its restoration. We feel the flag should

not be removed from its present frame until it is in the hands of a
curator.

The Society requested:

1. Authorization to arrange for an evaluation of the flag by an
experienced curator and permission to transport the flag to
the curator.

2. If the price for restoration of the flag is reasonable and
feasible, that Dinwiddie County Historical Society be
authorized to have the flag restored at the Society’s cost.

3. That the flag be displayed permanently at the restored
Courthouse.

Mr. Chappell presented the Board a written release statement with
the above information for their signature.

After further discussion the Board asked the County Attorney, Mr.
Siegel, to look into their legal obligations, and to work with Mr. Chappell on
an agreement between the County and the Historical Society. Mr.
Chappell was asked to provide Administration with a copy of their contract
with the curator to insure proper insurance coverage for the flag which will
be attached to the agreement. Then the agreement will be presented to
the Board for approval. '
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Mr. Chappell stated part of the restoration would be to encase or
seal the flag.

2. Mrs. Joyce P. Harville, 5620 Trinity Church Road, Church Road,
Virginia, 23833, representing the Safe and Drug Free Schools
Advisory Council, came before the Board requesting that they make
sure there is enough money in the Sheriff's budget to hire a School
Resource Officer for the Middle School. Ms. Harville informed the
Board that 76 of 95 localities have a School Resource Officer
including the majority of the neighboring counties and cities. She
presented a petition to Mr. Moody with 438 signatures in support of
hiring the Resource Officer.

IN RE: WILSON — KAUTZ RAID

Mrs. Ralph stated a few months back a resolution of support was
submitted for the Wilson Kautz Raid. It was a Tea 21 Grant which was approved
in the amount of $260,000 for historical markers for the route and a brochure.
The only financial requirement from the County will be maintenance funds for the
signs located in the County in the amount of $250 per sign which will not be due
until 2003. At the present time, there are seven sites proposed for the County,
which would equal a total cost of $1,750. The Park Service may be adopting the
sign at Five Forks so we should have a net most of $1,500. The anticipated date
for opening the route is in October of this year. She introduced Chris Calkins
with the National Parks Service in Petersburg, and stated he has helped us with
Lee’s Retreat Route and so many other of our historical sites and areas.

Mr. Calkins stated he had three items to bring to their attention. First of all
the Wilson-Kautz Raid was a Union Calvary Raid through this area with its
intention of destroying the railroads Southside and Weldon Railroad both of
which are in Dinwiddie. This tour will begin at our Visitors Center, will go through
Prince George, Dinwiddie, and eventually it will go west to the Staunton River
Bridge Battlefield State Park, which is in the Charlotte, Halifax County area. Then
the driving tour will come back to this area and end in Dinwiddie County, hence
the reason for the numerous sites in the County.

He stated he had a map of all the proposed sites for the placement of the
markers and a little bit of the historical background. All of this will fall under the
State umbrella organization of Virginia Civil War Trails. The organization is
currently in the process of developing a map which will come out probably this
Fall. Anything South of the James will be called Region I. Mr. Calkins showed
the Board a mock up of the map. The brochure will be entitled Lee’s Refreat And
The Final Campaign but it also has the Wilson-Kautz Raid which takes in the City
of Lynchburg and Danville, Dinwiddie and Prince George Counties. These will
be beautifully colored brochures and will be given out by the State and funded by
the State.

He continued another item he would like to bring up to them is the grant
application request from the Virginia Civil War Battlefield Preservation project
which is being sponsored by the Civil War Preservation Trust. They are the
descendants of the Association for the Preservation of Civil War Sites which
bought property on White Oak Road and Dabney Mill Road to preserve those
battle sites. This proposition is to apply for an ISTEA Grant to purchase lands
around Reams Station area. This will be their money right now; no land owners
have been talked to if and when they do If the group does get the grant it will be
a willing buyer-willing seller type situation. All they are asking for is a letter of
support for this project. He stated he should mention to the Board that 210 acres
at Reams Station are preserved for battlefield preservation by the conservation
fund. Itis the land south of Oak Grove Church. In the last 5 or 6 years even
though the battlefield is in pristine condition and probably one of the nicest
around here, 2 sites have been destroyed, one a historic house on the battlefield
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and another large section of the battlefield with the trenches that had been
timbered and the trenches destroyed.

Mr. Calkins presented the Board with an up-to date annual report on Lee’s
Retreat that covers everything that has been done since the initial annual report
was done. One of the newest projects is a nice slick brochure, Retreat as a
Guide that will have a list of motels along the trail with maps in it. It will allow local
businesses to advertise in it, which will pay for the brochure. Finally Lee’s
Retreat just came out in a magazine, Americas Civil War, and there is an article
in there on the whole Campaign and heralding the story of it.

Mr. Calkins thanked Mrs. Wendy Ralph and Mr. Tim Smith who have been
a great help to in all of these endeavors.

He asked the Board if he could answer any questions.

Mrs. Ralph read the following proposed Wilson-Kautz marker locations for
Dinwiddie County:

1. Reams Station (Oak Grove Methodist Church parking lot)

This sign would cover two aspects of the raid — the initial ride through by
the Federal Cavalry and the destruction of the station itself; the return to
Reams Station and the Confederate counter-attack on June 218",

2. Dinwiddie Court House (lawn of original courthouse)

This marker here would explain the Federal cavalry’s line of march from
Reams to this point along with incidents that happened while passing
through the county seat village.

3. Five forks (near NPS visitor center)

The wayside here would foreshadow the importance of this crossroads by
explaining its first visit by Union forces on their way to the South Side
Railroad, one of Lee’s supply lines.

4. Ford’'s Depot (parking lot of post office)
The story of the initial destruction of the railroad and its equipment on this
raid takes place at this point.

5. White Oak Methodist Church (church parking lot)

The church, being used as a Confederate hospital, is destroyed by the
federal calvary. After the war the congregation attempts to receive
compensation from the United States government for this act.

6. Stony Creek Bridge (Bear Island Tract — easement)

After finding Confederate resistance at Reams Station, Wilson’s column
retreats over this bridge while being pursued by Southern cavalry.

7. Reams Station (Reams Independent Methodist Church parking lot)
This marker would explain the two-prong movement of Wilson and Kautz’s
cavalry as they attempt to return to their lines at Reams Station to the
east. The destruction of their wagon train will also be explained.

The route will end up again at Oak Grove Methodists Church.

The Board received information on the entire driving tour of the Wilson-
Kautz Raid Campaign with stop locations as follows:

Stop 1 — Petersburg National Battlefield Park
Stop 2 — Prince George Court House |

Stop 3 — Ream’s Station (Dinwiddie County)
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Stop 4 — Dinwiddie County Court House (Dinwiddie County)
Stop 5 — Five Forks (Dinwiddie County)

Stop 6 — Ford’s Depot (Dinwiddie County)

Stop 7 — Blackstone (Nottoway County)

Stop 8 — Battle of Nottoway Court House (Nottoway County)
Stop 9 — Burkeville (Nottoway County)

Stop 10 — St. Mark’s Store (Nottoway County)

Stop 11 — Meherrin (Lunenburg)

Stop 12 — Keysville (Charlotte County)

Stop 13 — Charlotte Court House (Charlotte County)

Stop 14 — Drakes Branch (Charlotte County)

Stop 15 — Saxe (Charlotte County)

Stop 16 — Roanoke Station (Randolph Station-Charlotte County)
Stop 17 — Chase City/Christianville (Mecklenburg)

Stop 18 — Boyd’'s Tavern (Mecklenburg)

Stop 19 — St. John’s Church (Kenbridge-Lunenburg County)
Stop 20 — Danieltown (Brunswick County)

Stop 21 — Smokey Ordinary (Brunswick County)

Stop 22 — Double Bridges (Greensville County)

Stop 23 — Sapony Church (Sussex County)

Stop 24 — Reams Station (Dinwiddie County)

Stop 25 — Stoney Creek Bridge (Dinwiddie County)

Stop 26 — Blunt's Bridge (Sussex County)

IN RE: RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE CIVIL WAR PRESERVATION
TRUST’S TEA-21 GRANT PROPOSAL

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia hereby supports the Civil War Preservation Trust's TEA-21 Grant
Proposal for the procurement and protection of land at Ream'’s Station with the
understanding there will be no cost to the County.

IN RE: VPI EXTENSION OFFICE

Mr. Michael Parrish, Agricultural Extension Agent for Dinwiddie, came
before the Board presenting an update on the following:
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1. Currently work is being done on retrofitting of the tobacco barns to
reduce the nitro levels in the crop. This is being done thru grants.
Thus far, 28 producers have been assisted with an expected
number of up to 250. ‘

2. Received an award for plastic pesticide container recycling program
which is up by 35% in Dinwiddie County. Mr. Parrish stated he is
invited to attend a program in Florida for the National Pesticide
Stewardship Alliance and they want to know why the program was
so successful in Dinwiddie County. He added that he would like to
increase the participation 10 to 20% in the recycling program this
year.

3. An oil recycling program was conducted for the producers and
there was an overwhelming response to that. We collected 3,600
gallons of waste oil.

4. An award was received last year from the Pesticides Control Board
of Virginia for the disposable pesticides in Dinwiddie County. This
is a reflection on the image of the agricultural community in this
county that they are willing to participate in anything which looks
environmentally sound.

5.  The County had an outstanding year in peanuts due to the extra
rainfall received. The average yield was just shy of 3,400 pounds;
a typical average year is about 2,800 pounds pf peanuts per acre.

6. Four cotton producers had an outstanding year averaging 1,000
pounds per acre last year also. He added even though productivity
is high it still doesn’t mean the farmers are making money hand
over fist. Prices are at an all time low.

7. The Mad Cow Disease is something Extension is providing
information on and will keep the farmers abreast of that.
8. As an educational indemnity we will be providing information about

the West Nile Virus to the producers and residents of the county.
Hopefully we can work with the University to get more information
out on that Virus.

9. Also, the Equine Encephalitis that can be basically rendered on
vaccinating regularly of these horses in the county.

Mr. Parrish praised the staff at the Landfill. The staff has been a great

asset to the recycling program. He added that they bent over backward to help
us make that program work in the County.

Mr. Parrish was asked if the peanut poundage would be renewed or
dropped. He responded that the farmer is under scrutiny at this point to rewrite it
for 2000 and there are many plans on the table to remove it totally away from a
quota crop or to make it a free market crop. Then they would have to rely on
Government payments. The market may be opened to other States like Texas
and Alabama who can probably produce all the peanuts needed with no adverse
weather conditions to affect the crops. Peanut and tobacco crops carry a lot of
weight financially in the County. It keeps a lot of the operations and enterprises
above water. The producers who have diversified into peanuts and tobacco have
been able to have a good bottom line.

Mr. Bracey asked at what Counties or locations do you work most of the
time?

Mr. Parrish replied Dinwiddie is my home base. Area programs are done
in Sussex and Prince George but 95% of my time is spent in Dinwiddie.

Mr. Bracey asked what to do for residents if they have questions about
how to grow shrubs or lawns and they can’t seem to reach you or get any
answers? What do you want me to tell them?
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Mr. Parrish responded there are some people who have been trained
within the County as Master Gardeners on a roll. We do not have a Master
Gardener Program in the County per say. He replied he does answer questions
one on one when people call. There are publications at the office available to the
citizens too.

Mr. Bracey restated that he has calls from citizens who say they cannot
reach you.

IN RE: VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Richard Caywood, Resident Engineer for the Virginia Department of
Transportation came before the Board and presented his monthly report. He
stated the re-paving of US Route 1 is slated to begin in late May or early June.
This reconstruction will be relatively shallow but should provide a much smoother
riding surface.

IN RE: COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE - REPORT

Mrs. Deborah M. Marston, Commissioner of the Revenue, was not
present.

IN RE: TREASURER

Mr. William E. Jones, Treasurer, stated he had submitted his report and
he had nothing else to present, but would try to answer any questions the Board
might have. Mr. Jones was asked if the Board adopted the 2001 tax rates on
May 2, 2001, if he would be able to meet the deadline for mailing out June 5™ tax
bills. Mr. Jones stated he could work with that date if he received all the
information he needed.

IN RE: COMMONWEALTH ATTORNEY — REPORT

Mr. T. O. Rainey, lll, Commonwealth Attorney came before the Board and
stated he had nothing to report.

IN RE: SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT — REPORT

Sheriff Samuel H. Shands came forward stating he provided a copy of his
monthly report. He also stated he included a letter in their packets regarding a
new position for a School Resource Officer.

After a lengthy discussion about the need for the position and how it would
be funded, the Board instructed the Sheriff to provide them with more detailed
information, including a copy of the grant, a job description and other pertinent
information before their April 4" meeting so they could make an informed
decision. The deadline for the grant application is April 6™.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a five- (5) minute recess at 3:36 P.M.
The Board reconvened at 3:45 P.M.

IN RE: BUILDING INSPECTOR — REPORT

Mr. Dwayne H. Abernathy, Building Inspector came forward presenting his
report for the month of February 2001.

IN RE: ANIMAL WARDEN — REPORT

Mr. Steven R. Beville, Animal Warden, was not present.
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IN RE: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING — REPORT

Mr. William C. Scheid, Director of Planning came forward to present his
monthly update for his Department.

Mr. Scheid requested approval from the Board to attend an education
course being held in Manassas on Friday May 18, 2001. He stated the courses
deal with Zoning Law in Virginia and Erosion Control Practices/Resources and is
a State requirement for re-certification. The cost of the conference is
approximately $205.00, which includes meals, lodging, and conference
registration. The money is included in the present budget.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, authorization was
granted to the Director of Planning to attend an education course, dealing with
Zoning Law in Virginia and Erosion Control Practices/Resources which is a State
requirement for re-certification, being held in Manassas on Friday May 18, 2001.

IN RE: ZONING ADMINISTRATOR/SENIOR PLANNER ~—
REPORT/CODE COMPLIANCE

Mr. David S. Thompson, Zoning Administrator/Senior Planner came
forward and presented his monthly report.

Mr. Bowman asked Mr. Thompson if anything was being done about the
Floyd Avenue and Route 1 intersection situation.

Mr. Thompson stated it was being addressed and they do have a
compliance date, but he would keep a check on it.

Mr. Bracey said what about my wood yard on Route 1?
Mr. Thompson replied he is in overload right now but he would check on it.

IN RE: SOCIAL SERVICES — REPORT

Ms. Peggy McElveen, Director of Social Services stated she had nothing
to report.

IN RE: SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS - REPORT

Ms. Troilen Seward, Superintendent of School came forward to present an
update to the Board on School Activities. She stated Hartford Insurance

Company is no longer covering schools and they are in the process of finding a
new insurance carrier.

IN RE: HEAD START SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION #5

The School Board has authorized the Superintendent to request a
$213,674 supplemental appropriation for the Head Start program for December

through June expenditures. This is all federal money in the Head Start Fund and
is part of the Instruction category.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway,
Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the School Board’s request for a $213,674 supplemental
appropriation for the Head Start program for December through June

expenditures is approved. This is all federal money for the Head Start Fund and
no local match is needed.
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IN RE: SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION #6

The School Board had authorized the Superintendent to request a
$70,825.43 supplemental appropriation for two grants. Of this amount,
$49,634.43 is a federal grant and $21,191 is a state grant. Neither of these
grants will require any additional appropriation of local funds.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the School Board’s request for a $70,825.43 supplemental
appropriation to the Instruction category is approved with no additional local
funds.

IN RE: DINWIDDIE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT — REQUEST TO
SELL SURPLUS VEHICLES

Mr. Wayne Huskey, Shop Foreman, of the Dinwiddie County Public
Schools Transportation Department requested authorization to either solicit for
sealed bids or include them in the auction at the sheriff's sale the disposal of the

vehicles listed below.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted to transfer title to the School Board to sell
the following vehicles as surplus:

YEAR MAKE VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
93 FORD 4 door sedan 2FACP71W7PX179370
92 FORD 4 door sedan 2FACP72W2NX229329
92 FORD 4 door sedan 2FACP72W3NX229337

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that authorization is also granted for Administration to sign for
the transfer of title for said vehicles to the successful bidder.

IN RE: DINWIDDIE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT — REQUEST FOR
TRANSFER OF TITLE SURPLUS VEHICLES

Mr. Wayne Huskey, Shop Foreman, of the Dinwiddie County Public
Schools Transportation Department requested transfer of title for the following
surplus vehicles for use at the transportation shop.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted for Administration to transfer title to the

School Board for the following vehicles to be used by the School Transportation
Department:

YEAR MAKE VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

1979 Chevrolet/Pickup Truck CCD149A196040
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1991 Dodge/Pickup Truck 1B77HE16Y7MS201539;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie

County, Virginia that authorization is also granted for Administration to sign for
the transfer of title for said vehicles.

IN RE: PARKS AND RECREATION — REPORT

Mr. Timothy C. Smith, Director of Parks and Recreation, stated he had
provided the Board with his monthly report.

IN RE: WASTE MANAGEMENT — REPORT

Mr. Dennis King, Director of Waste Management came forward to present
his report for February 2001. He stated the second compactor is operating at
Rohoic and McCray Electric is trying to find out why they are overloading and
breaking down. He also informed the Board that the backstop at the landfill

dumping area is performing very well and it is reducing the amount of spilled and
blown garbage.

Mr. Bowman asked if there was any progress in the berm at Rohoic.

Mr. King replied that the berm was tied in with the project at the Airport,
since that is where the dirt will be brought from for the berm.

IN RE: ____PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER — REPORT

Mr. David M. Jolly, Public Safety Officer, came forward and presented his
report.

IN RE: FIRE AND RESCUE ASSOCIATION - REPORT

Chief Charles L. Lewis was not present.

IN RE: COUNTY ATTORNEY — REPORT

Mr. Daniel Siegel, County Attorney, stated he had nothing to report.

