MINUTES
KING WILLIAM COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
MEETING OF MARCH 23, 2015
A regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia,
was held on the 23rd day of March, 2015, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Conference
Room of the County Administration Building, with the following present:
Terry S. Stone, Chairman
Stephen K. Greenwood, Vice-Chairman
C. Thomas Redd III
Travis J. Moskalski
Otto O. Williams
Daniel M. Stuck, County Attorney and Interim County Administrator
RE:

CALL TO ORDER

The Chairman called the Board of Supervisors meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
and asked for a roll call vote.
C. T. Redd III
T. J. Moskalski
S. K. Greenwood
O. O. Williams
T. S. Stone
RE:

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

REVIEW OF MEETING AGENDA

There was general discussion of the meeting agenda items.
The Board recessed and moved to the Board Meeting Room of the County
Administration Building to continue the meeting.
The Chairman called the meeting back to order at 7:15 p.m.
RE:

ADOPTION OF MEETING AGENDA

T. J. Moskalski moved for the adoption of the agenda for this meeting as
presented by the Interim County Administrator with the following changes: Board of
Supervisors’ Comments was moved and now becomes item 13; a Closed Meeting was
added to the agenda and now becomes item 15; agenda items were renumbered
accordingly; motion was seconded by C. T. Redd III and approved by the following roll
call vote:
T. J. Moskalski
S. K. Greenwood
C. T. Redd III
O. O. Williams
T. S. Stone

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
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RE:

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – SPEAKERS: ONE OPPORTUNITY OF

3 MINUTES PER INDIVIDUAL OR 5 MINUTES PER GROUP ON NON-PUBLIC
HEARING MATTERS
Chair Stone opened the Public Comment Period.
1.

LaVerne Abrams, of the 2nd district, is concerned with a possible

dangerous area on Route 30 near River Road that the ditch drops off very sharply and
could possibly cause a tragic accident.
Chair Stone noted a VDOT representative is present to speak tonight and can
address this concern with Ms. Abrams.
2.

Christina Carrington, of the 5th district, spoke about the large amount of

litter on Nelsons Bridge Road, where she lives. In her opinion, this is a safety hazard
and an eyesore for the county. She suggested the use of inmates from the local jails
to pick up roadside litter.
Chair Stone noted the county had a part time litter control position but was cut
from the budget during the recession. She said the county is always interested in
volunteers to adopt a highway.
Ms. Carrington feels that bringing that position back might help make King
William more attractive.
3.

Bob Ehrhart, of the 5th District, opposes a tax increase on the citizens of

King William County.
There being no other persons to appear before the Board Chair Stone closed
the Public Comment Period.
RE:

CONSENT AGENDA

C. T. Redd III moved for approval of the following items on the Consent
Agenda, motion was seconded by T. J. Moskalski and approved by the following roll
call vote:
S. K. Greenwood
O. O. Williams
C. T. Redd III
T. J. Moskalski
T. S. Stone
a.

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

Minutes:
i.

Work Session of February 9, 2015
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ii.

Joint Budget Meeting with the King William County School Board

of February 10, 2015
iii.
b.

Regular Meeting of February 23, 2015

Claims against the County for the month of March, 2015, in the amount

of $833,822.26 as follows:
(1)

General Fund Warrants #80629-80675 in the amount of

$66,934.32, and General Fund Warrants #80676-80723 in the amount of $93,182,82;
ACH Direct Payments #6118-6182 in the amount of $54,529.88, and ACH Direct
Payments #6183-6226 in the amount of $142,718.51; Direct Deposits #20476-20579
in the amount of $183,823.00; and Electronic Tax Payment in the amount of
$115,106.25.
(2)

For informational purposes, Social Services expenditures for the

month of March, 2015, Warrants #310463-310472 in the amount of $4,901.00, and
Warrants #310473-310490 in the amount of $13,669.92 ACH Direct Payments #14171442 in the amount of $16,708.60; Direct Deposits #3448-3463 in the amount of
$29,169.91; and Electronic Tax Payment in the amount of $17,743.97.
(3)

For informational purposes, Comprehensive Services Act Fund

expenditures for the month of March, 2015, Warrants #80724-80736 in the amount of
$81,488.64; and ACH Direct Payments #6227-6234 in the amount of $12,323.02.
(4)

Tax refunds for the month of March, 2015 in the amount of

$1,552.42.
RE:

PRESENTATIONS TO THE BOARD

a.

