
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULAR MEETING OF MARCH 28, 2022 - 7:00 PM 

KING WILLIAM COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 
KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA

A M E N D E D  A G E N D A  (2)
1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call

3. Moment of Silence

4. Pledge of Allegiance

5. Review and Adoption of Meeting Agenda

6. Public Comment Period One Opportunity of Three Minutes per Individual or Five Minutes per Group
on Non-Public Hearing Matters

7. Consent Agenda

a. Approval of Minutes:

i. February 14, 2022 Joint Work Session w/Planning Commission & EDA Draft Minutes

ii. February 22, 2022 Budget Work Session Draft Minutes

iii. February 28, 2022 Regular Meeting Draft Minutes

iv. March 2, 2022 Budget Work Session Draft Minutes

v. March 8, 2022 Joint Budget Work Session w/KWCPS Draft Minutes

b. Approval of Expenditures - February 2022

c. Resolution 22-17 - Approving the County Acceptable Use Policy (Moved to New Business)

d. Resolution 22-18 - Proclamation Celebrating the 320th Anniversary of King William County

e. Resolution 22-20 - Recognition and Appreciation of Emergency Management Professionals
During Emergency Management Professionals Week
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8. Presentations

a. Proclamation Presentation to the King William County Historical Society

b. Resolution Presentation to King William Emergency Management Professionals

9. Public Hearing One Opportunity of Three Minutes per Individual or Five Minutes per Group

a. Ordinance 02-22 - Approving the Proposed Redistricting Maps - Amending Ordinance 12-05 
to Adjust the Boundary Lines of the Second, Third, Fourth, and Fifth Election Districts and 
Updating King William County Code Article II School Board, Division 2 Elections, §54-52 -
Election Districts Enumerated, and §54-55 - Enumeration of Polling Places

b. Resolution 22-19 - Authorizing the Issuance of a General Obligation School Bond - James 
Sanderson, Davenport & Co. (Additional Attachment)

10. New Business

a. Resolution 22-24 - KWCPS Vehicle Purchases Using Split-Levy Funds - Staci M. Longest, 
Director of Finance - King William County Public Schools

b. Resolution 22-21 - Declaring April 2022 as Child Abuse Prevention Awareness Month and 
Wear Blue Day (April 1st) - Letecia Loadholt, Director of Social Services

c. Resolution 22-17 - Approving the County Acceptable Use Policy - Travis Wolfe, Systems 
Engineer (Updated)

d. Ordinance 03-22 - Dangerous Dog Legislation Update - Andrew McRoberts, County Attorney 
(Additional Attachments)

e. Resolution 22-22 - Budget Amendment - Appropriating Additional Funding from Unassigned 
Funds to the Office of the Treasurer for Additional Temporary Employee Wages - Natasha 
Joranlien, Director of Financial Services

f. Resolution 22-23 - Budget Amendment - Appropriating Additional Funding from Unassigned 
Funds to the Office of the Treasurer for TACS - Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services

11. FY '23 Budget Discussion

a. Delinquent Tax Collection Update - Mary Sue Bancroft, Treasurer

b. Personal Property Reduction Options - Steve Hudgins, Deputy County Administrator

c. Consideration of Further Reducing Real Property Tax Rate for King William County Public 
Schools - Percy C. Ashcraft, County Administrator

12. Administrative Matters from County Administrator

a. Administration Report - Percy C. Ashcraft, County Administrator (Updated)

b. Board Information

i. Animal Activities Report - February 2022
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ii. Building Department Report - February 2022

iii. Fire & EMS Department Report - March 28, 2022

iv. Planning & Zoning Reports - February 2022

v. Sheriff's Office Activity Report - February 2022

vi. Utilities Department Report- February 2022

vii. Planning Commission Annual Report

viii. Synopsis from Middle Peninsula Planning District Commission (MPPDC) Meeting -
February 2022

ix. VDOT Transportation Briefing - March 2022

13. Board of Supervisors' Comments

14. Closed Meeting

a. Motion to Convene Closed Meeting in accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(29) of the Code of
Virginia to discuss the terms or scope of a public contract, because discussion in open session
would adversely affect the bargaining position or negotiating strategy of the Board.

b. Motion to Reconvene in Open Session

c. Certification of Closed Meeting

d. Action on Closed Meeting (if necessary)

15. Appointments

16. Adjourn or Recess

NOTES REGARDING AGENDA:

This agenda is tentative only and subject to change by the Board of Supervisors.