IN RE: BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS - REPORT

Mr. Faison came forward stating his report was in their packets and he
would comment on any project the Board so desired. -

IN RE: DINWIDDIE BRANCH LIBRARY HEAT PUMP SYSTEM --
BID AWARD

Mr. Faison told the Board the estimated cost to add the Dinwiddie Branch
Library (Old Clerks Building) Building to the Geo-Thermal system proposed for
the Courthouse would be around $10,000. Union Air is the low bid at $2,950.00
for replacing the 2 72 ton Heat Pump. He recommended issuing a contract to

proceed with the conventional system. The Library Foundation will reimburse the
County for this system.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Administration is hereby authorized to enter into a contract with
Union Air at a sum not to exceed $2,950.00 for the replacement of the 2 % ton

Heat Pump System in the Dinwiddie Branch Library Building with reimbursement
from the Library Foundation.
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IN RE: CHANGE ORDER REQUEST — EASTSIDE COMMUNITY
CENTER RENOVATION

Mr. Donald W. Faison, Superintendent of Buildings and Grounds came
forward to request Change Order Number 5 for the following described work on
the Dinwiddie Eastside Community Enhancement Center:

1. To provide labor, material, equipment and supervision to
remove and clean old caulking in and around existing
exterior concrete beams and columns on exterior windows
and entrances and re-caulk - power wash and paint; for a
sum not to exceed $11,212.83.

2. To remove gravel from existing vent stack, repair pipes as
necessary and locate existing sewer line on exterior and
point of blockage for a sum not to exceed $10,020.85.

3. To install additional ice/water shield and aluminum flashing
at the valley of the library roof against the vertical wall at the
front entrance for a sum not to exceed $263.42.

4, To delete the ceiling grid and tile in room 16 and move the
metal stud wall with 2" sheetrock layer on each side for a
reduction of $500.00.

5. To furnish one (1) Milcor 32” X 32" style UFR metal access

door prime painted with a self-latching paddle lock with a
spring system closer for a sum not to exceed $316.89,

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above described work for Change Order Number 5 is hereby
approved and authorization granted for the County Administrator to execute
same.

IN RE: REGISTRAR — REQUEST TO ADDITIONAL FUNDS FOR
PART-TIME HELP

Mrs. Betty Jeter, Registrar, came before the Board and requested some
additional funds to pay her part-time help from December to June 2001. She
stated the State has added a lot of requirements this year and she needed
help everyday. Ms. Jeter continued, more part-time help will be needed prior to

the elections and there is going be a June 12,2001, Democratic Primary
Election. This is a certification year for redistricting; then notification of the
polling place changes will have to be sent to the citizens affected by the
redistricting. There have been other requirements added also: FEC — requested
reports; SBE requested reports; updating of VVRS System due in June;
notification of election officials for June Primary; campaign finance training; input
for new voter applications. Ms. Jeter explained all of these are in addition to the
normal office duties and registration. She requested the Board to approve
$4,700 for part-time assistance for the remainder of FY 2001.

Mr. James Ritchie, Vice-Chairman, of the Electoral Board stated he was
here in support of Mrs. Jeter's request for the funds for the part-time help.

Mr. Long said he and Mrs. Jeter had identified $2,250 in excess funds in
her budget that could be transferred to the part-time line item.

Mr. Moody stated according to Mrs. Jeter there may be some other

savings in her budget so he recommended approving the $2,250. If there was a
need for additional funding she could readdress the Board at that time.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, authorization to transfer
funds from the Board of Elections line items numbered 3310 - $100; 3500 -
$1,300; 5540 - $350; 8102 - $200; and 8212 - $100; totaling $2,250 to line item
number 1301 extra help is approved for FY 2001.

IN RE: APPOINTMENTS — CRATER DISTRICT AREA AGENCY
ON AGING BOARD

Upon Motion of Mr. Bowman, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that Mrs. Sarah O. Beville is hereby appointed to the Crater Area
Agency on Aging Board, to fill the unexpired term of Mr. William C. Beuville,
expiring June 31, 2001.

The County Administrator asked if the Board had any nominations
for the Crater Disabilities services Board.

Ms. Russell informed the Board that an ad had been placed in the Monitor
for citizens to apply for the appointment on the Crater Disabilities Services Board
and the closing date was March 28, 2001 for the applications.

After further discussion the Board deferred action on the Crater Disabilities
Services Board appointment until the April 4™ Board Meeting to allow any citizen
an opportunity to get their application in if interested in serving.

IN RE: COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS

Mr. Long stated he had enclosed a copy of the Governor's final budget
actions. For the first time in Virginia’'s history the Governor balanced the budget
by himself. There is a veto session scheduled for Wednesday April 4™

IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO PAY PART-TIME HELP —
COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE OFFICE

Mr. Long stated the same issue the Board just addressed with Mrs. Jeter,
has occurred with Mrs. Marston, Commissioner of the Revenue, who got a
similar letter. As of the end of February her extra help category had been
overspent $1,200. The average part-time payroll is in the neighborhood of about
$5,000 a month. However, unfortunately, Mrs. Marston has not contacted the
Administration Office in response to the letter. Mr. Long stated out of fairness,
through this month, those folks have worked and need to be paid. He asked the
Board to authorize payment to the part-time help, for the month of March, to be
paid out of other categories in her budget where funds remain at the discretion of
Administration. Also Administration will notify the part-time employees with their
checks for this month that until the Commissioner notifies Administration where
the additional funds will come from there will be no funding to continue those
positions. Such funds are to be identified by her and brought to the Board for
approval. Obviously, at this point, we have no figure for those funds but
authorization is needed by Administration to make payroll.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bowman, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization for the Administrative Staff to pay the part-time help for
the month of March in the Commissioner of the Revenue’s Office was approved;
and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that said funds be paid out of categories within the
Commissioner’s budget at the discretion of the Administrative Staff.

IN RE: COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS

Ms. Ralph, Assistant County Administrator, brought to the attention of the
Board that a date needed to be decided on for the Public Hearing to adopt the
budget for FY 2001 — FY 2002. The Board directed Ms. Ralph to advertise at the
same tax rate as last year, $ .79 per $100 of assessed value, and hopefully when
budget figures are in the rate could be lowered. At this time, the Commissioner
has not certified the final values and, therefore, the budget cannot be finalized.

Atfter further discussion it was decided by the Board to set the date of
April 25, 2001 for the Public Hearing on the budget and tax rates and if it could
be done earlier Mrs. Ralph would let the Board know. The adoption would then
be May 2, 2001.

IN RE: BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
Mr. Clay No comments.
Mr. Haraway He stated at the last Board meeting during the comments we

talked about Landmark and their prices on the Route 1
Corridor Study and Mr. Long was going to get back to the
Board regarding his findings on those issues.

Mr. Long stated the initial price on the comprehensive plan
update was decreased $4,500 up front. The contract
amount was for $39,500 versus what was on the sheet for
$44,000. The project was bid as RFP’s and cost was only
one factor of several that were taken into consideration by a
committee of 5 or 6. The next price was at $23,740 and the
committee felt Landmark was worth the $16,000 difference
based on the presentations that were given.

Mr. Scheid added that with the low bid, the committee felt
there would be add-on costs as the project developed.

Mr. Haraway stated ok.

Mr. Bracey He stated his concern on auto graveyards. He asked Mr.
Thompson if there was anything the Board could do to help?
Mr. Thompson replied he was extremely busy trying to cover
his old position as the compliance officer and the zoning
position he has now. He stated he is hoping in the near
future a replacement will be hired for the compliance officer
position.

Mr. Bracey He asked the County Administrator to ask the Sheriff what
the results were of him setting up the radar on Courthouse
and Boisseau Road due to speeding and so forth.

Mr. Bowman He stated he would like to find funding for the corridor study
for Route 1.

Mr. Long stated that there was an appropriation of $60,000
in the 2001 budget that was originally put in there for the
comprehensive land use plan study. The combination of
both projects would still fall under that $60,000; the only
difference being the consultant has recommended
regardless if you go with the Route 1 study, you should do
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that after you finish the c_omp plan. They should be done
separately. Since the funds are in this years budget, the
Board would have to transfer those funds from the 2001 FY

budget into the 2002 FY budget to fInISh both of those
projects.

INRE: TRANSFER OF FUNDS -- $60,000 — FROM FY 2001 TO
- FY 2002 — FOR COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLAN AND
ROUTE 1 AND ROUTE 460 CORRIDOR STUDY

Upon Motion of Mr. Bowman, Seconded by Mr. Harayvay, M. Haraway;
Mr. Bracey, Mr Bowman Mr. Clay, Mr Moody, voting “Aye

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Superwsors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the balance from the professional service line item from the 2001
. planning budget be carried over to the FY 2002 budget to be designated forthe
Comprehensive Land Use Plan Study first and then the balance to. be used to
include the Route 1 and Route 460 Corndor Studles

IN RE: ADJORNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.-
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody, votlng Aye the meetlng
adjourned at 5:15 P. M :

M@Z%%/

Harrison A. Moody
-Chairman.

4/1 M L‘Aﬁ
R. Martin Long ‘
County Admmlstrator ’

fabr
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VIRGINIA: AT THE CONTINUATION MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE MULTI-PURPOSE MEETING
ROOM OF THE NOTTOWAY RESTAURANT IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,
VIRGINIA, ON THE 21st DAY OF MARCH, 2001, AT 12:00 P.M.

'PRESENT: - - HARRISON A. MOODY-CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
- " EDWARD A: BRACEY, JR., VICE CHAIR ELECTION DISTRICT #4
DONALD L. HARAWAY . ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN IV ) "ELECTION DISTRICT #3
"~ AUBREY 8. CLAY S ELECTION DISTRICT #5
- DANIEL SIEGEL " * ~ COUNTY ATTORNEY ~
INRE: __GALLTO ORDER
o Mr. Harrison. Moody, Cha|rman called the contmuatlon meeting to order at
- 12:22 P, M
INRE: __CLOSED SESSION -

M. Bracey moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to
discuss matters exempt from the open meeting reqmrements of the Virginia
Freedom of Informatlon Act:

The purpose of the closed meetmg is to dlscuss subject matters identified as

» Personnel Matters to mclude

W Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A -1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appomtment promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of

employees) Appointments; Board of Supervisors; Commissioner of the
Revenue; Registrar .

® Real Property, Sec. 2. 1-344 A. 3 of the Code of V|rg|nla (acquisition of -

real property for public purpose OR the disposition of government owned
property where public discussion would jeopardize the County” or Town”
bargalnmg or negotiating posrtlon) achIsmon of property.

© Mr. Haraway seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr
Bracey, Mr. Moody votmg ‘Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meetlng at

12:22 P.M.

" Avote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened |nto Open '

Session at 12 45 P. M

IN RE' . CERTIFICATION

Whereas this Board convened in a closed meetlng on this date pursuant

to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Vlrglnla Freedom of
Information Act; :

Whereas Section 2.1-344.1 of the Code of Vlrglnra réqulres a certlflcatlon o

by the board that such closed meetlng was conducted in conform|ty with Vlrgrnra
law; : o

. Now, therefore.-be it resolved that the Board hereby certifies that, to the

' best of each member's knowledge; (1) only public business matters lawfully - '
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of

Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meetlng to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification
Resolution was adopted.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a recess at 12:46 P.M.

The Board moved to the Pamplin Administration Building Board Meeting
Room and reconvened at 1:15 P.M.

IN RE: CLOSED SESSION

Mr. Bracey moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to
discuss matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia
Freedom of Information Act:

The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss subject matters identified as
Personnel. Matters to include:

B Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of

employees) Appointments; Board of Su‘pervisors; Commissioner of the
Revenue; Registrar

m Real Property, Sec. 2.1-344 A.3 of the Code of Virginia - (acquisition of
real property for public purpose OR the disposition of government owned
property where public discussion would jeopardize the County” or Town”
bargaining or negotiating position) acquisition of property.

Mr. Haraway seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr.

Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at
1:15 P.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 1:50 P.M.

IN RE: CERTIFICATION

Whereas, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant
to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;

Whereas, Section 2.1-344.1 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 Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member’s knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bowman, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway,

Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification Resolution
was adopted.
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RE: ADJOURNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the meeting
adjourned at 1:50 P.M.

Kiion. O- Wit
Hafrison A. Moody, Chairyff
arEST: 7L Mm/% &

R. Martin Long
County Administrator

[abr
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VIRGINIA: AT THE ‘REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY BOARD

“OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM OF THE

PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION. BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,

VIRGINIA ON THE 4th DAY OF APRIL, 2001 AT 7:30 P.M.

PRESENT: ' HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN, ~~ ELECTION DlSTRlCT'#1
o EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR. VICE-CHAIR  ELECTION DISTRICT #4 -

DONALD L. HARAWAY = ELECTION DISTRICT #2 -
ROBERT L. BOWMAN, IV - ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY S. CLAY, R ELECTION DISTRICT #5

OTHER: PHYLLIS KATZ | COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE: | ____INVOCATION - PLEDGE OF ALLEGlANCE _ AND CALL

TO ORDER

Mr. Harrison Moody, Chairman, called the regular meeting to order at 7:30 .
P.M. followed by the Lord’s Prayer and the Pledge of Alleglance

IN RE. | ___AMENDMENTS TO THE ‘AGENDA

Mr. Moody asked if there were any amendments to the agenda.

Mr. Long stated there were two changes under Agenda ltem # 5 — Claims

— Approval for a Manual Check; Immediately after-Agenda Iltem # 6 Citizen

Comments add a Closed Session before Item # 7 to discuss Personnel; Sheriff's
Office; and then come out and discuss the grant for the School Resource _Ofﬁcer.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervnsors of menddle County,

-Virginia that the above amendments to the Agenda are hereby approved.

INRE: _ MINUTES

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr
Bowman Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr Moody voting “Aye”,

BEIT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of DanIddle'County,
Virginia that the minutes of the March 21, 2001 Continuation Meetlng, and the
March 21, 2001 Regular Meetmg are approved in thelr entlrety ’

IN RE: __CLAIMS

- Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody votlng “Aye

BEIT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following claims are approved and funds.appropriated for same
using checks numbered 1024844 through 1025024 (void check(s) numbered
1024844 1023530, 1025009, 1025011 and 105025 (never |ssued)) for:

'Accounts Payable

- (101) General Fund $ 329 225 74
(103) Jail Commission $ .00
(104) Marketing Fund $ . .00
(222) E911 Fund . $ 1,100.20 -
(223) Self Insurance Fund - § 12,381.75
(225) Courthouse Maintenance $ .00

$

(226) Law Library 134.96
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(228) Fire Programs & EMS $ 6,298.74
(229) Forfeited Asset Sharing $ 356.26
(304) CDBG Grant Fund $ .00
(305) Capital Projects Fund $ 206,413.72
(401) County Debt Service $ 2,906.15
TOTAL $ 559,435.27
PAYROLL 03/30/2001
(101) General Fund $ 373,355.20
(222) E911 Fund $ .00
(304) CDBG Fund $ 3.180.80
TOTAL $ 376,536.00; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie

County, Virginia that authorization is granted for Accounts Payable to issue a
manual check to Crime Solvers for three Board members and the County
Administrator to attend the yearly banquet in the amount of $72.00

IN RE:

CITIZEN COMMENTS

Mr. Moody asked if there were any citizens signed up to speak or present

who wished to address the Board during this portion of the meeting.

The following citizens signed up to address the Board:

1.

Mr. Jo Hoggood, 4306 Sunset Drive, Petersburg, VA 23803, came
forward asking the Board for some tax relief. He said he had been to
the Equalization Board and they stated as long as everyone around
him was being shafted there was nothing they could do. Mr. Hoggood
stated, you the Board, are the only ones that can give the citizens
some relief. He continued you, the Board, are the only people that can
control this situation. You call the shots, he asked the Board to lower
the tax rate on real estate so the property owners in this County are
not the ones carrying the burden of supporting the Government in this
County. He continued, | have a dog and have to buy tags for him,
taxes, buy rabies tags for that dog, taxes. He said he had to fence his
yard in because the leash law won’t allow his dog to roam the
neighborhood; He had to buy that fence, then the County taxes him for
the fence to keep the dog in. He stated he wanted an ordinance on
cats that roam the neighborhood and tear his property up. The cats
owners don’t buy tags, don’t have to buy rabies tags, and their owners
aren’t required to keep them leashed. The animal control folks don’t
have the authority to control these cats because there is no ordinance
to ban cats from roaming the neighborhood. He asked the Board to
pass an ordinance to control roaming cats.

Mr. Alvin Blaha, 10149 Squirrel Level Road, Petersburg, Virginia, came
before the Board stating he was here to talk about the School
Resource Officer. He said he didn’t have any children in the Middle
School but he has a Granddaughter there and one on the way. He
stated he is concerned about what is happening in our schools today.
Continuing he stated he is the past president of Dinwiddie County
Farm Bureau. He came here tonight as a concerned citizen and also
speaking in behalf of the Farm Bureau. As a resident of the county for
55 years, the youth of Dinwiddie County has been the number one
priority for the Bureau. Funds have been contributed to various
activities involving the youth since the time he came on the Board 15
years ago. These acitivities include the 4-H, FFA, the Dinwiddie
Library, and the Dare programs. He stated the Farm Bureau strongly
urges the Board to approve the School Resource Officer at the Middle
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School. Mr. Blaha continued and quoted an evaluation report of the
SRO Program, 76 of the 90 Counties and 34 of the 40 Cities in Virginia
have the program. 94% of the people interviewed on the evaluation of
the program approved and supported it. Not a single school who has
tried the program has dropped out it. He cited several cases where the
SRO provided protection to the children and prevented death in some
cases. He continued, for the argument, when the grant runs out most
of you are businessmen and so am | he stated. He said he would love
to have someone to fund 3% of a program or piece of equipment so he
could try it for one year to see if you liked it or not. He said we owe our
youth every tool and opportunities they need to make it possible for
them to successfully complete their education. Remember our youth
are the future of Dinwiddie County and without them everything else
we do is for nothing. He reiterated, the Farm Bureau hopes that the
Board will fund the SRO Program and apply for the grant.