Introduction of New County Administrator – Chair Stone introduced Dr.

K. Charles Griffin as the new County Administrator. She noted he has 25 years of
experience in local government and gave additional details of his background. She
stated he will begin his position with the County on April 1st.
b.

VDOT Update – Joyce McGowan, Representative from the Saluda

Residency – Ms. McGowan gave an update of the recent VDOT activities in the
County. She noted the six year secondary road plan workshop public hearing will be
held in April or May for the construction budget for King William County. She said she
will coordinate the preliminary priorities with county staff for consideration.
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Paving and Resurfacing: Route 629 between Route 30 and King and Queen
County line is scheduled to be resurfaced this year; Route 629 to Route 618 is
scheduled to be paved. Route 30 on Bagby Street in the Town of West Point is also
scheduled for paving. She noted the Route 360 project is ongoing and is on schedule,
phase one of the railings have been removed so substructure repairs can be
performed on the bridge. Potholes have been repaired in the travel lane in this area
again and are continuing to be monitored. She stated the speed limit in this work zone
has been reduced to 50 mph as of today.
Maintenance Operations: Patching potholes from the winter weather breakup
continues. The dirt roads throughout the county will be rehabilitated as they took a
beating from the freezing and thawing this winter. Drainage issues in the Town of
West Point are also being addressed.
Ms. McGowan noted a six year improvement program meeting will be held at
the Germanna Community College on April 30th. She said the purpose of this meeting
is to give localities the opportunity to meet the Secretary of Transportation,
transportation officials, and to promote projects. She gave an update on legislation
related to transportation that was recently passed in the general assembly.

She

announced the recent retirement of Sean Trapani and noted she will be the point of
contact until a replacement is hired.
Mr. Williams noted the numerous pot holes in the northern end of the county.
Mr. Redd thanked Ms. McGowan for the recent work done on Route 30.
Mr. Greenwood asked for an update on where the project on Route 607
Millwood Road stands on the six year plan.
Ms. McGowan stated this project has not been on the six year plan nor have
there been any discussions of adding it to the plan. She noted if the dam were to be
replaced this would have to been done by others.
Chair Stone asked for this project to be added to the topics of discussion during
the six year plan meeting. She also brought up the inconsistency in the snow and ice
response in King William. She noted the noticeable difference in the road conditions
when entering/exiting the county to neighboring localities.
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Ms. McGowan said these noted items have been taken into consideration and
changes have been put in place.
Chair Stone stated that in addition to contacting VDOT with concerns of road
conditions in the county citizens may also reach out to Joe Topham, county staff
member, with concerns.
c.

Presentation of Interim County Administrator’s FY 2016 Recommended

Budget –
Mr. Redd stated this year some changes have been made to the process of
presenting the proposed budget.

He has concerns with presenting the proposed

budget to the public without the Board having the opportunity to review and make
changes beforehand.
Chair Stone said Mr. Redd makes a good point and added that the following
presentation is the County Administrator’s recommended budget. She stated this is a
starting point for the process based on information the Administrator has available to
him. She explained the new process allows for citizens to speak during the public
hearing, prior to the more extensive budget meetings that will be held by the Board of
Supervisors throughout the coming month, and prior to consideration of adoption.
Mr. Redd stressed to the audience and any staff with the press present that the
information about to be presented is not going to be the new tax rate, or the new
budget.
Mr. Greenwood added that this is the worst case scenario. He said he is going
to try for as many cuts to the budget as he can. He added that the Board has not had
any input on the information that is about to be presented.
Chair Stone said that based on timing and making sure state code requirements
are met with regards to advertisement of public hearings a tax rate must be advertised.
She said the Board can approve any tax rate at the level advertised or below; the
Board cannot approve a tax rate above the advertised rate.
Mr. Stuck began by saying he is presenting the proposed budget in a regular
meeting in an effort to provide county citizens with a better understanding of the
budget recommendations. He emphasized that this budget is a staff recommendation

5

only. The Board has not yet deliberated or made any decisions, they are receiving the
information for the first time tonight, and much work remains to be done.
He started the presentation with the bottom line.