During Public Comment and any Public Hearing periods, speakers shall be provided one opportunity of three minutes per individual or five minutes 
per group. Speakers shall provide their name, district of residence, and if applicable, the group they are representing. The Board of Supervisors may 

modify and/or set other rules governing the conduct of Public Hearings.
Detailed instructions for viewing live-streams of meetings, signing up to speak via Zoom (registration required by noon on the day of the 

meeting), and general guidelines for Public Comment & Public Hearings are available from the King William County website.
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DRAFT MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JOINT WORK SESSION MEETING WITH THE PLANNING COMMISSION AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF FEBRUARY 14, 2022 

 
A joint work session meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, with the 
Planning Commission and Economic Development Authority was held on the 14th day of February 
2022, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the County Administration Building and 
via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Moren called the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The members of the Board of Supervisors were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
The members of the Economic Development Authority were polled: 
 
Eugene L. Campbell, Jr. – Secretary/Treasurer Present 
Travis W. Longest Absent 
Jay Brown Arrived Late 
W. Brian Hodges Absent 
Kenneth A. Holderied Arrived Late 
Charles F. Piersa – Vice Chair Present 
C. Meade Rhoads, Jr. – Chairman Present 
 
The members of the Planning Commission were polled: 
 
Mathew W. Sluder, 4th District – Vice Chair Aye 
Bonnie J. Hite, 2nd District Aye 
Donald M. Wagner, 5th District Aye 
Stephen K. Greenwood, Board of Supervisors Aye 
John B. Breeden, 3rd District – Chairman Aye 
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Agenda Item 3.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF AMENDED MEETING AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for the adoption of the amended agenda for this meeting as presented; 
Vice Chair Hodges seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were 
polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 4. JOINT WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
4.a. King William High School Career Technical Education (CTE) Program – Ryllee Lankford, 
CTE Specialist and Andrew Perego, Assistant Principal 
 
Ms. Lankford described the programs available to Middle and High School students in King William 
County. Multiple programs are offered through the High School, Bridging Communities Career & 
Technical Center/Governor’s STEM Academy, and local business partners. An Emergency Medical 
Technician program is proposed for the 22-23 school year. There are currently 1,482 students 
enrolled in one or more CTE programs. Mr. Perego said a Comprehensive Local Needs Assessment 
will be completed to examine labor needs in the local community and needs in the school division. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked how many programs are at the High School and how many have to leave 
the school. Ms. Lankford said only the Tech Ctr./Governor’s Academy, welding, and cosmetology 
students leave the school. She said the program is looking for more local business partners to offer 
programs. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if local businesses request what they want. Ms. Lankford said they have a 
co-op program and work with businesses where students are already employed. Sometimes they’ll 
get requests from businesses asking for students interested in an internship or summer job. 
 
Supervisor Garber said someone from Nestle Purina asked what the Public Schools were doing 
regarding technical training. Ms. Lankford said they perform assessments to see if new programs 
and opportunities have a proven growth rate large enough for the CTE Program to invest money in. 
 
EDA member Brown asked how they are interfacing with the Workforce Development Board. Ms. 
Lankford said this is the first year they’ve completed the assessment and they have an individual 
who comes in, Ms. Gray. Mr. Perego said they are still working to learn what’s out there. He said 
there used to be a push for college now it’s a push for developing the workforce. They are just getting 
started working with the WDB. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked what grades participate in the program. Ms. Lankford said the official start 
is in 5th grade. In King William County, the program starts in 6th grade.  
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Supervisor Moskalski said they had a small engine student with them last summer through the 
Bridging Center who they since hired. He’s been working with them for over a year now.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if there were incentives for businesses and if background checks were 
performed. Ms. Lankford said she personally speaks with all interested businesses and vets them. 
She said students who intern for the businesses go through the same hiring process as any other 
employee. Mr. Perego said there is a lengthy process they go through to create school-business-
work-based learning programs. 
 