3. Mrs. Joyce Harvell, 5620 Trinity Church Road, Church Road, Virginia,
representing the Safe and Drug-Free Schools Advisory Council,
appeared before the Board and stated she was here tonight about the
School Resource Officer at the Middle School again. She asked Mr.
Moody, Chairman of the Board, if she could share some handouts with
the Board. Ms. Harvell stated she wanted to highlight some of the
important points. Issues relating to the proposed SRO in Dinwiddie
Middle School vs. High School. Last school year (1999-2000), the
number of incidents resulting in suspensions were: 170 at the High
School; 367 at the Middle School — more than twice as many. This is
in with what our committee believed to be true, based on what we hear
from parents and students — the problems are more numerous at our
middle school. The report of the Virginia Department of Criminal
Justice Services (DCJS) cites a survey of school districts having
SRO’s. The SRO’s kept records of incidents that violated the Code of
Virginia, everything from vandalism to bomb threats to disorderly
conduct. The average share of incidents per grade at the middle
schools in Virginia was greater than the average share of incidents per
grade at the high schools. Statistics on the Effectiveness of SRO’s,
from the DCJS report, the surveys of 2,067 school staff members (at
schools that have SRO’s) — 90% checked that they strongly support
having an SRO at their school. 6% support having an SRO. 4% were
neutral, because they had had only limited contact with the SRO.
(When contact increased, such as having the SRO do a presentation in
their classroom, support for the SRO increased.) Were the SRO’s able
to resolve some situations before they became “reportable incidents™?
Yes — the SRO'’s surveyed referred to threats of violence, arguments,
racial slurs, bullying, the reported building of a bomb, suicide attempts,
attempted larceny, pornography, and sexual harassment. The SRO’s
in Virginia cited the number of times they intervened in situations like
these, preventing violence or crime before it occurred. On the
average, each SRO in Virginia was able to prevent an average of 19
incidents per quarter, many which could have led to violence in the
schools. In summary the last line of the DCJS report reads: “In sum,
Virginia's grant-funded, state-administered SRO programming was
found to be increasingly professional, strongly endorsed by students
and staff, and vitally active as a force against school-based crime.”
Mrs. Harvell stated the comments of the SRO’s really made her think
about some of the things she has heard about our Middle School. A
parent came to a committee meeting lately and shared about the
fighting that goes on at the Middle School. The parent's son came
home and told about a recent day in which fights were breaking out all
around him, in the cafeteria, as he attempted to eat his lunch. He
thought the whole place was going to end up in one big riot.
Continuing she stated, now you and | don’t want to eat our lunch in that
kind of environment and we shouldn’t expect our children to do that
either. Ms. Harvell said if the Board does not see fit to vote for the
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grant, we will apply for the grant again next year and hopefully receive
it. If for some reason we don’t, then we will have to start looking for
different options about funding. She stated she would be interested in
doing some research this year and find out what the other counties do
when grant money runs out, what they do for funds. She said there is
no need in rventing the wheel, when 76 other counties are already
dealing with this issue. If they are handling it successfully and she
believed the other counties are; then Dinwiddie can do it as well.

Mr. F. W. Abernathy, Jr., 18616 McKenney Highway, told the Board he
had spoken to Steve Muscarello about the possibility of putting a tower
on his property. Mr. Muscarrello informed him that if the conditional use
permit did not pass at the AME Zion Church he would submit his
property as a location. Mr. Abernathy stated he has lived in the county
all his life with the exception of 2 %2 years when he was in Georgia
working for the Brown and Williamson Tobacco Company. He left
them after 15 }z years of service and came back to Dinwiddie County
to live. He expressed his concern about extending the height of the
existing tower at Zion Church. At the present time, he continued the
tower is not illuminated. But if it is extended it will be lighted, plus you
will be opening Pandora’s box. He asked the Board if they wanted to
be remembered for approving one of the tallest illuminated towers in
Dinwiddie. Mr. Abernathy stated in the Planning Commission meeting
Mr. Gilbert Wood made a statement that you had to look hard to find a
tower along I-85. He admonished the Board to do it again and let’s not
hit that sore thumb and make it bigger and brighter.

Mrs. Anne Scarborogh stated she was here tonight to address two
issues; taxes and some additional information that was in the Wall
Street Journal about Adelphia. She stated she wanted the Board to
think about reducing our taxes for 4 or 5 reasons. She reminded the
Board that last year they balanced the budget and increased our tax
rate 5 cents and said you did not need 5 cents to balance the budget.
She said she felt that was an overcharge. So the Board should reduce
it this time. Industry should reduce taxes; we have WalMart and
Chaparral Steel two good ones, but have the citizens seen any
reduction. No. Reassessment, the newspaper said it was increased
approximately 18% and that is ridiculous. She stated she looked it up
last night, of the 95 counties in Virginia there are only 22 counties with
tax rates higher than 79 cents. There is something wrong if 4/5 of the
counties can operate on less. Dinwiddie must be spending too much or
we have something we want to do and we are trying to pad the Kkitty.
So the Board should think about it, according to the tax book that was
just mailed to her this year 22 counties are above 79 cents. Mrs.
Scarborough stated the airplane tax. It is unfair when you tell me that if
| own a plane in this county my tax rate is 50 cents. But if someone
needs a roof over their head you want them to pay 79 cents. She
asked the Board which is more important, flying around in a luxury craft
or living in a home. Continuing she stated that the Board could raise
airplane taxes some and she felt no one would leave because of it.
Mrs. Scarbourgh stated the Commissioner of the Revenue told her
today there were approximately 102 planes at the airport. She asked
the Board to decrease the 79 cent real estate tax rate because they
owed it to the citizens. Adelphia, she admonished the Board not to
sign a long-term contract with them. Do it semiannually or yearly. Ms.
Scarborough said most of the people would agree that the Wall Street
Journal is a very respected newspaper. This week in the digest of
corporate earnings report, dated April 3, 2001, income from operations,
and this is in the millions, for the December quarters it was 244.1. Just
a year ago it was 547.6 in the millions. Per share the December
quarter the previous year was a 1.05 loss; the current 1.03 loss, you
can see the increase for the year. The previous quarter this year 3.88;
last it is now 4.55. Lastly, Adelphia fell 2.81 to 3769 on NASDAQ'’s
posted figure. 4™ quarter results warn that it's fiscal 1% quarter results
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may show pressure on its margins. She stated she did not know many
people who traded in the stock market that if you talk about margins
you could lose your shirt sometime. But this was also in the Wall
Street Journal so if you think about it how is Adelphia going to improve
anything in Dinwiddie County. She asked the Board to find out what
they are going to do. How soon they are going to do it; because if
someone is losing money like that it certainly can’t do much for
expansion in Dinwiddie. Mrs. Scarborough asked the Board not to sign
a five-year contract. Make Adelphia produce first.

Mrs. Angelia Orrell, 16563 Tree Road McKenney, appeared before the
Board to comment on the SRO. She stated she supported the hiring of
the SRO for the Dinwiddie Middle School for the 2001-2002 school
year. She stated the Middle school is a community of 1,000 students
and over 100 staff. According to a Virginia State Police School Safety
Program school safety is public safety. School safety leads to greater
community progress. School safety relates to higher student
achievement. Student and Staff deserve to be free from the
intimidation of crime and violence in schools. The SRO provides
security, acts as a mentor, model and teacher. Mrs. Orrell requested a
committee be formed consisting of school, community and law
enforcement experts in regard to the hiring of SRO’s because she
believes this process will require unique consideration. Our children
are our greatest resource and she respectfully asked the Board to fully
support applying for the grant.

IN RE:

CLOSED SESSION

Mr.

Clay moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to

discuss matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia
Freedom of Information Act:

B Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of
employees) Personnel of Sheriff's Department to discuss performance of
certain County employees regarding the handling of official duties
specifically the School Resource Officer application process.

Mr. Haraway seconded the motion. Mr. Bracey, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at

7:55 P.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 8:20 P.M.

IN RE:

CERTIFICATION

Whereas, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant
to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;

Whereas, Section 2.1-344.1 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 Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member's knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
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identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Upon Motion of Mr. Ciéy, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.

Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification
Resolution was adopted.

IN RE: SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER — GRANT APPLICATION

Mr. Long informed the citizens that the Board is very supportive of doing
everything possible to make our schools more safe and effective in the County.
In all fairness, however, the Board is very concerned by the way the request to
apply for the grant funding for the SRO has been handled. The request did not
come through the established procedure as other departments and agencies had
to follow this past January. Therefore, the Board did not have complete
information nor did it have time to sit down with the Sheriff, the safety committee
or school administration to have a detailed discussion so they could understand
the need as well as the functions of the position. The Sheriff came before the
Board at one meeting and they were asked to look at it and come back to the
next meeting and vote on it. Never the less, the citizens of this county have
signed a petition requesting that the Sheriff be allowed to apply for this grant and
that the County provide a 25% match. If this grant application is authorized
tonight, and if the grant is awarded to the Sheriff, the Board of Supervisors would
like for the citizens to understand the following: This is a grant funded position
and when the grant funds are no longer provided, this issue will need to be
reevaluated. The Sheriff and the School system are totally responsible for the
grant, its requirements, and its financial reporting and accountability. The Sheriff
is totally responsible for the requirements for hiring the individual, and most of all,
for the actions of this individual in fulfilling the job duties of the position.
Continuing, he stated since there has been some questions about the need for a
Dare Officer as well as the Resource Officer both. The School Administration is
directed to conduct a through review of the effectiveness of the Dare Officer
position during the first year of this School Resource Officer position. Based
upon those results, the Board will determine whether both positions will continue
to be funded when the grant is considered for renewal. Any approval given
tonight is only to authorize submission of an application and that was one point
that the Board feels is necessary to make very clear. This is in fairness to the
citizens. Sometimes when information gets shared with folks they get very
interested and rightfully so; then they get excited about a position like this. But,
he wanted to make certain that the public understands this is authorization to
apply for a grant to get the position. If the position is obtained, the
announcement would be for the July 1, 2001 new fiscal year. Acceptance of the
grant, appropriation of funds and final approval of the individual that will be
placed in the position requires further action by the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Moody asked if the Board members had any questions or comments
before making a decision on this issue.

Mr. Haraway stated he felt the Board had supported the School Resource
Officer position from the start. But there has been some concern about the high
price tag associated with the position. With the price tag being $48,000 he stated
he realized the County’'s cost is only $14,000 as long as the grant is in force. But
we all know that the grant will probably only last one or two years. At that time,
the County will be forced to handle the whole tab once the grant is no longer
afforded to us by the State. With this in mind, he stated he would make the
motion that the amount be reduced from $48,000 to $36,300 in the grant and go
ahead and apply for the grant with that price stated on the application.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Bracey.

Mr. Bracey asked for clarification on the motion.

BOOK 15 PAGE 2Y APRIL 4, 2001



-

Mr. Moody responded the motion was to apply for the grant with a cap of
$36,300 and it would be a mid-level type position. Mr. Moody called for the vote.

Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia hereby grants authorization for the Sheriff's Department to apply for the
grant with the above stipulations.

IN RE: EMERGENCY ORDINANCE - EXTENSION OF CABLE
TELEVISION

Mrs. Ralph advised the Board that an emergency ordinance dealing with
the extension of the cable television franchise needed to be adopted. The staff is
negotiating on some very valid points that were brought up at the public hearing,
one that was repeated here tonight; and there has been some language
resubmitted to Adelphia’s attorney’s to consider. Therefore the Board needs to
adopt another emergency ordinance that would extend the current franchise for
60 days from the date of adoption, which would be tonight and the ordinance
would be effective immediately until this language can be finalized. No public
hearing is required.

AN EMERGENCY ORDINANCE TO PROVIDE FOR THE EXTENSION
OF CHAPTER 7 OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY CODE GOVERNING
CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS

WHEREAS, Chapter 7 of the Code of Dinwiddie County governs the
operation of a cable television system in Dinwiddie County (the “County”) by
SVHH Cable Acquisitions, LP d/b/a Adelphia Cable Communications (the
“Company”); and

WHEREAS, representatives of the County have negotiated for months
with representatives of the Company concerning the terms of an ordinance to
renew the Company’s cable television franchise in the County; and

WHEREAS, the Company has agreed to the short-term extension of the
present ordinance pending the completion of such negotiations and adoption by
the County of a new ordinance, and the Board of Supervisors of the County (the
“Board”) has held a public hearing on the same on March 7, 2001; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has determined that a short-term
extension of the present ordinance should be adopted on an immediate and
emergency basis pending the consideration of a new ordinance, in order to
promote the health, safety and welfare of County citizens.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF DINWIDDIE COUNTY, VIRGINIA:

1. The terms of Chapter 7 of the Dinwiddie County Code governing
cable television systems in the County shall remain in effect sixty
days from the date of adoption of this emergency ordinance.

2. This ordinance is effective immediately, is adopted on an
emergency basis, and the terms of this ordinance shall not be
enforced for more than sixty days from the date of adoption without
re-adoption in conformity with the provisions of the Code of Virginia.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the emergency
Ordinance to provide for the extension of Chapter 7 of the Dinwiddie County
code governing cable television systems as stated above is hereby adopted.
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IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING —C-00-06-MID-ATLANTIC TOWERS

Mr. Long stated the public hearing for this case was heard at the March 7,
2001 Board meeting. Therefore action to approve or disapprove conditional use
permit # C-00-6 is all that is required.

‘Summary Staff Report

File: C-00-6

Applicant: Mid Atlantic Tower

Property Address: Hamilton Arms Road, DeWitt, VA
Acreage: 152 acres (a 6.8 acre part thereof)

Tax Map Parcel: 70-2

Zoning: Agricultural, general A-2

The applicant, Mid Atlantic Tower LLC, is seeking a conditional use
permit to construct a 330’ tall guyed wire telecommunications tower on the
north side of Route 650, Hamilton Arms Road, approximately ¥4 mile east
of 1-85. The Commissioner of the Revenue designates the parcel as Tax
Map/Parcel 70-2. The applicant will be leasing approximately 6.8 acres of
the 152.7-acre tract of land. The land is generally located in the DeWitt
area and is in the James A. Boisseau Estate.

The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their December
13, 2000 meeting. The Commission expressed several concerns
regarding this request. There were citizens in attendance in opposition to
the issuance of the conditional use permit. On a vote of 6-1 (Mr. Titmus
voting nay), the Planning Commission recommended to the Board of
Supervisors disapproval of the conditional use permit C-00-6.

This case was scheduled to be heard by the Board of Supervisors
at your February 7" meeting. Upon the request of the applicant, the case
was rescheduled to be heard by the Board at the March 7" public
meeting. The Board deferred action on the case to the April 4, 2001
meeting.

NOTE: On February 14" the Planning Commission heard a conditional use
permit request submitted by NTELOS for an extension of the existing Sprint
tower located at the A.M.E. Zion site in the Dinwiddie Courthouse area. The
existing tower is at a height of 192’. The request of NTELOS is to extend the
height of this tower to 250’. A memo written by Joseph Tauchen, an RF Manager
with NTELOS, dated 11/20/00, states “The Sprint tower located on Lundy’s Road
was evaluated at the available height of 169’. The CW drive test showed broken
coverage to the north and poor coverage beyond 2 miles to the south. This
location is desirable, however, the available height of 169’ will not provide
connecting coverage to the adjacent sites. ...If Sprint extends this tower and
NTELOS places its antennae higher than 200’, this location will satisfy the
coverage requirement.” The Planning Commission conducted the public hearing
but, with the consent of NTELOS, delayed a vote on the request until the March
14" meeting in order to review information presented at the meeting. A statement
was made at this meeting that could have a bearing on C-00-6. Mr. Muscarella
stated that if NTELOS could locate their antennae at a height greater than 200’ in
the Dinwiddie Courthouse area under consideration, then NTELOS could use the
Alltel site located south of DeWitt to cover |-85 in the DeWitt area. This would
eliminate their need to locate antennae on the Mid Atlantic Tower site proposed
adjacent to Hamilton Arms Road.

Mr. Moody asked the Board if there were any questions or comments.

Mr. Moody called for a motion from the Board.
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Mr. Bracey moved to deny the conditional use application (C-00-6) for the
following reasons:

1. Many of the residents in the area spoke out against the construction of
another tower in the DeWitt area. There is a telecommunications
tower less than % miles from the proposed site and there is space
available on the tower.

2. The area to be served by the proposed tower is already served by
other wireless service providers.
3. None of the providers who have signed leases for space on the

proposed tower have demonstrated a need for this new tower.

a. The Telpage and Telpage Internet propagation maps provided to
the Planning Department show that these providers already serve
the area.

b. The County just approved a 330" tower in McKenney. All three
providers have entered into leases for this facility. Telpage and
Telpage Internet will be able to serve the DeWitt area from this
location.

c. NTELOS has stated that the DeWitt tower will not be necessary if
the AME Zion tower is approved.

d. NTELOS has other sites on which to co-locate. Alltell, AME Zion,
and McKenney towers have available spots for co-location that are
in the 150’-175’ height range.

Seconded by Mr. Bowman.

Mr. Clay made the statement he didn’'t know if the existing tower in the
DeWitt area would be tall enough to handle all the stuff that we need. Thatis a
small tower not like the one down here at AME Zion; he said he looked at it
tonight.

Mr. Moody stated this is tough when these things come up, and he as a
landowner personally would like to have a tower on his land because they do pay
rent and it would help pay the taxes on the property. But when it comes to the
situation where there is a tower in the area; and there are residents who have
voiced opposition to it, the Board has to look at these issues, before a decision is
made.

Mr. Moody called for the vote.

Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, Mr. Clay voting
“Nay” conditional use permit C-00-06 is denied as listed above.

IN RE: STATEMENT PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING

Mr. William C. Scheid, Planning Director, came forward to make the
following statement prior to the Public Hearings.