The proposed budget

recommends a real estate tax rate of 98 cents per one hundred dollars of assessed
value, an increase of 16 cents. This rate represents a countywide rate of 47 cents for
general government purposes and an additional 51 cent rate in the special taxing
district for schools.
He continued with a summary of factors influencing budget development
including equalization of the real estate tax due to change in assessed value in
CY2015 (real estate rate only); constitutional office funding; school division revenue;
comparison of revenue sources; general fund expenditures by function; FY2015 to
FY2016 cost increases with no resources; break out of rate increase; and impact of tax
rate increase on selected properties.
He said the revenue recommendations in this budget will result in a total
general fund revenue increase of 2%. He explained the increase in local revenues is a
result of incorporating the recommended equalization of real estate taxes, the
recommended additional increase of four cents in the real estate tax rate, and
development and utility fee increases offset by a reduction in the number of new
connections. He said state revenues will be flat.
Continuing, he said the total proposed increase from FY 2015 to FY 2016 in the
general fund expenditures is 2.6%; the largest single expenditure in the general fund
being education. He said education, public safety, and debt total approximately 70%
of the general fund budget. He explained in more detail the reasons for the increase in
the general fund expenditures. He stressed that twelve cents of the tax rate change is
not a tax increase; five cents is the general fund and seven cents is the school fund.
This is an equalization of the rate required to bring in the same amount of real estate
tax revenue as was produced in FY 2015 by the current rate, the true rate increase
proposed is four cents.
He said some of the difficult recommendations in this budget include no
increase in funding to the School Division; no increase in spending for fire and rescue
operations in the county; no new staff positions; requiring employees to contribute
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more to the cost of health insurance; and no cost-of-living wage increases to
employees. However, funds are included to partially correct certain inequities in the
county pay plan.
He said he has been asked what the effect of this rate increase will be on
homeowners; the answer is that it will be different for each one. He said if one lives in
the Town of West Point, there will be no impact from the increase in the school taxing
district. If a homeowner’s property declined in assessed value by the precise average
in the county as a whole then the impact would be an additional $40 per year for each
$100,000 of value of the real estate owned by that individual. Each homeowner will
have to figure the tax impact on their particular property; commercial property will be
impacted differently as well.
In closing, Mr. Stuck reminded everyone that a work session is scheduled for
7:00 p.m. on April 6th for staff to go into greater detail and answer questions from the
Board. The public hearing for the proposed budget is scheduled for 7:00 p.m. on April
13th.

Following the public hearing the Board will hold several work sessions with

adoption of the budget and tax rate set for the regular board meeting on April 27th.
Chair Stone asked if Board members should compile questions and submit to
staff prior to the April 6th meeting. Mr. Stuck stated Board members can submit their
questions to him prior to the referenced meeting.
Mr. Redd asked for clarification if the presentation presented tonight will be
posted on the county website. Mr. Stuck confirmed.
RE:

OLD BUSINESS

No old business was brought before the Board
RE:

NEW BUSINESS

a.

Public Hearing Proposed Ordinance 15-02 – An Ordinance to Amend

Chapter 86 – Zoning of the King William County Code to amend Sections 86-5
“Definitions” and 86-171 “Permitted use table established” of Chapter 86 “Zoning” of
the Code of the County of King William to include Pet Crematory.
i.