EDA Chairman Rhoads asked if some CTE programs were more utilized than others. Ms. Lankford 
said the agriculture program is big in King William County. The sports medicine program is growing. 
The CTE program utilization has been correlating with the areas of career growth in the state.  
 
Planning Commission member Sluder asked if employers send people to the school to work with 
the students. Ms. Lankford said yes. It is their goal to expand those opportunities but it has been 
limited by COVID restrictions. She said some kids know what they want to do but she’d still like 
them to be exposed to a variety of options. She said they need the community’s help to do this. 
 
EDA member Campbell asked if they hold job fairs. Ms. Lankford said yes, but they’ve not been able 
to do them live due to COVID restrictions. They also have a job-shadowing program. 
 
Planning Commission Chairman Breeden asked if there has been any growth in computer-related 
fields. Ms. Lankford said they are seeing more interest in the medical fields right now. There is about 
a 10% need for in-house computer learning. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said a recent MPPDC survey showed kids were leaving the area to pursue 
healthcare jobs and those over age 65 were also leaving the area because there is shortage of health 
care providers in the district. 
 
Chairman Moren asked Ms. Lankford to describe the funding used to support this program. Ms. 
Lankford said they are primarily funded through Perkins and other state and federal grants based 
on needs. These funds cover equipment, organizations, and teacher professional development.  
 
Chairman Moren asked the Planning Commission and Economic Development Authority to each 
assign a member to act as a liaison to the CTE program. 
 
4.b. Comprehensive Plan Update & Land Use Maps – Evie Slone, Hill Studio 
 
Ms. Slone went over the project timeline and said we are currently in the Draft Comprehensive Plan 
phase. She said the Comprehensive Plan is a guide for how the County invests public money, 
manages land use in the future, and uses the CIP for public facilities. She said the most in-depth 
portion of the Plan is the “King William County Today and Tomorrow” section. The Vision & Goals 
section contains the Vision - based on citizen and staff input and feedback, and the Goals are how 
the Vision will be implemented.  
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Public input is still being sought. Citizens can share their feedback by completing the Citizen Survey 
(link on the County website), emailing Sherry Graham, Director of Planning, at 
sgraham@kingwilliamcounty.us, and attending/speaking at the Public Hearing scheduled for March 
10th at 7pm in the County Administration Building Board Room. Copies of the Draft Plan are 
available from the public library and Planning Department and can be downloaded from the County 
website. 
 
There is advice on Rural Corridor Preservation along Route 360 which includes setbacks and 
coordinated entrances to businesses. A roundabout is recommended at the intersection of Routes 
360 and 30 and focused growth in the Central Garage area. A Courthouse Village is recommended 
which could possibly include a higher-education partner and farmer’s market. The possibility of a 
public/private venture to redevelop Commerce Park was given as an example. 
 
For all potential ventures, Ms. Slone said developing relationships with implementation partners 
was essential to make these things a reality.  
 
Ms. Slone said Future Land Use is key to implementation of the Comprehensive Plan. The Plan 
defines four Character Districts. The northern-most part of the County, “King’s Forest”, is marked 
by hilly, forested, and rural areas. “Crossing” is the area encompassing Central Garage and the Route 
360/30 intersection. This area focuses on businesses and residential growth. The “Legacy” area 
continues to the southeast and contains grand farms and farmhouses and the Historic Courthouse 
area. The final Character District is the Town of West Point. 
 
Ms. Slone stressed that the Comprehensive Plan is a guide, not a mandate, to manage future growth 
in the County. 
 