“As previously requested by the Board of Supervisors, Draft copies of the
Planning Commission Meeting minutes have been made available to the public
prior to this meeting as well as copies on the table at the rear of this meeting
room. The purpose of doing so is to expedite the hearing process without
compromising the publics’ access to pertinent information. It is noted that the
Board has been given various information on all of the hearing(s) to include, the
application, zoning map, adjacent property owner list, locational map(s), proffers
(if applicable), soils data, comprehensive land use maps and references, etc.
With this information noted, | will proceed with the case(s).”

BOOK 15 PAGE APRIL 4, 2001



il

- . —

IN RE: __PUBLIC HEARING — C-01-1- NTELOS/SPRINT PCS

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
March 21, 2001 and March 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public comment on and to
propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit submitted by NTELOS and
Sprint PCS to increase the height of the existing telecommunications tower
located on the A. M. E. Zion Church property from 192’ to 250'.

Mr. Guy Scheid, Director of Planning read the following excerpts
summary.

Planning Summary Report
File: C-01-01
Applicant: NTELOS and Sprint PCS
Property Address: 18626 Lundy’s Road, Dinwiddie, VA 23841
Acreage: 113 acres
Tax Map Parcel: 57-83
Zoning: Agricultural, general A-2

The applicant, NTELOS and Sprint PCS, have requested a modification of
the conditional use permit C-98-6 in order to increase the height of the
existing telecommunications tower located on the A. M. E. Zion Church
property from 192° to 250 NTELOS wishes to provide
telecommunications services along the 1-85 corridor. They have reviewed
the available height on the existing A.M.E. Zion site and determined that
they needed to extend the tower if they are to obtain the coverage they
seek in the Dinwiddie Courthouse area.

The Planning Commission heard this case at their February 14"
and March 14™ public meetings. After the staff report and the presentation
by NTELOS, the Chairman opened the meeting for citizen comment. No
one in attendance spoke on this request. The Chairman closed the public
hearing portion of this case. After discussion among the Commissioners,
action on this case was tabled until the March 14™ meeting since a few
questions and/or statements were made that required additional action.
This action was acceptable to the applicant. The concerns were: follow-up
on contacts made by NTELOS regarding neighborhood response to their
request; and further contact with the Public Safety Director regarding
future need for the tower. At the March 14" meeting, it was reported that
Mr. Wood contacted several neighbors and they did not object to the tower
extension. Mr. Scheid stated that his conversation with the Public Safety
Officer revealed that this tower was not presently needed but could be
needed in the future. If such a need arose, the tower height needed would
be at 300'. It was noted previously that the study conducted by NTELOS
engineers revealed that a height of 200’ or greater would satisfy the
communications needs for them in the Dinwiddie Courthouse area.

With the above in mind, the Planning Commission voted (5-1) to
recommend approval of the conditional use permit subject to the
conditions previously imposed and the following conditions attached:

1. The tower height shall be limited to two hundred ten (210) feet; The
extension of the tower will be such that it will be able to support the
weight, wind and ice loads associated with the extension to three
hundred (300) feet and carrying at least three (3) other antenna
arrays; and

2. NTELOS will provide dual lighting which consists of red lights at
night and flashing white lights during the day. Additional, NTELOS
will install a lighting system which uses fresnel lenses designed to
focus approximately 90% of the light generated towards the horizon
and upward to minimize the amount of light visible from the ground.
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Mr. Moody asked if the Board had any questions for Mr. Scheid.

Mr. Bracey asked in this request was there any other parcels of land
presented or sites presented to these individuals to be looked at?

No Sir, replied Mr. Scheid, none were presented to the Planning
Commission.

Mr. Long informed the Board that Mr. Scheid had gotten some information
late yesterday. He stated the request came from NTELOS and the original
application requested an extension of the existing 192’ tower to a new height
of 250" above ground level. At the March 14, 2001 public hearing the Planning
Commission approved a motion to increase the tower to 210’ above ground
level, based on additional information developed and presented by NTELOS.
The request from NTELOS is to extend the tower an additional 10’ which
would bring the tower height to 220°.

Ms. Roma Sein, Attorney, stated she was here on behalf of the applicant
NTELOS. She stated she was here to request approval of NTELOS
conditional use permit application request for an extension of the existing
Sprint tower at the AME Zion Church property. She explained to the Board
that the reason for the original request for the 250’ height was to provide for
co-location opportunity to the County as well as space on that extended tower
for two additional wireless providers. In order for NTELOS to provide
acceptable PCS coverage along the 1-85 and Route 1 corridor in this portion
of the County, NTELOS needs to mount its antennae on a structure at a
minimum height of 210’ to provide connecting coverage to the planned
NTELOS adjacent sites to the North and the closest one to the South. After
the Planning Commission meeting on March 14, 2001, NTELOS learned that
due to the structure of the tower it is not designed to be extended precisely to
210’ in height. So to provide a usable space on the tower, if extended, and to
maintain the structural integrity of the tower as required by the development
conditions, NTELOS must extend the structure by two tower sections. The
actual tower is 190’ with a lightening rod that extends 2’ so that is why it is
considered a 192’ structure. The next two sections of the tower are designed
for a 10’ and 20’ section bringing the total tower height to 220’ for a total of a
30" extension. For this reason she requested that the Board approve at least
a minimum extension of the tower to 220’ and then NTELOS could mount
their antennae at a minimum height of 215’. She stated that the proposal
presents a good opportunity for co-locations on an existing structure as
encouraged by the County’s Ordinance. Continuing she said when choosing
new site co-location it is always of course the first and best method or option
for NTELOS. Ms. Sein continued with details of why co-location is preferred
rather than building new towers. Stating it would have less impact on the
surrounding community and adjacent property owners than would locating a
second new tower on another parcel in this same neighborhood. It would
also satisfy the goals of the County Zoning Ordinance. NTELOS does agree
to the development conditions set forth at the Planning Commission. Ms.
Sein stated the adjacent property owners were contacted and no one had any
objections. Ms. Sein stated Mr. Abernathy ‘s objection to the lighted tower at
the AME Zion Church site was possibly because their alternate selection was
his property and he would not benefit financially if they co-located at AME
Zion. Also, his land is fairly close to the existing tower and it would still have
to be lighted. She respectfully requests that the Board approve NTELOS
conditional use permit to extend the tower by at least 30’ or as originally
requested up to 215’ in height.

Mr. Steve Muscarella representing NTELOS stated he would like to clarify
the height of the tower. When NTELOS did the network design and tested
the area with the foliage along -85, it was determined that the optimal height
for the mounting of the antenna for the best coverage of the signal would
propagate most efficiently with the most distance would be around 250-275’.
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This gives the maximum footprint without losing signal before handing off to
the next site. So when they looked at this structure that is where the 250’
came from. There were discussions with the County about their needs and
your height requirements.so that was considered also. NTELOS put in the
application to mount our antenna slightly below 250’ to allow room for the
County to mount its antenna at that level; or if the tower needed to be
extended in the future NTELOS would not have to relocate its antenna. At
this height it would allow future extensions without disrupting service. At 210’
NTELOS’s coverage is compromised and in-building service here at the
Courthouse might be unobtainable particularly in the back building at the
tower heights. Continuing he stated because of the structural design of the
tower the sections are preplanned to go up in segments. The next section of
the extension to be attached to the tower is a 10’ section. This would bring
the actual tower to a height of 200’. That does not give enough separation
from Sprint's antenna mounted at the top at 192’. If NTELOS mounted its
antenna at 200’ the distance between the two antennae wouldn’t be great
enough to keep from having interference; thus, the reason for the minimum
separation from their antenna. The next section planned for this tower is a
20’ section that would bring the tower height to 220'. NTELOS is requesting
to mount their tower slightly below that to allow space for working on the
tower extensions in the future without disruption of service. Mr. Muscarella
stated the alternate location if unable to use the AME Zion tower would be the
Abernathy property. The scenario might be the opposite of the decision that
the Board just made. There is a structure here and a structure at the other
location denied; if we proposed another structure at this location he felt the
Board’s decision would be the same. He stated that NTELOS is not in the
business to build towers when there is a structure already in place and it
would be much more economical to use it and it would serve the County’s
best interest to utilize those structures.

Mr. Moody stated he had a couple of questions. How many feet is the
span or section at the top on the present tower?

Mr. Muscarella stated it appears to be a 10’ section and the next section to
go above that is a 10’ section also.

Mr. Moody asked could you take off a 10’ and add a 20’ or something to
make it work?

Mr. Muscarella responded the way these towers are structurally designed
the flanges and bolting plates for one section, which is bolted to the next
section, there is certain amount of strength and calculations that go into each
section as they bolt up. If NTELOS were to try to redesign it, the whole tower
would have to be redesigned. In order to take that 10’ section off both carriers
below it would have to be displaced.

Mr. Moody said what is the tax revenue to the County?

Mr. Muscarella stated a full sector site as proposed here ranges
somewhere around $200,000 to $225,000 for the cabinets, radios, and the
antennae. That does not cover the tower section which is minimal and run
probably around $25,000 to $30,000.

Mr. Moody asked who is responsible for paying the taxes?

Mr. Muscarella stated Sprint is. The carriers lease space from them and
foot the bill for their equipment and then it is turned over to the builder.
Sprint has a lease-hold interest on that property and is responsible for the
personal property taxes.

Mr. Bracey asked approximately how much money is this tower going to
put in the Treasurer’s Office?
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Mr. Muscarella replied | am not qualified to answer that question.

Mr. Bracey asked about the safety of this tower. He said he was surprised
that the people in the Church would even allow NTELOS to put the tower so
close to the Wellness Center being built. Mr. Bracey stated he would not like
to see the tower extended because of safety reasons. Mr. Bracey asked if
there is a storm and the tower fell down, who is responsible for the damages?

Mr. Muscarella replied that the all of carriers have to carry up to $2 million
dollars worth of insurance, per occurance, on their equipment.

Mr. Bracey said this tower is not isolated and you can see it. What's your
next request?

Mr. Muscarello responded 250'.

Mr. Bracey stated the people in the community are not important to you
but they are to me. Will there be problems with the folks in the neighborhood
using their radios that they have thousands of dollars tied up in. Let’s clear
the situation up now he said.

Mr. Muscarella stated if they aren’t having any problems now the height
would not affect it later.

Ms. Sein stated she would like to address Mr. Bracey’s concern about the
tower being too close to the Wellness Center. The tower when it was
originally approved the height was for 300°, and the zoning ordinance set-
back requirements are 200% of the height of the tower to the nearest
residential structure; and in no case less than 400’. So the Wellness Center
would not actually qualify as a residential structure.

Mr. Bracey stated he thought the Wellness Center was there first and you
define it. Persons are going to be there that take care of themselves. He
said he felt the County should look at it again. He continued | am the one
who has to look at it every day and when the light starts blinking, we are the
ones who have to live with the light. The Church collects their money and
you collect your money from the cell phones.

Mr. Bowman stated he had a question for the Safety Director. Would it be
a benefit for the County to extend that tower versus the other tower being
built?

Mr. Jolly stated to answer the question the Planning Commission asked
the same question. If and when the County was to improve their radio system
to the 800 megahertz band the need would be to extend that tower to what
was proposed back in 1998. But he did not foresee that happening within the
next five years. Currently today there is not an advantage to raise that height.

Mr. Bowman said that when we do put in our new system then we would
need that height.

Mr. Jolly replied no sir, when we put that in we will only improve our
current high-end radio system. At some point from what is happening
regionally though the County will have to go to the 800 megahertz band
possibly five to ten years out. At that time that site will be looked at for
possible extension. The County requested that design of the tower to allow
us to extend it to 300"; or we could possibly look for another site that would
better suit our needs. However that tower is strategically located in the center
of the County and it is a prime site. But again not for the next five years.
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Mr. Bowman reiterated but within the next five to ten years the County will
have to have a tower of at least up to 300'.

Mr. Bowman questioned is the existing tower 400’ from a dwelling. He
asked it the tower was there first or the Wellness Center.

Mr. Bracey stated the Wellness Center.
Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.

Mr. Don Morgan, 15116 Courthouse Road, Dinwiddie, Virginia, came
before the Board stating he had two concerns. In 1998 he met with the Board
and his concerns are the same. He was unable to make the March 14"
meeting but in the minutes for the meeting on page 6, it states the applicant
discussed the tower with adjacent property owners. He said he is an adjacent
property owner and he did not recall being contacted. He said he didn’t have
a problem with towers, he has one in his back yard, but he does have a cell
phone. His concern is frequency. What is the frequency?

Mr. Muscarella replied 1900 megahertz.

Mr. Morgan stated with a frequency that high it would not affect him and
he had no problem with the height of the tower. He said he wished he could

have a tower that high. He commented he did not speak for the other people
in the community.

Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.

Mr. Bracey stated he would like to have some professional review the
location and distance of the tower. He requested that the Administrative staff
follow up on the County’s requirement for design and set back requirements.

Mr. Moody stated he felt that it is important that we take care of the
landowners in the County who have been here for years to make sure that
there is something in the conditional use permit to make sure the landowner
is not responsible for the taxes that are due.

Mr. Bracey questioned if the church could be taxed. He stated this would
not be used for the Church so he felt they would be taxable.

Mrs. Katz, County Attorney, stated she would have to see if there was a
separate parcel, but the law basically says that “for religious purposes only”

would they be exempt from paying the taxes. She stated she would report
back to the Board.

Mr. Moody called for a motion.

Mr. Long stated the Board of Supervisors decided to defer voting on any
application for a conditional use permit for a telecommunications tower until at
least the next Board meeting. This is done in order to afford the board
members time to consider the technical and planning aspects of the permit.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the conditional use permit C-
01-01 is deferred until May 2, 2001.

IN RE: RECESS

Mr. Moody called for a ten- (10) minute recess at 9:24 P.M.

The meeting reconvened at 9:36 P.M.
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IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING — C-01-3 — NTELOS/EASTSIDE
PROPERTIES

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
March 21, 2001 and March 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public comment on and to
propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit submitted by NTELOS and
Eastside Properties (Harrison), are seeking a conditional use permit to construct
and maintain a one hundred forty six (146’) monopole telecommunications
tower, related equipment and improvements for the purpose of mounting wireless
telecommunications antennae.

Planning Staff Summary
File: C-01-3
Applicant: NTELOS/Harrison Conditional Use Permit
Property Address: 7407 Boydton Plank Road, Petersburg, VA
Acreage: 23 acres (leased portion, thereof)
Tax Map Parcel: 21-72
Zoning: Business, general B-2

The applicants, NTELOS and Eastside Properties (Harrison), are

seeking a conditional use permit to construct and maintain a one hundred
forty six (146’) monopole telecommunications tower, related equipment
and improvements for the purpose of mounting wireless
telecommunications antennae. The proposed site is located on the east
side of Route 1 in the general vicinity of the new recreation center located
at 7301 Boydton Plank Road. The site is identified as Tax Map 21, Parcel
72 by the Commissioner of the Revenue’s office and is owned by Eastside
Properties (Mr. Herman Harrison). The property is used for commercial
purposes with the rear portion undeveloped.
The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their March 14" meeting
and voted 6-0 to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors of the
conditional use permit with conditions attached. The conditions to be
imposed are those found in section 22-274, General Standards, of the
Zoning Ordinance with additional conditions enumerated in the extract of
the Planning Commission meeting which reads as follows:

1. The tower proposed by NTELOS shall not exceed one hundred forty six
(146’) feet AGL in height or penetrate the Dinwiddie County Airport
horizontal surface restriction of three hundred forty three (343’) feet above
mean sea level (AMSL) for the location shown on the construction plans.

2. While this tower is less than 200’, if the FAA makes a determination that
requires lighting, NTELOS will request dual lighting, which consists of red
lights at night and flashing white lights during the day. Additionally,
NTELOS will install a lighting system, which uses fresnel lenses designed
to focus approximately 90% of the light generated towards the horizon and
upward to minimize the amount of light visible from the ground.

3. The applicant, NTELOS, shall allow at least two (2) other wireless
telecommunications providers to locate on the tower and site; and shall
provide the County, upon request, verifiable evidence of having made a
good faith effort to allow such location.

4. NTELOS shall develop the proposed tower site as detailed in the site plan
submitted with this application and becoming a part of the conditional use
permit.

5. The conditional use permit must be reviewed at least every two (2) years
for compliance with stated conditions.

6. Before obtaining a building permit, the applicant shall submit to the
Planning Department the Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation
permit issued by the FAA. The following statements must be contained in
the permit: the tower shall have no substantial adverse effect on the safe

BOOK 15 PAGE APRIL 4, 2001



and efficient utilization of the navigable air space by aircraft or on the
operation of air navigation facilities; the structure would not adversely
impact any present or future VFR or IFR terminal procedure; and the
structure would not have a cumulative impact on any existing or planned
airport

7. NTELOS will provide space to Dinwiddie County, at no cost to the County,
to co-locate County communications equipment, if co-location space is
available at the time of the County’s request.

8. Before obtaining a building permit, the applicant shall post a bond
equivalent to the cost of removal of the tower with the Director of Planning.

Mr. Bowman stated it was his understanding on these conditional
use permits there is 2 year review requirement, was that correct?

Mr. Scheid responded yes.

Mr. Bowman said what if the review showed that the tower is too
close to a residence?

Mr. Scheid replied that the Board would have to amend the
conditional use permit. But if they are in violation of the permit, they would
be required to bring it into compliance, or remove it. Mr. Scheid
interjected that when the Board approved this tower originally having it
designed so that it could go to 300’; they knew that were granting an
exception under the exceptions provision that they already provide for in
any telecommunications ordinance.

Mr. Bowman asked what about the 6 acre parcel at AME Zion
Church where the tower may be too close to the property line.

Mr. Scheid stated that the people who build the towers know what
the requirements are and know where the location of the towers will be.
The code is represented as this and these are the standards they have to
abide by. If for some reason, the County does not catch it or it was
deliberately shifted, then they would be in violation of the conditional use
permit.

Mrs. Katz asked for Mr. Bowman to put in the record which tower
he was referring to? Whether it is the present one or the AME Zion one?

Mr. Bowman stated it was just general information he was trying to
be clear on both locations what exactly would happen if the towers are
located to close too the property line or a residence.