Staff Presentation – Director of Community Development, Bret

Schardein, gave details of Zoning Text Amendment TXT-01-15, proposed amendment
to the Zoning Ordinance, Pet Crematory. The details presented covered the history,
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development, and elements of the draft ordinance. The ordinance revision as drafted
permits the use in the B-1 Local Business, B-2 General Business and M Industrial
zoning districts by-right and in the A-C Agricultural Conservation and R-R Rural
Residential districts by conditional use permit, to allow the use to be considered on a
case-by-case basis and specific conditions placed on the use. Staff recommends
approval of the ordinance as drafted.

The Planning Commission, at their March

meeting, recommended approval of the proposed ordinance.
ii.

Public Comments (3 minutes per individual; 5 minutes if

representing an organization or group) – Chair Stone declared the public hearing open
to receive comments on proposed Ordinance 15-02.
1.

Don Wagner, of the Mangohick District, noted the county zoning

ordinance is intended to protect residents from uses of adjacent properties that may be
harmful to their health and wealth. He believes the proposed text amendment that
would allow a pet crematory in a rural residential neighborhood as a conditional use
would be in violation of the intent of our zoning ordinance. He recommends that this
text amendment be confined to allow pet crematories only in commercial or industrial
zoned parcels.

He gave some suggested changes to the language in the text

amendment presented tonight.
2.

Bob Ehrhart, of the 5th District, echoed the comments made by Mr.

Wagner regarding the zoning text amendment. He agrees this type of use should be
confined to the business area. In his opinion, the text amendment presented is not
restrictive enough.
3.

Michelle Nelson, of the 4th District, supports the applicant that is

interested in building and operating a pet crematory in King William. She noted the
qualifications and experience of the applicant in this field of work. She said this type of
business requires a significant personal monetary investment and feels it is unlikely
there would be the numerous applications filed to build pet crematories as suggested.
In her opinion, this type of business is a way to bring revenues to the County. She
applauded the County for the research they performed to understand this type of
business.
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There being no other persons to appear for or against this matter Chair
Stone closed the public comment period.
iii.

Consideration – Proposed Ordinance 15-02 – Chair Stone called

for any discussion.
Mr. Greenwood asked for clarification of how many areas were found
that allows this type of business and where they are located. He also asked for parcel
sizes of the locations.
Mr. Schardein stated research found four pet crematories that were in
residentially zoned areas in conjunction with a residence.

He believes they were

located in Staunton, Virginia Beach, and a couple in the southwestern part of Virginia.
The information on the parcel sizes for the locations was not readily available.
Mr. Redd said he has issues with the parcel size allowed for this type of
business located in a residential area.
There was a discussion among Board members, Mr. Schardein and the
County Attorney on the lot size and setback requirements that should be included in
the ordinance.
Mr. Moskalski suggested the Board consider adopting the proposed
ordinance as presented to allow the current applicant to get on with his business.
The discussion continued and included the process and timing of
adopting an amended ordinance and the effect on the current application and future
applications.
Upon the completion of the discussions T. S. Stone moved to table
proposed Ordinance 15-02 until next month in order to give staff additional time to
gather more details for Board consideration; C. T. Redd III seconded the motion.
There being no other discussions proposed Ordinance 15-02 was tabled
by the following roll call vote:
O. O. Williams
C. T. Redd III
T. J. Moskalski
S. K. Greenwood
T. S. Stone
RE:

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS – DANIEL M. STUCK, INTERIM

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
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a.

Safer Grant Funds – Mr. Stuck explained that a Staffing for Adequate

Fire and Emergency Response (SAFER) grant was awarded to the County in 2012.
The goal of the grant is to support and enhance the County’s efforts to recruit and
retain volunteer fire and rescue personnel. He said the County has been spending the
funds for certain volunteer fire and rescue services such as recruitment, training,
personal protective gear, physicals, etc. He noted staff has researched and has found
no formal action taken by this Board for specific designation of these funds. The
chiefs of the departments have expressed desires to not use the funds for some of the
proposed activities. He said the grant needs to be spent down relatively quickly. He
added that the idea of hiring a recruitment and retention coordinator never got off the
ground. He explained this request is to submit a revision to the grant document to
change where the funds are designated so they can be allocated as desired by the
volunteers.
Consensus of the Board was for Staff to move forward with the requested
document changes to the SAFER grant.
b.