EDA member Campbell asked what defined rural residential growth and where it would be located. 
Ms. Slone said these are smaller subdivisions which are low density and would be located where 
utilities are available. Mr. Campbell said he couldn’t envision hotels being part of the Central Garage 
area. Ms. Slone said she thinks it’s a great opportunity because there is no lodging in this area. She 
said it would be a smaller boutique hotel and probably not a large chain. Hill Studio’s economist 
recommends investigating that further as there is a certain type of hotel that will fit the County.  
 
EDA member Campbell asked if they had a vision of what the Prestley Park building could be used 
for as it is a landmark and the first thing you see as you enter King William County on Route 360 
heading east. Ms. Slone said this is one of the most exceptional and striking entrances she’s seen to 
a locality. She said it could possibly be a restaurant or brewery. It depends on the issues the building 
has. She suggested speaking with the owners or potential future owners about the importance and 
historical significance of Prestley Park. She also suggested an architectural study to provide options 
for use which then could be used to solicit a developer. Supervisor Garber said it was renovated and 
wasn’t structurally suitable for a brewery. He suggested maybe a farmer’s market.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the ideas for Parks & Rec would require acquiring additional property. 
Ms. Slone said yes, depending on the County’s concept for how it might be expanded. Mr. Garber 
said the Recreation Commission has talked about the possibility of a satellite park in the Courthouse 
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area, perhaps with an amphitheater. Chairman Moren said the Recreation Commission should send 
these recommendations and ideas to Ms. Graham. 
 
EDA member Brown asked what rural commercial is. Ms. Slone said this is the corner grocery store, 
Exxon on Rte. 30, Mom & Pop businesses, etc. She said the Planning Commission is interested in 
hearing from the EDA on ways to preserve the agricultural history of the County. She said 
subdivisions do not pay the bills and support services are needed in addition to subdivisions.  
 
EDA Chairman Rhoads said density is important and asked about the demand for commerce-type 
of businesses. Ms. Sloan said their partner, Arnett Muldrow, looked at retail, not industrial. She 
suggested the consultant hired by the EDA, RKG Associates, look at those types of businesses such 
as small warehousing and manufacturing.  
 
EDA Chairman Rhoads asked about retail leakage and said RKG has a different view than that 
expressed in the draft Plan. EDA member Brown said RKG is saying to focus on the Mangohick area 
due to its proximity to I-95 with things such as warehousing, manufacturing, light industry, and 
healthcare. As far as where things should go, RKG is saying Mangohick whereas the Comp Plan is 
showing the 360 corridor. Mr. Rhoads said RKG was showing retail leakage of $170 million and, if 
we anticipate a 20% recapture, the only business to focus on is restaurants and keeping residential 
areas very dense.  
 
Planning Commission member Sluder said there is also a significant leakage of commuters and 
workers. He said a joint venture with the schools is important to develop the workforce in order to 
get industries in the County to hire people from within the County first to keep them here.  
 
EDA Chairman Rhoads said RKG recommends targeting businesses with less than 50 employees, 
possibly a meat processing plant. The EDA is hoping to get some specific actionable objectives for 
development.  
 
Planning Commission Chairman Breeden said the future land use maps need to reflect the EDA’s 
findings as well. Chairman Moren suggested a joint meeting between the EDA and Planning 
Commission, possibly at the EDA’s March 9th meeting. 
 
Chairman Moren asked the cutoff date for comments for the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Slone said by 
the end of March. She said the land use maps continue to be tweaked. Chairman Moren said the EDA 
and Planning Commission need to be on the same page. Mr. Brown said RKG took Hill’s numbers 
and went further into economic development. 
 
EDA member Holderied said he likes the proposed landscaping and walking trail ideas along Route 
360 and asked how other counties pay for this. Ms. Slone said there is some funding available 
through DHCD categorized for revitalization plans. She said Aylett might be eligible for this. David 
Hill said there are also programs available through VDOT. 
 