Mrs. Katz stated which tower was the previous question referring
to, when he was talking about the property lines she said she believed it
was the AME Zion; and she just wanted that to be identified in the records.
Just to make sure the records for the current conditional use permit
request does not get confused. »

Mr. Bowman asked about the present conditional use permit how
far does it have to be set back from the property?

Mr. Scheid replied 200% of the height.
Mr. Bowman stated he would prefer to see the tower located on

County property behind the Eastside Recreational Center generating
funds for the County.
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Mr. Moody replied he wouldn't mind the County getting more
revenue like that but the present request is for the location behind the
mini-warehouse storage building.

Mr. Bracey commented this location is way back in the trees, isn’t
that right?

Mr. Scheid replied yes.
Mr. Bracey asked, can you see it from the road?

Mr. Muscarella responded you can see the top of it but not the
bottom. The location of the tower is closer to -85 than it is to Route 1.

Mr. Moody asked the applicant to come forward.

Ms. Roma Sein, Attorney, stated she was here on behalf of the
applicant NTELOS. She asked the Board for approval of the 146" mono
pole on the Eastside Properties Incorporated. She stated the tower does
meet the requirements for the conditional use permit for this location. The
property was chosen because it is a relatively large parcel close to -85
and also for the placement of the tower on that property. On the 14™ of
March the Planning Commission did vote unanimously to recommend
approval of the tower subject to the development conditions. Letters were
sent to the adjacent property owners there were no calls in opposition.
One person did want to know where in relation to their property would the
tower be located. This owner is located across the road from the tower
location and is not an adjacent landowner.

Mr. Steve Muscarella, representing NTELOS, stated this property
was selected because it is used for a commercial nature already and its
location is just outside the airport’s restricted air space.  Continuing he
stated to answer Mr. Bowman’s question regarding using the Eastside
property, it could not be done because of the FAA blockage. Mr.
Muscarella showed the airport restricted air space map to the Board.
NTELOS is proposing to construct a 146’ structure, it is a monopole
structure in nature and it would be below the total fielding of 343’. The
airport requested that they stay 1’ below that level and they plan to stay 2’
below that at 341°. All of the requirements will be met. He stated they test
drove at another location, the Dinwiddie water tank at the race-track
property, but the signal strength wasn’t sufficient along the 1-85 corridor to
the northwest. He stated when that site failed he was instructed to look
further North and closer to 1-85 that is when he found this location.

Mr. Moody asked what would the Fresnel lights do when there is a
foggy night?

Mr. Muscarella said it would illuminate the fog from his perception.
Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.
No one signed up to speak.
Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.
Mr. Moody stated the Board of Supervisors decided to defer voting on
any application for a conditional use permit for a telecommunications
tower until at least the next Board meeting. This is done in order to afford

the board members time to consider the technical and planning aspects of
the permit.
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Upon Motion of Mr. B—racey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the conditional
use permit C-01-03 is deferred until May 2, 2001.

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING- C-01-4- CHAPARRAL STEEL —
REQUEST TO AMEND RELOCATION OF PERIMETER
FENCE

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
March 21, 2001 and March 28, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public comment on and to
propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit submitted by Chaparral
(Virginia) Inc., is seeking an amendment to the previously issued conditional use
permit C-97-7, to install a 6’chain link fence without barbed wire along the

exterior property line with the exception of the common property line with the
National Park Service.

Plannmg Summary Report

File: C-01-04

Applicant: Chaparral (Virginia) Inc.

Property Address: 25801 Hofheimer Way, Petersburg, VA 23803
Acreage: 760+ acres

Tax Map Parcel: Multiple parcels

Zoning: Planned Industrial District PMD

The applicant, Chaparral (Virginia) Inc., is seeking an amendment
to the previously issued conditional use permit C-97-7. Specifically,
condition number 13 states “all areas actively used in the processing,
production, or storage of raw materials or finished products, with exception
of the area where the spur line enters the property, shall be fenced to a
minimum height of eight (8) feet above ground using chain link fencing
topped by ftriple strand barbed wire.” The applicant wishes to install a
6’chain link fence without barbed wire along the exterior property line with
the exception of the common property line with the National Park Service.
After lengthy discussions with the Park Service it was decided that a wire
fence similar to the right-of-way fencing found along the Interstate
Highway would be most desirable.

The Planning Commission heard this case at their March 14™ evening
meeting. Mr. Lawrence Heyd, an employee of Chaparral Steel, addressed
the Commissioners on their reasons for requesting the change. The
Chairman requested comments from any citizen in attendance wishing to
speak on this case. Mrs. Susan Mayes, an adjacent property owner,
stated that she was in support of the application but would prefer the
fencing along Church Road be similar to the fencing proposed adjacent to
the Park Service property. There being no further public comments, the
Chairman closed the public hearing portion of the meeting for this case.
After a brief discussion among the Commissioners, the Planning
Commission voted 6-0 to recommend approval of the conditional use
permit as requested by Chaparral Steel.

As mentioned in the general introductory statement preceding
these cases, an extract from the draft minutes of the March 14" Planning
Commission meeting were included in your material for reference
purposes.

Mr. Lawrence Heyd, Environmental Manager, representing
Chaparral Steel came forward to speak regarding the request to amend
the conditional use permit. He stated condition 13 of the conditional use
permit addresses fencing and indicates that the fence be 8’ tall and have
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triple strands of barbed wire. Condition 13 also states that the fence be
placed around the active processing areas of the plant. We are now
putting the finishing touches on the plant, and one item we want to
complete is fencing.

Chaparral Steel is proposing to use a different style of fencing
because we think that a tall barbed wire fence will look too institutional.
We are proposing to fence the property with chain link and wire fencing
that will provide security but be less obtrusive. Six-foot tall chain link
fence will be used along Church Road, Squirrel Level Road and along the
north side of our property adjacent to the Norfolk Southern railroad tracks.
Wire fence, also called right-of-way fence, like the fence commonly used
along interstate highways and around farm fields will be used where our
property adjoins the Petersburg National Battlefield property along Flank
Road.

The fencing we are proposing will surround the plant’s active
processing areas, as required by the conditional use permit.

We want a fence around our property for two main reasons: to
provide security and reduce liability. It is to provide security to protect our
employees and our property. We want the fence to prevent a child or
other person from entering our property and possibly getting hurt.
Although no fence will stop a determined intruder, the fencing we propose
will provide adequate security by being a clear barrier at our property line.
We want the fence along the perimeter of our property to provide security
for the entire property, not just the active processing areas. The fence
along Church Road will prevent a person from entering the property on
that side. There has been some vandalism along the property line on
Squirrel Level Road and the fence will help deter that.

We do have other security measures at the plant, including security
personnel and remote cameras. These measures supplement the security
provided by the fence.

He stated he would like to mention that we have discussed the
fencing issue with the Petersburg National Battlefield and have obtained
the Park’s input regarding the fence. They have approved the type and
location of the fencing and urged us to request a change to the
Conditional Use Permit to allow less obtrusive fencing to be used near
their property.

He requested that Condition 13 of the Conditional Use Permit be
amended to allow the installation of a fence that will provide security
without being obtrusive.

Mr. Moody opened the public hearing.

No one came forward to speak.

Mr. Moody closed the public hearing.

Mr. Moody called for a motion.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Bowman,

Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

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

Virginia that conditional use permit C-01-03 submitted by Chaparral Steel, as
stated above, is hereby amended and approved with the conditions
recommended by the Planning Commission; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with the
Virginia Code Section 15.2286 (A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for
which this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity,
convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice.

IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO EXTEND TIMBER AGREEMENT -
LANDFILL

Mr. Long stated the timber thinning at the Landfill was postponed
until this Spring. He requested authorization to extend the Agreement with the
Timber Consultant, Jeffrey Bent, until the end of the year. Mr. Bent is now in the
process of soliciting bids for this project.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, authorization to
extend the timber thinning Agreement with the Timber Consultant, Jeffrey Bent,
until December 31, 2001 is hereby approved.

IN RE: COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS

Mr. Long stated in light of the overwhelming number of issues that the
County is facing now, it is time to schedule a retreat. We need to move along
with the issues in an expeditious manner; however, he felt it would be prudent to
wait until the budget has been completed. Mr. Long recommended scheduling a
retreat for May 21 and 22" for two (2) full days. Continuing, he said this would
be the best days for the staff due to the fact that we have an extra week available
between regular Board meetings; this would allow us to follow up on issues after
the retreat, as well as prepare for the next meeting. He suggested that the
retreat be held at the Wakefield 4-H Center. The Board members agreed to
check their schedules and let us know if there is a conflict.

IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO RELEASE TITLE — DVFD 1978
JEEP- VIN # J8M83AA015278

Mr. Long stated that the Dinwiddie Volunteer Fire Department
received four sealed bids for the 1978 Jeep. They accepted the high bid at
$2,505.00 but the bidder withdrew their bid. The next highest bid was $1,505.00
which was accepted by the department. He asked the Board to authorize the

release of the title for the1978 Jeep VIN number JBM83AA015278 and allow the
Fire Department to retain the funds.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted to transfer title for the 1978 Jeep VIN

number JBM83AA015278 and for the Dinwiddie VFD to retain funds received;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that authorization is also granted for Administration to sign for
the transfer of title for said vehicle to the successful bidder.

IN RE: BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

Mr. Moody asked if the Board had any quick comments.

There were no additional comments from the Board.
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IN RE: CLOSED SESSION

Mr. Clay moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to
discuss matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia
Freedom of Information Act:

The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss subject matters identified as
Personnel and Consultation with Legal Counsel. Matters to include:
Commissioner of the Revenue; Inducement Agreement; Delinquent Land Sale;
Consumer Utility Tax.

m Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of
employees)

B Consultation with legal counsel, § 2.1-344 A.7 of the Code of Virginia,
(consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members and
consultants about actual or probable and public discussion would
adversely affect the negotiating or litigating posture of the County or Town
— OR - consultation with legal counsel regarding specific legal matters
that require legal advice)

Mr. Haraway seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at
10:10 P.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 11:00 P.M.

IN RE: CERTIFICATION

Whereas, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant
to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;

Whereas, Section 2.1-344.1 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 Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member’s knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification
Resolution was adopted.

IN RE: COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE — REQUEST FOR
ADDITIONAL FUNDS FOR PART-TIME HELP

Mr. Long stated by letter dated August 3, 2000, the Commissioner of the
Revenue was advised that the Board approved $20,000 for Extra Help for
FY2001 even though the Compensation Board allocated $34,843 of which the
County’s requirement is 50% or $17,422. Ms. Marston was advised that any
additional funds would have to be requested from the Board before the
expenditure was made. At this point, the Commissioner has over expended her
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Extra Help Category and is requesting additional funds by her letter of March 30,

2001.

Recommended Action:

1.

The Board may appropriate an additional $14,843 for 12310-1301
Extra Help with the Commissioner's FY2001 budget, on a monthly
basis, to match the allocation provided by the Compensation Board.
The County’s share, $17,422, is already contained in the budget
within the Extra Help and Retirement categories, so there will be no
additional appropriation of local funds.

Based on expenditures in the Extra Help category through March

315!, there will be a remaining balance of $6,425 which may be

used towards the real estate and personal property job functions as

outlined by the Commissioner of the Revenue in her request.

The additional monthly appropriation will be contingent upon the

following:

a. All State reimbursements are to be brought up to date. At
the present time, reimbursements for this category have not
been submitted since November of 2000.

b. Mobile Home Titling Tax reimbursements are to be
submitted for the years 1998, 1999, and 2000. That amount
is estimated to be $200,000. ‘

C. Public Service Corporation billing is to be provided to the
Treasurer. This billing has not been sent out since June of
2000, which is estimated to be $533,000 for the year.

No additional expenditures from the Extra Help category will be

approved until the above items are accomplished and evidence is

provided to the Board of Supervisors.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above stated recommendations are hereby approved.

IN RE:

E.M.S. POSITIONS

Mr. Long stated there is a need to fill two full time and some part time
positions on the EMS crew. He requested authorization to proceed with
contacting these people to make them an offer. If they accept, Administration will
come back and ask for authorization to hire them at the next Board meeting. Mr.
Long said he would send the Board members a list of recommendations on
Friday. The Board gave its permission to proceed.

IN RE:

EASTSIDE TELEPHONE SYSTEM — AUTHORIZATION TO

OFFER CONTRACT-

Mr. Donald Faison stated the County had $6,000 for the cost for the phone
system. He presented two bids: Total Office Solutions for $4,489.00; and
Computer Telephone Technologies, Inc. for $4,561.39. He requested
authorization to offer a contract to the low bidder.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Administration is hereby authorized to enter into a contract with Total
Office Solutions at a sum not to exceed $4,489.00 for the telephone system at
the Eastside Recreation Center.
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IN RE: ADJORNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the meeting
adjourned at 11:10 P.M.

Harrison A. Moody /
Chairman

ATTEST: 7. /'dez-é &

R. Martin Long ’
County Administrator

/abr
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VIRGINIA: AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM OF THE
PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,
VIRGINIA, ON THE 18th DAY OF APRIL, 2001, AT 2:00 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR. VICE-CHAIR  ELECTION DISTRICT #4
DONALD L. HARAWAY ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN, IV ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY S. CLAY, ELECTION DISTRICT #5

OTHER: BENJAMIN EMERSON COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE: CALL TO ORDER - INVOCATION - PLEDGE OF

ALLEGIANCE

. Mr. Harrison A. Moody, Chairman, called the regular meeting to order at
2:00 P.M. followed by the Lord’s Prayer and the Pledge of Allegiance.

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

Mr. Moody asked if there were any amendments to the Agenda.

Mr. R. Martin Long, County Administrator, stated there were two additions
needed on the agenda under Item 12 — Closed Session add: Procurement to
consultation with Legal Counsel and Personnel for Building Inspections.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.

Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the above amendments
were approved.

IN RE: MINUTES

Ms. Russell, Clerk to the Board, stated she would like to reaffirm the
action taken by the Board at its April 4, 2001 meeting on Conditional Use Permit
C-00-06 with the reasons given and add the following:

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with the
Virginia Code Section 15.2286 (A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for
which this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity,
convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia, that the minutes of the April 4, 2001 Regular Meeting are hereby
approved in their entirety with the amendment to C-00-06 as stated.

IN RE: CLAIMS

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye’,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following claims are approved and funds appropriated for same

using checks numbered 1025027 through 1025215 (void check(s) numbered
1025026, 1025143 and 1025200) for:

Accounts Payable:
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(101) General Fund $ 192,956.22

(103) Jail Commission $ .00

(104) Marketing Fund $ .00

(222) E911 Fund $ 1,873.38

(223) Self Insurance Fund $ .00

(225) Courthouse Maintenance $ .00

(226) Law Library $ .00

(228) Fire Programs & EMS $ .00

(229) Forfeited Asset Sharing $ .00

(304) CDBG Grant Fund $ 2,037.36

(305) Capital Projects Fund $ 130,265.89

(401) County Debt Service $ 86.979.86

TOTAL $ 414,462.50
Payroll Supplement

APRIL 04, 2001

(101) General Fund $ 2,319.92
(222) E911 Fund $

(304) CDBG Fund $

TOTAL $ 2,319.92

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway,
Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia that check # 1025215 in the amount of $2,071.56 to DASA for
Phase | and Phase 1l Courthouse renovations, is approved and funds
appropriated.

INRE: DINWIDDIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RENOVATION
PROJECT — REQUISITION NUMBER 28 (IDA1999A-#20)

Mrs. Ralph stated the following invoices are included in Payment Request
Number 28 (IDA1999A - #20):

DAVID T. LUCAS ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR $ 28,200.00
SANDS ANDERSON MARKS & MILLER 275.00
ENGINEERING CONSULTING SERVICES 181.25
TOTAL REQUISITION #28 ' $ 28,656.25

Mrs. Ralph stated these invoices have been reviewed and approved by
the Superintendent.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway,
Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Requisition Number 28 (IDA99A - #20) in the amount of $28,656.25
be approved and funds appropriated for CIP expenses from the Dinwiddie
Elementary School Renovation Project Fund.

IN RE: DINWIDDIE COUNTY PUBLIC FACILITIES PROJECT
FUND: SCHOOL COMPLETION PROJECT ACCOUNT OF

THE PUBLIC FACILITIES FUND — REQUISITION
NUMBER 61 (IDA98A - #26)
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Mrs. Ralph stated the following invoices are included in Payment Request
Number 61 (IDA1998A#26):

LANDSCAPES BY DEADMON I $ 3,505.00

TOTAL REQUISITION #61 (IDA1998A -#26) $ 3,505.00

Mrs. Ralph stated these invoices have been reviewed and approved by
the Superintendent.

Mr. Bracey stated he had asked at the meeting last month if this was the
end of the landscaping. His understanding was that it was with the exception of
the performance bond payment. He instructed the County Administrator to check
into it. Where is the end?

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Requisition Number 61 (IDA1998A+#26) in the amount of $3,505.00
be approved and funds appropriated for CIP expenses, for landscaping at
Midway Elementary School, from the Dinwiddie County Public Facilities Project
Fund: School Completion Project Account.

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS

There were no citizens signed up to comment.

IN RE: Virginia Association of Countiés——DEAN LYNCH

Mr. Dean Lynch representing the Virginia Association of Counties
appeared before the Board presenting an overview of services provided by
VACO. Mr. Lynch stated the purpose of his visit was to report on VACO’s
activities; and to gather feedback from the Board on how to best serve the needs
in Dinwiddie County. This past year VACO staff provided individualized board
training to several counties. VACO staff has also provided technical assistance
in every imaginable program area, including the development of request for
proposals (RFP’s), provided sample ordinances, hiring, board organization, and
research and data gathering. VACO works with counties to promote educational
opportunities. The staff-has participated in many seminars and educational
forums through out the year. He continued stating numerous publications are
available from VACO covering topics associated with leadership and governance
activities in the varying program areas. We give legislative updates electronically
through the Capital Contact when the General Assembly is in session. The latest
revision is 1998 of the Virginia County Supervisors Manual which is available for
distribution from our office in Richmond. He stated our current project is
completing a new local government directory. VACO provides advocacy on
behalf of all counties throughout the Commonwealth. We represent county
interests in state regulatory matters and in the Virginia General Assembly. He
said they are our lobbyists in Richmond.