Second Draft of the Fire and EMS Study – Mr. Stuck reminded the Board

the need to reply to the consultant with regards to the second draft of the Fire and
EMS study.
Consensus of the Board was to have this topic added to the next work session.
RE:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COMMENTS

Chair Stone opened the Board of Supervisors comment period.
All Board members thanked citizens for attending and participating in the
monthly meetings.
Mr. Moskalski stated he is pleased with the way the revised budget process is
going. He feels this gives the Board an opportunity to get a complete picture, to have
discussions leading into more serious deliberations, and to get feedback from citizens.
Mr. Greenwood agreed with a previous comment made that homeowners are
getting the brunt of tax increases. He hopes the Board can do something to bring the
rate down. He suggested that in the future he would like to explore eliminating the
BPOL tax, in his opinion this will help bring businesses into the County.
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Mr. Redd reiterated what he said earlier and hopes no one leaves here tonight
thinking that the proposed tax rate presented tonight will be the rate or the budget that
will be adopted.
Mr. Williams stated the Board is going into a tight budget session and they will
work on it to the best of their ability.
Ms. Stone stated she is more familiar with the new budget process. She feels
this process gives the citizens an opportunity to see the process from the beginning as
opposed to seeing it for the first time on the backend.
RE:

CLOSED MEETING

Motion was made by C. T. Redd III, seconded by T. J. Moskalski, that the Board
enter Closed Meeting pursuant to § 2.2-3711(A)(1) of the Code of Virginia, to consider
personnel matters involving the resignation and the employment of specific public
employees. The members were polled:
C. T. Redd III
T. J. Moskalski
S. K. Greenwood
O. O. Williams
T. S. Stone

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

Having completed the Closed Meeting, Chair Stone called the meeting back to
order in open session.
The Chairman called for a motion to approve Standing Resolution - 1 (SR-1).
In accordance with Section 2.2-3717(D) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as
amended, C. T. Redd III moved that the King William County Board of Supervisors
adopt the following SR-1 resolution certifying that the closed meeting was conducted
in conformity with the requirements of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; motion
was seconded by T. J. Moskalski.
Chair Stone announced the motion was properly moved and properly
seconded; she called for any discussion. There being no discussion among Board
members the SR-1 was adopted. The members were polled:
T. J. Moskalski
S. K. Greenwood
O. O. Williams
C. T. Redd III
T. S. Stone

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
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STANDING RESOLUTION – 1 (SR-1):
A RESOLUTION TO CERTIFY COMPLIANCE WITH THE FREEDOM OF
INFORMATION ACT REGARDING MEETING IN CLOSED MEETING
WHEREAS, the King William County Board of Supervisors has convened a
closed meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote, and in
accordance with the provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and,
WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by
the King William County Board of Supervisors that such closed meeting was
conducted in conformity with Virginia law,
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the King William County Board of
Supervisors on this 23rd day of March, 2015, hereby certifies that, to the best of each
member’s knowledge:
1.

Only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting
requirements under the Freedom of Information Act were heard,
discussed, or considered in the closed meeting to which this certification
resolution applies, by the King William County Board of Supervisors.

2.

Only such public business matters as were identified in the motion
convening the closed meeting were heard, discussed, or considered by
the King William County Board of Supervisors.

RE:

APPOINTMENTS

No appointments were made
RE:

ADJOURNMENT

C. T. Redd III moved for the adjournment of the meeting, motion was seconded
by T. J. Moskalski, and by a unanimous vote the meeting was adjourned at 9:15 p.m.
COPY TESTE:
_______________________
Terry S. Stone, Chair
Board of Supervisors

__________________________
Bobbi L. Langston
Deputy Clerk to the Board
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