EDA Chairman Rhoads asked how dense development needs to be to support walking trails, etc. Ms. 
Slone said there is a median density residential table and 6-12 dwelling units per acre would be the 
maximum for King William County. She said other amenities need to be there too, not just 
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residences. Mr. Hill said the sidewalk metric is ½ mile radius from residential areas. He said they 
are not interested in developing sidewalks no one will use. You must look more at the specific 
development and develop a walking plan to suit the district. Mr. Rhoads asked if there is an 
opportunity on Sharon Road by the schools. Mr. Hill said yes. Ms. Slone said sidewalk use is changing 
dramatically. The focus is changing from recreational and scenic walks to being able to walk to 
amenities like shopping and restaurants rather than driving. Planning Commission member Wagner 
said the Plan addresses residential, mixed-use areas which can make a community a destination. 
Chairman Moren suggested this could be addressed more in-depth at the joint EDA/PC meeting. 
 
The Planning Commission and Economic Development Authority Boards adjourned at this time. 
 
Agenda Item 5. WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
5.a. Borrowing Prospects for School Capital Projects – James Sanderson, Davenport & 
Company 
 
Mr. Sanderson presented scenarios for borrowing to address critical capital projects identified by 
King William County Public Schools over the following several years. The scenarios presented 
demonstrated the fiscal impact of the financing of certain types of projects by the County and ways 
to strategically add debt. 
 
For the Hamilton-Holmes Middle School Project, Mr. Sanderson said the Schools are looking at 
available grant funding. 
 
Mr. Sanderson said the short-term interest rates may be going up soon. Chairman Moren asked if 
inflation factors into it. Mr. Sanderson said yes, as does the current situation in the Ukraine. 
 
The figures presented assumed funding projects over time through VPSA (Virginia Public School 
Authority) borrowings. Chairman Moren asked if there were alternative funding sources. Mr. 
Sanderson said yes but VPSA will be the lowest interest rate you can get. He said we could go to 
others if the timing doesn’t work with VPSA but the interest rates could be a bit higher. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked if it might be wise to borrow more now at the lower interest rate. Mr. 
Sanderson said yes; however we can only borrow what we expect to spend within the next three 
years. The figures shown also assumed a 20-year borrowing term but it could be done for longer.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked Dr. White if the schools were asking to replace the track at the High School 
before. Dr. White said no, that was not included in the previous presentation, however the current 
track is crumbling. He said it is not an immediate need. The track may be unusable in five years. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked where the shared garage with the County is proposed to be located. Dr. 
White said behind the current courtyard possibly.  
 
Dr. White said they are looking at state contracts for the needed HVAC repairs which could provide 
lower pricing and allow them to do more repairs for the same amount as the previous ABM quote. 
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He said they are on a tight timeline to be able to get it done this summer while schools are closed. 
He said they prefer not to do it while school is in session but it could be done if necessary. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if the needed materials were available for the repairs. Dr. White said they 
are very hard to get and they may have to do the repairs themselves in order to get it done this 
summer. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the 20-year bond was within the life cycle of the new HVAC units. Dr. 
White said they have a 20-25-year life cycle. Vice Chair Hodges said he thought it was 15 years .Dr. 
White said it is, but they stretched it with internal maintenance efforts. Vice Chair Hodges said this 
could not be relied on. Mr. Sanderson said a tax analysis had to be done to determine what can be 
borrowed and for how long based on the equipment’s life cycle. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked how old the track is. Kathy Morrison, School Board President, said it was 
installed in 2003. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if the County has a credit rating. Mr. Sanderson said King William County 
does not have one; it is a debt profile rating. The rating looks at fund balance, debt to assessed value, 
and how quickly you repay debt. He said the County is in a good position with all of these factors.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked about the County’s own development and infrastructure needs. Mr. 
Sanderson said the utilities projects should pay for themselves however, we should be prepared for 
a situation where connection fees are not as high as they are now.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked about the other things discussed tonight with the Comprehensive Plan. 
Mr. Sanderson said the same analysis can be done for those needs. Mr. Hudgins said the school 
projects would be paid out of the school division’s budget and the County’s out of the County’s 
budget. He said both were looked at separately with Davenport. Mr. Sanderson said the $2 million 
decrease in debt would allow us to fund approximately $25 million in projects.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if a decision was needed tonight. Dr. White said the School Board has to 
vote at their meeting tomorrow. Mr. Sanderson said no action is required of the Board tonight other 
than allowing the School Board to submit the application to VPSA. There was no obligation to the 
County until after VPSA approval was given. A Public Hearing would then need to be held on March 
28th. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked what about the other projects not covered by the initial $5 million. Dr. 
White said they are hoping to be able to get more projects done with the $5 million by utilizing state 
contract pricing.  
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked if they could apply for more through VPSA initially and then decide 
on the exact amount once the application is approved. Mr. Sanderson said borrowing at the lower 
interest rate could save abut $20,000/year in interest. He said the School Board has to put a dollar 
amount in the application and the County can decide the amount on March 28th. 
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The general consensus of the Board was for the School Board to apply for $6 million and the County 
will make their final decision after the March 28th Public Hearing. 
 