Mr. Lynch told the Board the bad news is that VACO can't give revenue
projections. He stated as you all know the General Assembly left town without
agreeing on a revised budget. That leaves all local governments vulnerable
because the county does not know how much funding they will be receiving from
the state in local aid categories, salary reimbursements, and program areas.

Also the county will not know whether the car tax will be funded at the Governor’s
proposed 70% reimbursement or at the Senate’s 55% proposal. He stated
another piece of bad news is that we are still unsure as to the outcome and
results of the redistricting plans. There are several proposals out there that
divide counties between as many as 5 house districts and 2 senatorial districts.
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VACO continues to be in a holding pattefn, but it can't last for the counties
because school budgets are due May 1 and personal property tax tickets need
to be mailed in many counties.

VACO continues to respond to the needs of counties through insurance
programs: equipment maintenance, property and liability and risk management
insurance programs. A health insurance trust was also developed. The Trust is
owned by the membership and all surplus funds in the trust are used for the sole
benefit of the membership. VACO offers leasing programs, deferred
compensation programs, and office supply procurement.

Mr. Lynch said VACO is paying all counties fees for membership in the
National Association of Counties (NACo). That is a small cost savings that can
be reflected in the County's budget. He encouraged the Board to continue to be
active in the state association and help VACO to help us and other counties by
coming to meetings and participating in VACO.

Mr. Lynch presented a certificate of appreciation to Mr. Moody.

Mr. Moody asked if Mr. Lynch would send directories to the Board.

Mr. Lynch replied yes he would make sure the directories are sent.

IN RE: VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Richard Caywood, Resident Engineer for the Virginia Department of
Transportation came before the Board and presented his monthly report. He
stated he was doing a re-inspection of the roads in Waterford Landing for
corrective work and expected to be able to be done in 2 to 3 weeks. Baltimore
Road will not have to be closed completely for repairs because VDOT is using
the reclamation process. He said work on Route 1 will begin in June.

Mr. Caywood thanked Mr. Scheid for inviting him to attend the
Comprehensive Plan update.

Mr. Moody asked him to make sure that VDOT puts a good base on
Baltimore Road because there is a lot of traffic on the road.

IN RE: COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE — REPORT

Mrs. Deborah M. Marston, Commissioner of the Revenue, was not
present.

IN RE: TREASURER

Mr. William E. Jones, Treasurer, was not present.

INRE: COMMONWEALTH ATTORNEY — REPORT

Mr. T. O. Rainey, lll, Commonwealth Attorney, was not present.

IN RE: SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT — REPORT

Sheriff Samuel H. Shands was not present.

Mr. Bracey said he would like for the County Administrator to send another
letter to the Sheriff because he did not reply to the request to set up radar on
Boisseau and Turkey Egg Road due to the school children speeding.

IN RE: BUILDING INSPECTOR — REPORT
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Mr. Dwayne H ‘Abernathy, Building Inspector came forward presenting his
report for the month of March 2001.

Mr. Bowman asked what the average cost to build a house is for the
County. . i

Mr. Abernathy replied about $1 50,000 at $60.00 a square foot.

IN RE: | ANIMAL WARDEN — REPORT

Mr. Steven R. BeVIIle Ammal Warden, came forward presenting his report
for the Month of March 2001. He reported that the SOS Agreement for adopting
out animals was working very well. They picked up 14 dogs and 3 cats in
March. . .

IN RE: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING — REPORT

Mr. William C. Scheid, Director of Plannlng came forward and presented
his monthly update for his Department. He stated he has received the Census
Data for elections per district for the redistricting.

Mr. Bracey asked if he had had time to do the measurements on the AME
Zion Tower? ‘

Mr. Scheid replied on Thursday David Thompson and | went to the A.M.E. Zion
Church site to measure the distance from the tower to the pool and the Health
Center. They found the distance from the center of the tower base to the pool to
be approximately 200’ and the Health Center approximately 400°. He stated he
would submit all this information in writing to the Board.

Mr. Bracey stated he was concerned about the distance to the Wellness
Center.

IN RE: ZONING ADMINISTRATOR/SENIOR PLANNER —
REPORT/CODE COMPLIANCE

Mr. David S. Thompson, Zoning Administrator/Senior Planner came
forward and presented his monthly report.

Mr. Thompson thanked the Board for allowing h|m to attend the Zoning
Workshop. .

He thanlked Mr, B%ecey‘ and Mr. Clay for their assistance with the owners
that had the zoning violations.

IN RE: SOCIAL SERVICES — REPORT

Ms. Peggy McElveen was not present but was represented by Claire
Goad. There was nothing to report.

IN RE: SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS — REPORT

Ms. Troilen Seward, Superintendent of School was not present. Mr. Ray
Watson came forward to present an update to the Board on School Activities.

Mr. Watson presented the Supplemental Appropriation request for the Title VI - B
Supplemental Appropriation for Instruction for approval.

IN RE: | TITLE VI-B - SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION #7

The School Board has authorized the Superintendent to request a
$46,841 supplemental appropriation for the Title VI-B funding. This is an
adjustment to federal funding and requires no additional local funds.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway,
Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the School Board's request for a $46,841 supplemental
appropriation for the Title VI-B funding for instruction is approved. This is an
adjustment to federal funding and requires no additional local funds.

Mr. Watson also stated the Rohoic Elementary School Advisory Council
came before the School Board and addressed a serious concern for the number
of accidents in front of Rohoic School and a need for a traffic light at that location.
The School Board was requested to sanction their concerns and to forward the
information to the Board for inclusion in the County’s five or six year road plan.
The Advisory Council has been in communication with Mr. Caywood with the
Virginia Department of Transportation. Eight businesses in the area of Airport
Road and Route 460 sent letters of support and concern for the traffic light also.

Mr. Bracey stated there was nothing the Board can do about it. it should
be sent to VDOT for study.

Mr. Watson replied the request has already been submitted to VDOT by
the School Board.

Mr. Bracey asked why didn't the school put someone out there to stop
traffic for the buses.

Mr. Watson stated the school does not have anyone on the highway to
stop the traffic for the buses and it is a four-lane highway and it is a dangerous
intersection. Mr. Bowman stated there is a Middle school employee who works
the morning and afternoon traffic who has requested a light for the top of his car
from the Sheriff's Department.

Mr. Bracey asked who paid the employee?

Mr. Watson replied the School Board pays him and he works 4 schools,
morning and afternoon.

Mr. Bowman stated he felt there is a need for the light on the car of the
individual who works the school locations for bus traffic. He requested the
County Administrator to write a letter to the Sheriff to see if this could be done.
Mr. Watson stated they would need permission from the Sheriff's Department for
the light.

Mr. Haraway asked Mr. Watson if he could provide the Average Daily
Membership for the past 10 years so the Board could look at the trend. He also
requested a projection for the next 5 years.

Mr. Watson stated he could provide the ADM for the last 10 years but it
would be hard to project the next 5 years; but he could provide a 3 year
projection.

IN RE: PARKS AND RECREATION — REPORT

Mr. Timothy C. Smith, Director of Parks and Recreation, stated he had
provided the Board with his monthly report. In addition he informed the Board
that the County’s trail project was being looked at by the National Park Service
as a model program for the Mid-Atlantic in Virginia.

Mr. Smith told the Board he would like to submit a new request for the
phone system at Eastside.
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Mr. Long explained that at the last Board meeting the contract was
awarded to Office Systems Technology to install the phone system at Eastside
and that Administration would like to d_iscuss_this with legal counsel for
clarification before presenting it to the Board.

IN RE: WASTE MANAGEMENT — REPORT

Mr. Dennis King, Director of Waste Management came forward to present
his report for March 2001.

IN RE: PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER — REPORT

Mr. David M. Jolly, Public Safety Officer, came forward and presented his
report.
IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE — TWO EMS ADVANCED

TECHNICIANS

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that Richard Barrett and Amanda Jarrell are hereby hired as EMS
Advanced Technicians at Grade 10A, with an annual salary of $22,934.00,
effective May 1, 2001. ‘

IN RE: AUTHORIZATION TO SOLICIT FOR SEALED BIDS - 1976
FORD PUMPER

Mr. Jolly stated the 1976 Ford Pumper is out of service due to mechanical
problems. This unit was originally stationed at Namozine but recently had been
relocated to Dinwiddie. The motor has developed a significant oil leak and would
have to be rebuilt or replaced. Due to this unit being the unit that was scheduled
for removal when the new tanker arrives it has been taken out of service. He
asked the Boards’ approval to sell this unit by sealed bid with the money being

placed back into the capital line of the volunteer fire budget for repairs to the
fleet. -

Upon Motion of Mr. Bowrhan, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Bdard of ‘S“u‘perviso'rs of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted for the Director of Public Safety to solicit
sealed bids for the disposal of the 1976 Ford Pumper.

- Mr. Jolly informed the Board that the Ruritan Club is sponsoring a blood

drive at the Dinwiddie Volunteer Fire Station, 13516 Boydton Piank Road on May
8™ The Bloodmobile will be on site.

IN RE: FIRE AND RESCUE ASSOCIATION - REPORT

Chief Charles L. Lewis was not present.

IN RE: COUNTY ATTORNEY — REPORT

Mr. Benjamin Emerson, County Attorney, stated he had nothing to report.

IN RE: BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS - REPORT

Mr. Faison was not present.
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IN RE: COURTHOUSE AMENDMENT | — DSA ARCHITECT - FOR
GEOTHERMAL HEAT SYSTEM

Mrs. Ralph presented the following Amendment | to the owner-architect
agreement between Dinwiddie County and Don A. Swofford for work on the
historic County Courthouse. The work is to be accomplished and added to the
owner-architect agreement cited above as if it were a part of the original scope of
work. The architect shall design and include on the plans such design for the
providing and installation of a full geothermal heat system for the Courthouse.
Such heating system will inciude the calculations to determine manifold and
required equipment for the heating and cooling. Work shall also include any
other work contingent upon the installation and provision of a complete and
working geothermal heating and cooling system for the Courthouse. The
projected costs for this installation are approximately Seventy-eight thousand
dollars ($78,000). The fee for this should be $78,000 times eight per-cent (8%)
which equals $6,240.00. The breakdown is as follows:

SCHEMATIC DESIGN $1,248.00
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS 3,432.00
BIDDING 312.00

CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION  1,248.00

TOTAL $6,240.00

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway,
Mr. Bracey, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Moody, Mr. Clay voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above stated Courthouse Amendment | to the Owner-Architect
Agreement for the Geothermal Heat System is hereby approved.

Mr. Long told the Board that the pre-bid for the Phase Il Renovations for
the Courthouse was held yesterday and there were 5 contractors who attended
the meeting.

IN RE: APPOINTMENTS — DISABILITIES SERVICES BOARD

Ms. Russell informed the Board that an ad had been placed in the Monitor
for citizens to apply for the appointment on the Crater Disabilities Services Board.
The closing date was March 28" but no one applied or called for an application.

The County Administrator asked if the Board had any nominations for the
Crater Disabilities services Board.

The appointment was postponed until the next regular Board meeting.

IN RE: TRAVEL AUTHORIZATION — R. MARTIN LONG - VLGMA

Mr. Long stated he had included a travel authorization request to attend
the VLGMA Annual Conference at Virginia Beach from June 20 through June 22,
2001. The estimated cost is $535.00.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted to the County Administrator to attend the
VLGMA Annual Conference at Virginia Beach, June 20-22, 2001 at an estimated
cost of $535.00, with funds being appropriated from the current budget.
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IN RE: BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

Mr. Clay No comments

Mr. Haraway No comments

Mr. Bracey No comments

Mr. Bowman No comments |

Mr. Moody He stated at the quarterly Chairman and Mayor’s meeting

they asked for a letter of support for the high-speed rail
system. He stated he told them that Dinwiddie County was
not supporting the system because there was no stop
scheduled in the County. The other Mayor’s and
Chairpersons stated if he would support it they would
support a request to the railroad to make a stop in the
County.

Mr. “Bowman'stated maybe we should support it just in case
we might have a use for it in the future.

Mr. Bracey asked has it even been sanctioned?

Mr. Long informed the Board a representative would be here
at the next monthly meeting to discuss the issues.

IN RE: _ CLOSED SESSION

Mr. Clay moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to discuss

matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act:

The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss subject matters identified as
Personnel and Consultation with Legal Counsel. Matters to include: Building
Inspections; Telecommunication Towers; Procurement — Telephone System.

B Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of
employees) Personnel for Building Inspections.

B Consultation with legal counsel, § 2.1-344 A.7 of the Code of Virginia,
(consuitation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members and
consultants about actual or probable and public discussion would
adversely affect the negotiating or litigating posture of the County or Town
— OR - consultation with legal counsel regarding specific legal matters

that require legal advice) Telecommunications Towers; Procurement —
Telephone System. -

Mr. Bowman seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr.

Bracey, Mr. Moody votlng ‘Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at
11:06 A.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 12:05 P.M.

IN RE: CERTIFICA;I'IQLI_

Whereas, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant
to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;
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Whereas, Section 2.1-344.1 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 Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member's knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification
Resolution was adopted.

IN RE: TELEPHONE SYSTEM — EASTSIDE RECREATION CENTER -
REJECTION OF THIRD PARTY BIDS

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody, voting “Aye”, the bids for the
third party vendors are hereby rejected for the Eastside Recreation Center
telephone system.

IN RE: REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS — ENGINEERING
CONSULTANT SERVICES- TELECOMMUNICATION

TOWERS

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody, voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that authorization is granted to Administration to issue an RFP for
engineering consultant services to review applications for telecommunications
towers and provide a comprehensive plan for placement of towers throughout the
County.

IN RE: ADJORNMENT

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody, voting “Aye”, the meeting
adjourned at 12:10 P.M. to be continued until 7:00 P.M., April 25, 2001 for the
FY2002 budget and 2001 tax rates.

/M 4. %?M/

Harrison A. Moody
Chairman

R. Martin Long
County Administrator

A ol L
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VIRGINIA: AT THE CONTINUATION MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM
OF THE PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE
COUNTY, VIRGINIA, ON THE 25th DAY OF APRIL, 2001, AT 7:00 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
’ EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR., VICE -CHAIR ELECTION DISTRICT #4
“DONALD L. HARAWAY ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN IV ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY S. CLAY ELECTION DISTRICT #5
IN RE: INVOCATION ~ PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE — AND CALL
TO ORDER

Mr. Harrison Moody, Chairman, called the continuation méeting to order at
7:00 P.M. and welcomed everyone to the public hearings.

IN RE: BUDGET PRESENTATION - R. MARTIN LONG

Mr. Long presented the Proposed FY 2001-2002 Budget including the
following areas: Revenues, Salaries, School Board, Administration, Registrar’s
Office, Public Safety, Recreation, Waste Management, Jail and Detention Home,
and miscellaneous items. He stated that he appreciated the Department Heads
and Agency Directors for putting up with him as he went through the process this
year. He thanked everyone for being understanding with the level of uncertainty
because of the lack of State numbers. He thanked the employees who put in
countless hours as they worked on the budget and thought the county was
fortunate to have them here. He also thanked the Board of Supervisors for their
patience and commitment. ’

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS

Mr. Moody asked if there were any citizens signed up to speak or present
who wished to address the Board during this portion of the meeting.

The following citizens signed up to address the Board:

1. Harold Walker of 20608 Carson Road, Schooi Board Member, District
4, said he was concerned about the amount of money budgeted for the
School Capital Fund. The Fund was reduced from $222,460 to only
$100,000. He thought the reduction was to last one year only and that
the balance of this fund would be restored if the funds were left at the
end of the year. Through a joint agreement with the Board of
Supervisors several years ago, the $222,460 was transferred from the
School Operating Fund into the Capital Fund for a roof project. This
was how the $222,460 was established. The school division
desperately needs the funds restored. Using the $222,460 as a guide,
the School Board has identified projects that will consume these funds
for the next five years. If the amount is allowed to remain at the
reduced number, these projects will take at least ten years to complete
assuming there are no price increases. Most of the projects listed are
too small for the county CIP and too costly to be included in the year-
to-year maintenance budget. He asked that the $222,460 be
considered for the Capital Fund. :

2. James E. Harrison of 9204 Squirrel Level Road, School Board
Member, District 3, stated that the school divisions just like anyone
else are dealing with increasing costs for materials, supplies and
services. Dinwiddie Elementary will be brought back into use, health
insurance premium cost increases will be ten percent, different cost
increases associated with the addition of about 70 more students, the
need for additional telecommunication service to support the
instruction program will result in an increase in payment to the
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telephone company. The need for funds is critical as indicated in the
memo from March 13, 2001. The School Board is in desperate need
of $1,885,705.00 to be transferred from the County General Fund to
the School Operating Fund; more than last year. The salaries need to
be increased for qualified employees so they won't be lost to higher
paying localities.

Carol Fisher of 19405 Oxford Lane, School Board Member expressed
appreciation for the $1 million in new money already budgeted for the
Schools next year. She stated she was concerned that they will not be
able to meet their needs for the 2001-2002 school year without
additional funding. Budgeting for additional students requires
increased dollars. They budgeted for 4,260 students but fear they will
have students above that number. She reiterated Mr. Walker’s
statement about increased fuel bills, utility bills and health insurance
premium increases. She stated that current indications are that State
funding will be decreased for them. After subtracting the costs of
which they have no control from the $1 million, it is apparent that they
cannot fund even a five percent salary increase for teachers. ltis a
grave concern as addressed in their March 13, 2001 memo. She
urged the Board to provide an additional local contribution for schooals.
Donna King of 10523 Rives Avenue, School Board Member conveyed
appreciation for the Board's strong support shown to the School
Division by providing funding last year for a significant increase in
teacher’s salaries. She also appreciates the increase of $1 million in
the proposed local funding for the 2001-2002 school year. She stated
her purpose was to focus on the impact last year's increase and next
year's proposed increase will have on the ability to recruit and retain
gualified teachers for all of the children’s classrooms. She stated,
“...Dinwiddie County Schools is in a very competitive job market,
qualified teachers are in increasingly short supply, while demand for
qualified teachers is growing due to increases in student populations,
as well as the retirement of Baby-Boom Generation Teachers from
classrooms. Like it or not, we are in competition with our neighboring
divisions when it comes to hiring new teachers. Last year's raise of
$3,000 for teachers was significant and moved Dinwiddie County
School System up in the State rankings, however, ... we surpassed
only Amelia County in terms of starting salary.” She stated that a 7%
increase would be needed to pass the $30,000 per year threshold that
has become the standard in the surrounding areas to remain close to
the nearest competitors. To maintain the status quo, an increase of
7% next year will be needed. She stated that failing to keep up with
local competition and retain teachers has far reaching consequences.
New teachers are attracted but lost as they gain experience. Unless
turnovers decrease, accreditation will be in jeopardy. There are 34
openings for next year due to retirements and transfers to other
divisions. She asked that the Board explore ways to provide the
additional funding the School Board needs.

James Maitland of 6967 Grubby Road, Chairman of the School Board
reemphasized the need for 1.8 million additional local dollars as stated
in the March 13, 2001 memo. The need for the funds has not changed
as his fellow Board Members have reported this evening. He stated
that these needs could only be addressed with additional local funding:
competitive salary scale, projects that do not fit into CIP or a
maintenance budget, increased insurance rates, utility costs, increased
building space, and additional instructional positions. He stated that he
appreciated all the Board's previous efforts to support the schools. He
strongly believes that the needs warrant the $800,000 beyond the $1
million already budgeted. He stated that he hoped the Board would
once again show their commitment to the schools and the children.
Darnell Law of the Appomattox Regional Library System thanked the
Board for supporting their budget request for FY 2001-2002. She
stated that the money would assist them in maintaining the quality of
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services and facilities that the residents of Dinwiddie have come to
expect. She stated that the funds would allow them to broaden their
programs and services to meet growing demands. On behalf of the
Library System, she once again thanked the Board for their continued
support of Dinwiddie County Libraries.

7. Ann Scarborough stated that she could understand the School System
asking for money but that she also understands that there are quite a
few in the County that are no longer earning salaries and they are
having a very difficult ime making ends meet. She stated that she was
here to give another insight as to why the Board should decrease the
tax base of 79 cents. She stated that the paper said that the
reassessment was about 18%. She asked, “As a result, how much

" would you have to lower our tax rate of 79 cents to collect the same
amount of revenue next fiscal year as you did this year?" She then
discussed what goes across the Building Inspector’'s desk concerning
manufactured homes and certificates of occupancy. She stated that
from July 1; 2000 through March 2001, material concerning 71
manufactured homes crossed his desk. She stated that
conservatively, you can figure an average of $50,000 and 71 came
across the desk, there is a sizeable amount of money right there. She
then talked about the 99 dwellings that paperwork came across the
desk for with a value of $9,000,367.87. She stated that what is put on
the permit is low. She then talked about land value. For a lot, she was
told $25,000 but it could be lowered to $15,000 and it would still be a
lot of money for land. She stated that you would have well over $4
million and go ahead and cut that in half. She stated that if you take
the two things she mentioned, reassessment and the building
department, you have a large amount of money, so she wanted to
know why the Board couldn’t decrease the taxes since last year
citizens were overcharged when the budget was balanced because it
was said the 79 cents was not needed. She said, “So give it back to
us.” She stated that she expects three months of high dollar value for
building when the weather gets warm and she would like that
considered. She wants to know where the money is going. She stated
briefly that if the Board was content to sit there and say 50 cents for a
luxury airplane and for people finding it difficult to survive having to pay
79 cents for a house, she cannot understand it. She said what would it
hurt to give the luxury airplane owners a little more of the burden, if
they can afford an airplane, they can afford to pay more than 50 cents.
She then discussed the budget. She noticed in County Administration
that telecommunications more than doubled and she did not know
what the reason was. She stated that cell phone and pager allocation
could go someplace better. She noticed a vehicle allowance for Mr.
Long and for this year, it is blank in the budget. Where did that money
come from? She then mentioned the County Attorney. She wanted to
know where to find the information in the budget for the thousands of
dollars paid to Sands, Anderson Firm for the lawsuits and etc. She
stated that they are robbing us as far as she was concerned. She
wants the Board to consider a lower tax rate because it is rough on the
citizens. : .

8. David Johnson of 21113 Westover Drive, stated he wanted to reiterate
what the School Board Members said. He stated he is not a member
of the School Board. He stated he did want to talk about the school
funding. He stated that research shows that great teachers are the
most important ingredients in any school. He stated if we desire our
students to be competitive and our test scores to be respectable then
we need to find ways to recruit and retain high quality teachers. He
applauded the Board for stepping up to the plate last year and
providing additional funding for the School System, allowing it to
elevate the teacher’s pay scale. He stated that it went a long way in
the ability to attract new teachers and showed our competitor school
systems that we value our teachers. He urged the Board to keep the
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momentum going. He stated that we are so close that we can't afford
to fall behind. He stated that we have a golden opportunity to place
Dinwiddie County among the leaders in the region rather than in a
position of continually playing catch up with starting salaries. He
stated that the amount of the current budget surplus in the county has
grown considerably and current revenue projections should show how
that surplus would be maintained. He asked how large we intended to
let the surplus get before we started addressing some of these real
needs. He stated that the surplus was a blessing and fiscal
responsibility is wise. He stated that it was a wise way to run a county
and he respects that. To summarize, he stated that success in the
classroom was directly related to the quality of our teachers. He said,
“Let's use a portion of the current financial surplus to allow our school
system to align our entry level teacher’s salaries to above the 30,000 a
year mark as the chart shows.” He stated that this will keep Dinwiddie
County competitive and send a message to our citizens that we are pro
education.

9. Christopher White of 545 High Street, Petersburg stated that he was a
democrat and a candidate for the district seat in the House of
Delegates and he was here to learn about the issues in Dinwiddie
County.

10.  Angela Orrell of 16563 Cantree Road stated that she wanted to make
a very elementary note but that the greatest resource that a community
has is a safe, healthy and educated population. She stated that
support for expanding our EMS services and improving educational
services will directly influence our future. She respectfully asked for
the Board's support concerning the very important budget issues and
appreciates the past support.

Mr. Moody closed the Public Hearing on the FY 2001-2002 Budget
Proposal at 7:50 P.M.

IN RE: PROPOSED FY 2001 TAX RATES

Mrs. Ralph reviewed the proposed Tax Rates for FY 2001 —2002. The
proposed rates are:;

Real Estate - .79

Mobile Homes - .79

Mineral Lands - .79

Public Services - .79

Personal Property — 4.90

Personal Property — Volunteer Vehicles - .25
Machinery and Tools — 3.30

Heavy Construction Machinery — 3.30
Airplanes - .50

Certified Pollution Control Equipment — 3.30.

Mr. Moody opened the Public Hearing on the Tax Rates.

No one signed up to speak.

Mr. Moody closed the Public Hearing on Tax Rates at 7:51 P.M.

He stated that the Board would vote on the Budget and the Tax Rate next
Wednesday, May 2, allowing a week’s waiting period before their decision is

made on these issues.

IN RE: CLOSED SESSION
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Mr. Bracey moved that the Board now convene in a closed meeting to
discuss matters exempt from the open meeting requirements of the Virginia
Freedom of Information Act:

The purpose of the closed 'meetin'g is to discuss subject matters identified as
Personnel. Matters to include: ’

B Personnel Matters, § 2.1-344 A - 1 of the Code of Virginia,
(candidates for employment OR the assignment, appointment, promotion,
performance, demotion, discipline, salaries, compensation, resignation of
employees) Commissioner of the Revenue; Building Inspections.

Mr. Clay seconded the motion. Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey,
Mr. Moody voting “Aye” the Board moved into the Closed Meeting at 7:53 P.M.

A vote having been made and approved the meeting reconvened into Open
Session at 9:02 P.M.

IN RE: ___CERTIFICATION

Whereas, this.Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant
to an affirmative recorded vote in accordance with the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act;

Whereas, Secﬁon 2.1-344.1 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 Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member’s knowledge, (1) only public business matters lawfully
exempted from open meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act were heard, discussed or considered in the closed meeting to
which this certification applies; and (2) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened were heard,
discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”. This Certification Resolution was
adopted.

IN RE: COMMISSIONER OF REVENUE — REQUEST FOR
ADDITIONAL HELP

Mrs. Ralph stated that there was a request from the Commissioner of
Revenue for an additional $2,255 to meet the payroll for extra help for the month

of April. Ms. Ralph said the Board would need to appropriate these funds in
order to make payroll.

Mr. Bracey asked if there were any stipulations.

Mrs. Ralph stated yes, the same conditions that were previously placed
on the Commissioner of Revenue last month.

1. The Board may appropriate an additional $14,843 for 12310-1301
Extra Help with the Commissioner's FY2001 budget, on a monthly
basis, to match the allocation provided by the Compensation Board.

2. The County’s share, $17,422, is already contained in the budget -
within the Extra Help and Retirement categories, so there will be no
additional appropriation of local funds.
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3. Based on expenditures in the Extra Help category through March
31% there will be a remaining balance of $6,425 which may be
used towards the real estate and personal property job functions as
outlined by the Commissioner of the Revenue in her request.

4, The additional monthly appropriation will be contingent upon the
following:

a. All State reimbursements are to be brought up to date. At
the present time, reimbursements for this category have not
been submitted since November of 2000.

b. Mobile Home Titling Tax reimbursements are to be
submitted for the years 1998, 1999, and 2000. That amount
is estimated to be $200,000.

c. Public Service Corporation billing is to be provided to the

Treasurer. This billing has not been sent out since June of
2000, which is estimated to be $533,000 for the year.
5. No additional expenditures from the Extra Help category will be
approved until the above items are accomplished and evidence is
provided to the Board of Supervisors.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that $2,255 of State Compensation Board funds be appropriated for
Extra Help for the month of April, 2001 in the Commissioner of the Revenue’s
budget contingent upon the above stated conditions.

IN RE: COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS

Mr. Long stated that he felt the Board should meet early Wednesday to
discuss what, if any, changes need to be made before the Budget is adopted
during the regular meeting. Mr. Long told the Board that there would be an
explanation in their Board Packet of the ability to decrease the real estate taxes
by 4 cents but it will probably have to go back up next year. Mr. Long suggested
a time of 6:00 P.M. on Wednesday for the continuation meeting.

Mrs. Ralph cautioned that whatever they do with the tax rate right now will
effect the Budget they are in because the June 5" billing will balance the budget

for the year. There might be enough surplus to cover it but they won't know that
until September or October.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bracey, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”’, the meeting
adjourned at 9:10 P.M. to be continued until 6:00 P.M. on Wednesday, May 2,
2001 in the Multi-purpose Room of the Pamplin Administration Building for a
budget workshop and tax rate session.

%6@ P44

Harrison A. Moody
Chairman

atTEST_ 1L V\/\wj:_ ﬁ\

R. Martin Long J
County Administrator
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VIRGINIA: AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM OF THE
PAMPLIN ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN DINWIDDIE COUNTY,
VIRGINIA, ON THE 2ND DAY OF MAY, 2001, AT 7:30 P.M.

PRESENT: HARRISON A. MOODY, CHAIRMAN ELECTION DISTRICT #1
EDWARD A. BRACEY, JR. VICE-CHAIR  ELECTION DISTRICT #4
DONALD L. HARAWAY ELECTION DISTRICT #2
ROBERT L. BOWMAN, IV ELECTION DISTRICT #3
AUBREY S. CLAY, ELECTION DISTRICT #5

OTHER: PHYLLIS KATZ COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE: INVOCATION — PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE — AND CALL

TO ORDER

Mr. Harrison Moody, Chairman, called the regular meeting to order at 7:30
P.M. He stated he would like to have a moment of silence in memory of Jimmy
Stidham a student at Dinwiddie County High School who was killed in a car

accident last Friday. This was followed by the Lord’s Prayer and the Pledge of
Allegiance. '

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

Mr. Moody asked if there-were any amendments to the agenda.

Mr. Long stated there was a need to have a closed session for
Consultation with Legal Counsel, Section 2.1-344 A.7 under Agenda ltem # 11.

Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr.
Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above amendment to the Agenda is hereby approved.

IN RE: MINUTES

Ms. Russell stated there is a correction needed under the Planning
Department Comments for the April 18, 2001 meeting and she asked Mr. Scheid
to clarify the discrepancy. Mr. Scheid stated the comment should be; “on
Thursday David Thompson and | went to the AM.E. Zion Church site to measure
the distance from the tower to the pool and the Health Center. They found the
distance from the center of the tower base to the pool to be approximately 200’
and the Health Center approximately 400'.”

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Haraway, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the minutes of the April 18, 2001 Regular Meeting are approved,
with the above stated change, in their entirety.

IN RE: _CLAIMS

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Bowman, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following claims are approved and funds appropriated for same

using checks numbered 1025253 through 1025438 (void check(s) numbered
102478; and 1025216 - 1025332) for:
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Accounts Payable:

(101) General Fund $ 163,037.15
(103) Jail Commission $ .00
(104) Marketing Fund $ .00
(222) E911 Fund $ .00
(223) Self Insurance Fund $ .00
(225) Courthouse Maintenance $ .00
(226) Law Library $ 677.02
(228) Fire Programs & EMS $ .00
(229) Forfeited Asset Sharing $ .00
(304) CDBG Grant Fund $ .00
(305) Capital Projects Fund $ 1,008.77
(401) County Debt Service $ .00
TOTAL $ 164,720.94
PAYROLL 03/30/2001
(101) General Fund $ 366,416.45
(222) E911 Fund $ .00
(304) CDBG Fund $ 3.180.80
TOTAL $ 369,5697.25;

IN RE: CITIZEN COMMENTS

Mr. Moody asked if there were any citizens signed up to speak or present
who wished to address the Board during this portion of the meeting.

The following citizens signed up to address the Board:

1. Mrs. Betty Jeter, Registrar, came before the Board with a request
for additional funding for voting machines for the required Democratic primary on
June 12, 2001; and the special election for the Fourth Congressional District seat
on June 19, 2001. By law, the voting machines must be locked and not used for
fifteen (15) days after an election. Therefore, we will not have enough machines
for the second election in June. We will need to rent four (4) machines. We
have located machines of the type that we use and they are available for rental at
the cost of $425.00 each. Thus, an additional allocation of $1,700.00 for the
current budget year is needed.

IN RE: ELECTRORAL BOARD — REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL
FUNDS FOR_RENTAL OF VOTING MACHINES

Upon Motion of Mr. Haraway, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above stated request for the rental of voting machines is hereby
approved with funding in the amount of $1,700.00 to be appropriated from the
undesignated fund balance.

IN RE: REGISTRAR — REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS
FOR PART-TIME HELP

The Registrar also requested an additional $2,160 for extra help through
June 29, 2001 including two (2) Saturdays for Absentee Ballot voting. There will
be two elections in June, the 12" for the Democratic Primary for state-wide
offices and the 19" for the 4™ Congressional District seat to replace Mr. Sisisky.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the'Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above stated request is hereby approved with funding in the
amount of $2,160 to be appropriated from the undesignated fund balance.

IN RE: _CITIZEN COMMENTS CONTINUED

2. Don Morgan appeared before the Board stating he had received a
letter from McGuire Woods, Attorney, for NTELOS regarding the
application to extend the tower on Lundy’s Road. Mr. Muscarella
had informed him at the public hearing that the frequency that they
operated on was 1.9 gigabytes. In the letter from the attorney the
frequency was listed as 20MHz. Mr. Morgan stated that that
frequency would interfere with his equipment and he would like
some clarification on this issue. Mr. Moody stated they would ask
Mr. Muscarella before they took action on that conditional use
permit.

3. William Jones appeared before the Board stating he wanted to re-
open Lake Jordan and also have two events on May 27" and June
2" Part of the proceeds from these events will be donated to the
Fire Departments in the County. Continuing he stated he would re-
open the Lake for swimming in the future. The concerts/beach
blast would host national artists and over the summer there would
be 5 — 6 events with between 5,000 to 6,000 people in attendance.

Mr. Moody responded that the special permit application for the
event had not been completed. He stated that the forms for the
ABC License, Sheriff, nor the Health Department had been signed
off on when the application was given to the County Administrator.

Mr. Jones replied that he had problems getting the signatures from
the Commissioner of the Revenue’s Office and the Sheriff's
Department even though he had made several trips to their
departments to get signatures.

The Board voiced their concerns about swimming being allowed. -
Mr. Jones stated there would be no swimming allowed at this event.

Mr. Bowman voiced his concerns about what would be in the water
and the liability if someone were hurt.

Mr. Bracey voiced his concern about the portable toilets and what
the Health Department requirements might be. Continuing he told
Mr. Jones he felt he was opening a business that's open all of the
time for this type of entertainment. Which at any day any month
you can have people and that he didn’t know if the Health
Department would allow porta-johns for this type of business. Mr.
Bracey stated that this permit he is applying for is for “special
events” for an occasional event not for a regular business.

Mr. Jones stated the portable johns are only temporary and after
every event they are cleaned.

Mr. Moody recapped and stated the Department Heads under the

Board’s supervision had completed their forms and he felt the
applicant should get the forms signed off by the other Offices and
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turn the application in to the County Administrator by Friday. Mr.
Moody called for a motion.

IN RE: SPECIAL ENTERTAINMENT PERMIT — LAKE JORDAN --
WILLIAM JONES

Mr. Haraway moved to approve the application if all of the documents are
submitted and signed by the Sheriff and local Health Department by the close of
the business day on Friday, May 4, 2001 and the ABC license board by May 11™.
The Board told the County Administrator to draft a letter with all the needed
requirements and instructed Mr. Jones to pick the letter up at the Administration
Office.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Bowman.

Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”;

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the above stated Special Entertainment Permit request for the two
events on May 27, and June 2, 2001 are hereby approved if the above
stipulations are met.

IN RE: FY 2002 BUDGET — 2001 TAX RATES

Mr. Long stated this has been an extremely uncertain year as far as
getting numbers from anywhere to be honest. But despite everything the State
has not adopted a budget and the County has to move on. The Administration
Staff has put together scenarios that the Board could take into account this
evening for the budget. The budget has currently about $400,000 in revenues
over expenditures in the budget proposal.

IN RE: DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Mr. Bracey read the following statement prior to action being taken on the
proposed 2001-2002 Budget:

“l, Edward A. Bracey, Jr., “In accordance with Section 2.1-639-14,
paragraph (g) of the Code of Virginia, wish to disclose that my wife
(Bernice Bracey) is employed by the Dinwiddie County School system.
Employment of my wife occurred several years prior to my election to the
Board of Supervisors and the results of any decision by this Board will
affect my wife to no greater or less extent than other school employees
with similar credentials and experiences. Therefore, | feel that | am able
to participate in the actions of the Board concerning the 2001-2002 budget
effectively, fairly and in the public interest.”

IN RE: _2001 TAX RATES - ADOPTION

Mr. Long reviewed the proposed tax rates for those citizens in attendance
as follows:

o TAXRATES AS PROPOSED

B Real Estate $ .79
M Mobile Homes .79
B Mineral Lands .79
B Public Services .79
B Personal Property 4.90
B Personal Property - Volunteers 25
B Machinery & Tools 3.30
M Heavy Construction Equipment 3.30
B Airplanes .50
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_m_Certified Pollution Control _______3.30

Mr. Moody stated he wants to drop the rate 4 cents but he felt like with the
uncertainty that we are having.| think we need to maybe drop back a little bit. He
said he also feels that the School System is possibly going to need some of that
increase. We are hoping that they could give the teachers a 5% increase but
they are level funding everything else and | have a feeling that that’s going to be
hard to have a level funded budget. So his feelings personally, would be to drop
the rate 2 cents and hold that $200,000 until we see what the State does with the
uncertainty and go from there.

Mr. Clay agreed. We dd need to cut the rate but with the situation being
what it is he said he didn’t feel the Board could cut the whole 4 cents but was ok
with the 2 cents.

Mr. Bracey directed his comment to the Chairman. If the State funds as
they usually do or come up to their part of this bargain then the County will drop
our rate 2 cents, it that correct? Mr. Moody mentioned something about the
School System that he felt their money might be short. If the State did come up
with the funding could the County lower their rate later?

Mr. Moody stated we are setting the rate tonight for the year. But he would
like to see the teachers get a 5% increase in salaries. But if they do that then
they will be level funded with the rest of their budget. Mr. Moody said that is
pretty hard to do and he wanted to make sure what the State is going to do. That
would also give the School Board an opportunlty to reiterate or re-explain how
much of that money they do need

Mr. Bowman stated he agreed with Mr. Bracey he would like to drop the
rate by 4 cents but with the uncertainty of the State if they come through with
extra money for the schools system, wonderful! If there is anyway that the Board
can he felt it should give the 2 cents to the School System.

Mr. Haraway said, if | understand what we are saying, we have said a 2
cent reduction from .79 cents to .77 cents on real estate and due to the School
System not knowing what the State is going to provide to them in funds; once
that decision is made, we will reevaluate funding to the School System. He

moved to adopt the 2001 Tax Rates as stated with the 2 cent reduction on real
estate.

Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bracey,
Mr. Moody voting “Aye’,

BE IT RESOLVED by th ard of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,

Virginia that the following tax rate,jiiie hereby adopted for the year 2001:

TAX RATES ADOPTED
B Real Estate $ .77
B Mobile Homes T7
® Mineral Lands a7
B Public Services T7
B Personal Property : 4.90
B Personal Property - Volunteers 25
B Machinery & Tools 3.30
B Heavy Construction Equipment 3.30
W Airplanes .50
B Certified Pollution Control 3.30
IN RE: FY 2001-2002 BUDGET -- ADOPTION

Mr. Long stated the FY 2001-2002 budget needed to be adopted.
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Upon Motion of Mr. Bracey, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Clay,
Mr. Haraway, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that the following budget for FY 2001-2002 is adopted:

DINWIDDIE COUNTY, VIRGINIA

BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR COMMENCING JULY 1, 2001
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INCOME ESTIMATES July 1, 2001
GENERAL FUND:
Revenue from Local Sources:
General Property Taxes $5,436,650
Other Local Taxes 2,758,000
Permits, Privilege & Regulatory Licenses 193,700
Fines and Forfeitures 254,244
Revenue from Use of Money & Property 464,000
Charges for Services 429,586
Miscellaneous Revenue 285,100
TOTAL $19,821,280
Revenue from the Commonwealth 2,689,344
Revenue from the Federal Government -0-
Non-Revenue Receipts -0-
TOTAL GENERAL FUND $22,510,624
' LAW LIBRARY FUND 6,500
SCHOOL TEXTBOOK FUND 260,925
SCHOOL CAFETERIA FUND 1,269,807
SCHOOL FUND:
Revenue from Local Sources 40,500
Revenue from the Commonwealth 17,239,615
Revenue from the Federal Government 1,098,192
Transfers from Other Funds 8,870,897
TOTAL SCHOOL FUND $27,249,204
VA PUBLIC ASSISTANCE FUND 2,557,216
ES11 FUND 264,000
SELF-INSURANCE FUND -0-
GENERAL CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND -0-
OYCS FUND 88,348
CDBG/VJCCCA FUND 205,570
FIRE PROGRAMS FUND 42,262
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING 6,000
MEALS TAX 320,000
SCHOOL CAPITAL PROJECTS 100,000
CSA FUND 685,423
JAIL COMMISSION FUND 7,500
COURTHOUSE MAINTENANCE FUND 23,000
COUNTY DEBT SERVICE 2,003,660
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SVRTC 0-

HEAD START FUND 146,018
SCHOOL DEBT SERVICE 2.918 043
GRAND TOTAL — ALL FUNDS $60,664,100
LESS INTERFUND TRANSFERS 13.637 830
TOTAL INCOME 47 026.270
FUND BALANCES, JULY 1 13.727 957

CASH RESOURCES 60,554,227

CONTEMPLATED EXPENDITURES

GENERAL FUND:

Board of Supervisors 67,138
County Administrator . 301,614
County Attorney ‘ 67,700
independent Auditor 32,000
Commissioner of the Revenue 250,214
Business License 20,346
General Reassessment -0-
Land Use 19,946
Treasurer 261,188
Data Processing ' 83,465
Electoral Board and Officials 114,249
Circuit Court - 23,250
County Court ‘ 6,230
Special Magistrates 600
Clerk of the Circuit Court 82,040
Commonwealth’s Attorney 134,661
Sheriff-Law Enforcement 2,476,934
Victim Witness 48,653
Volunteer Fire Departments 286,600
Ambulance & Rescue Service 47,700
Forestry Service , _ , 11,718
Dinwiddie EMS 618,936
Sheriff—Correction & Detention 371,430
Probation Office , 4,000
Other Correction & Detention 110,507
Building Inspection 196,043
Animal Control 106,631
Medical Examiner 500
Public Safety/Civil Defense 123,807
Street Lights o : 35,000
Refuse Disposal . 1,191,514
Public Nuisance 5,000
Public Utilities 109,280
Maintenance of Buildings & Grounds , : 474674
Water Service : : 276,000
Health o ‘ 189,385
Mental Health ' ' 52,484
Other Social Services - 23,134
Community College 4,789
Recreation 213,342
Lake Chesdin 1,500
Regional Library ‘ 199,207
Planning 202,439
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Economic Development 11,600
Other Planning & Community Develop. 75,964
Regional Planning Commission 16,055
Soil and Water Conservation 12,500
Advancement of Agric & Home Economics 71,443
Internal Services 108,025
Insurance 125.000

Subtotal 9,266,435
Transfers to Other Funds 12,838,288
TOTAL GENERAL FUND $22,104,723
HEAD START 146,018
SVRTC FUND -0-
LAW LIBRARY FUND 6,500
SCHOOL TEXTBOOK FUND 275,925
SCHOOL FUND 27,249,204
SCHOOL CAFETERIA FUND 1,269,807
VA PUBLIC ASSISTANCE FUND 2,557,216
ES11 FUND 429,849
SELF INSURANCE FUND -0-
OYCS FUND 98,348
GENERAL CAPITAL PROJECTS 500,000
SCHOOL CAPITAL PROJECTS 100,000
CDBG FUND/VJCCCA 205,570
FIRE PROGRAMS FUND 42,262
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING 6,000
MEALS TAX FUND 400,000
CSA FUND 685,423
JAIL PHONE COMMISSION FUND 3,864
COURTHOUSE MAINTENANCE -0-
DEBT SERVICE 2,003,660
SCHOOL DEBT SERVICE 2,990,150
GRAND TOTALS - ALL FUNDS 61,074,519
LESS INTERFUND TRANSFERS 13,637,830
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 47,436,689
FUND BALANCES - JUNE 30 13,317,538
TOTAL REQUIREMENTS $60,754,227
IN RE: ACTION ONLY — C-01-1- NTELOS/SPRINT PCS

Mr. Moody stated the County has been contacted by the owners of A M.E.
Zion Church, and they were unaware that there was a conditional use permit in
place. Mr. Moody stated he would like to defer action until the owners of AM.E.

Zion can catch up with what is going on with the permit.

Mr. Bracey moved that action be tabled for C-01-01 at least 60 days until
A.M.E. Zion and the tower people can get together and bring the Board
something; because it appears that someone has made an application on

someone else’s property that they were not aware of.

Seconded by Mr. Clay, Mr. Haraway, Mr. Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey,
Mr. Moody voting “Aye”, the conditional use permit C-01-01 is tabled for 60 days
pending communication between the two parties, the property owners of A.M.E.

Zion and Sprint/Ntelos.
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IN RE: ACTION ONLY — C-01-3 — NTELOS/EASTSIDE

PROPERTIES -

Ms. Russell stated this is an action item only because the public hearing

" had already taken place.

Planning Staff Summary

File: C-01-3

Applicant: NTELOS/Harrison Conditional Use Permit
Property Address: 7407 Boydton Plank Road, Petersburg, VA
Acreage: 23 acres (leased portion, thereof)

Tax Map Parcel: 21-72 '

Zoning: Business, general B-2

The applicants, NTELOS and Eastside Properties (Harrison), are seeking a
conditional use permit to construct and maintain a one hundred forty six (146’)
monopole telecommunications tower, related equipment and improvements for
the purpose of mounting wireless telecommunications antennae. The proposed
site is located on the east side of Route 1 in the general vicinity of the new
recreation center located at 7301 Boydton Plank Road. The site is identified as
Tax Map 21, Parcel 72 by the Commissioner of the Revenue’s office and is
owned by Eastside Properties (Mr. Herman Harrison). The property is used for
commercial purposes with the rear portion undeveloped.

The Planning Commission reviewed this case at their March 14" meeting
and voted 6-0 to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors of the
conditional use permit with conditions attached. The conditions to be
imposed are those found in section 22-274, General Standards, of the
Zoning Ordinance with additional conditions enumerated in the extract of
the Planning Commission meeting which reads as follows:

. The tower proposed by NTELOS shall not exceed one hundred forty six
(146’) feet AGL in height or penetrate the Dinwiddie County Airport
horizontal surface restriction of three hundred forty three (343’) feet above
mean sea level (AMSL) for the location shown on the construction plans.

. While this tower is less than 200, if the FAA makes a determination that
requires lighting, NTELOS will request dual lighting, which consists of red
lights at night and flashing white lights during the day. Additionally,
NTELOS will install a lighting system, which uses fresnel lenses designed
to focus approximately 90% of the light generated towards the horizon and
upward to minimize the amount of light visible from the ground.

. The applicant, NTELOS, shall allow at least two (2) other wireless
telecommunications providers to locate on the tower and site; and shall
provide the County, upon request, verifiable evidence of having made a
good faith effort to allow such location.

. NTELOS shall develop the proposed tower site as detailed in the site plan

submitted with this application and becoming a part of the conditional use
permit.

. The conditional use permit must be reviewed at least every two (2) years
for compliance with stated conditions. '

. Before obtaining a building permit, the applicant shall submit to the
Planning Department the Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation
permit issued by the FAA. The following statements must be contained in
the permit: the tower shall have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable air space by aircraft or on the
operation of air navigation facilities; the structure would not adversely
impact any present or future VFR or IFR terminal procedure; and the

structure would not have a cumulative impact on any existing or planned
airport
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7. NTELOS will provide space to Dinwiddie County, at no cost to the County,
to co-locate County communications equipment, if co-location space is
available at the time of the County’s request.

8. Before obtaining a building permit, the applicant shall post a bond
equivalent to the cost of removal of the tower with the Director of Planning.
Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr.

Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye”,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie County,
Virginia that conditional use permit C-01-01 submitted by NTELOS/Harrison
Conditional Use Permit, as stated above, is hereby approved with the conditions
recommended by the Planning Commission.

Ms. Ralph asked if Mr. Clay would amend his motion to add the
compliance statement.

Upon Motion of Mr. Clay, Seconded by Mr. Bowman, Mr. Haraway, Mr.
Clay, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Bracey, Mr. Moody voting “Aye’, the following
amendment statement is included.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with the
Virginia Code Section 15.2286 (A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for
which this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity,
convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice.

IN RE: _STATEMENT PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING

Mr. William C. Scheid, Planning Director, came forward to make the
following statement prior to the Public Hearings.

“As previously requested by the Board of Supervisors, Draft copies
of the Planning Commission Meeting minutes have been made available
to the public prior to this meeting as well as copies on the table at the rear
of this meeting room. The purpose of doing so is to expedite the hearing
process without compromising the publics’ access to pertinent information.
It is noted that the Board has been given various information on all of the
hearing(s) to include, the application, zoning map, adjacent property
owner list, locational map(s), proffers (if applicable), soils data,
comprehensive land use maps and references, etc. With this information
noted, | will proceed with the case(s).”

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING- C-01-5- AMERICAN
TOWERS/NTELOS

This being the time and place as advertised in the Dinwiddie Monitor on
April 18, 2001 and April 25, 2001, for the Board of Supervisors of Dinwiddie
County, Virginia to conduct a Public Hearing to receive public comment on and to
propose for the issuance of a conditional use permit submitted by NTELOS and
American Tower. They are seeking a conditional use permit to establish a two
hundred fifty (250) foot wireless telecommunications tower on a 100’ X 100’
compound.

Mr. Scheid presented the following conditional use permit application.

Planning Summary Report

File: C-01-5

Applicant: NTELOS and American Tower

Property Address: 12300 Quaker Road, Dinwiddie, VA 23841
Acreage: 38 acres (a 100’ x 100’ portion leased)

Tax Map Parcel: 46-9B
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Zoning: Agricultural, general A-2

The applicants, NTELOS and American Tower, are seeking a conditional
use permit to construct, operate and maintain a two hundred fifty (250)
foot lattice telecommunications tower, related equipment and
improvements for the purpose of mounting wireless telecommunications
antennas. NTELOS wishes to provide telecommunications services along
the 1-85 corridor. They have reviewed the available height of other
structures along the corridor in this area and determined that they needed
to construct a tower if they are to obtain the coverage they seek. The
property is cut over timberland and is located north of the northbound rest
stop on 1-85. The nearest residence is approximately 950' from the tower
and is owned by Wynonah Wesson Thomas. It is estimated that 13
residences are located within % mile of the tower of which 2 residences
are owned by members of the Thomas family. The nearest point of
Quaker Road to the tower is approximately 1450 feet.

The Planning Commission heard this case at their April 11" public
meeting. After the staff report and the presentation by NTELOS, the
Chairman opened the meeting for citizen comment. Mrs. Linda Hensley of
12612 Quaker Road and Mr. Arthur Green, Jr. of 12112 Quaker Road
spoke in opposition to the request. The Chairman closed the public
hearing portion of this case after receiving their testimony. After discussion
by the Planning Commissioners, the Planning Commission voted 6-0 (Mr.
Moody absent) to recommend approval of the conditional use permit
subject to the following conditions:

1. The tower proposed by American Tower shall not exceed two hundred fifty
(250) feet in height;

2. Lighting will be accomplished as noted on the plans (dual-flashing system
with red at night and white during the day utilizing fresnel lenses as noted);

3. The applicant, American Tower, shail allow at least two (2) other wireless
telecommunications providers to locate on the tower and site, and shall
provide the County, upon request, verifiable evidence of having made a good
faith effort to allow such location;

4. American Tower shall construct the tower as shown in the plans prepared by
Matrix Engineering, entitled Gravelly Run, 12300 Quaker Road, Dinwiddie,
Virginia, VA-F814-4 which was submitted by the applicant with the
application;

5. Language shall be added to the application stating that the County shall have

- co-location rights on the tower at no cost to the County; and

6. The conditional use permit must be reviewed at least every two (2) years for
compliance with stated conditions.

Since this is a zoning matter, the standard statement regarding your motion must
be read. In order to assist you in this matter, the statement is attached and reads
as follows: in order to assure compliance with the Virginia Code Section
15.2286 (A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for which this Resolution is

initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity, convemence general
welfare and good zoning practice.

Mr. Moody asked if the Board members had any questions for Mr. Scheid.

Mr. Bracey induired about the relationship to the nearest tower already on
Quaker Road.

Mr. Scheid replied that this existing tower can’t be extended any higher
due to the airspace requirement for the airport. Also he could not tell how far air-
wise this location is from the airport. The existing tower i is on the opposite side of
1-85 and the proposed location of this request.

Ms