5.b. Sheriff’s Department Annual Report – Jeff Walton, Sheriff 
 
Sheriff Walton presented the Department’s Annual Report. He gave an agency overview, went over 
the department’s goals and objectives, and outlined major work plan initiatives completed in 2021 
and planned for 2022. The agency received certification through the Virginia Law Enforcement 
Professional Standards Commission (VLEPCS). Three new deputies joined the force and two 
deputies graduated from the Rappahannock Criminal Justice Academy. He went over the 
department’s community involvement and recapped activity reports for the year. 
 
The biggest growth the department has seen is in Court Security and prisoner transport due to the 
increase in jury trials. Traffic summons decreased due to less deputies being on the streets. The 
video magistrate system was moved into the existing secure inmate holding area and all deputies 
have been outfitted with body worn cameras which activate whenever they are on a call and have 
public contact. Seven deputies were promoted to new assignments within the department.  
 
Chairman Moren noted the Compensation Board says the department needs two more positions. 
Sheriff Walton said he’s not sure if they’re funded positions. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if they’ve gotten any applicants since the video has gone out. Sheriff Walton 
said Sgt. Upshaw made a recruitment video as they’re having a hard time getting recruits and 
applicants. Chairman Moren asked if salary is a factor. Sheriff Walton said yes. Supervisor Garber 
asked if we are losing people to other localities. Sheriff Walton said yes; other localities have better 
career development opportunities. He also said law enforcement officers in general have gotten a 
bad rap and it’s difficult to get applicants.  
 
5.c. Fire & EMS Department Update – Stacy Reaves, Fire Chief 
 
This agenda item was cancelled due to time constraints.  
 
5.d. Acceptable Use Policy – Travis Wolfe, Systems Engineer 
 
This agenda item was cancelled due to time constraints.  
 
5.e. Resolution 22-10 – Recognizing and Honoring February 2022 as Black History Month – 
Percy Ashcraft, County Administrator 
 
Vice Chair Hodges made a motion to adopt Resolution 22-10 - Recognizing and Honoring February 
2022 as Black History Month; seconded by Supervisor Garber. The Chairman called for any 
discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye  
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood  Aye 
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Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 

RESOLUTION 22-10 

RECOGNIZING AND HONORING FEBRUARY 2022 AS BLACK HISTORY MONTH 

WHEREAS, in 1926, Black historian, author, journalist and founder of the Association for 

the Study of African American Life and History, Carter G. Woodson, launched “Negro History 

Week” with the purpose of bringing attention to the need for acknowledging and accurately 

representing Black history in schools; and 

WHEREAS, Woodson once remarked, “If a race has no history, it has no worthwhile 

tradition, it becomes a negligible factor in the thought of the world, and it stands in danger of 

being exterminated”; and 

WHEREAS, Black United Students and Black educators at Kent State University used the 

foundation laid by Woodson to found Black History Month on February 1, 1970, and six years later 

the month was officially recognized by the federal government during the nation’s bicentennial; 

and  

WHEREAS, the Association for the Study of African American Life and History (ASALH), the 

founders of Black History Month, announced that the 2022 theme of Black History Month is “Black 

Health and Wellness,” exploring the legacy of Black scholars and medical practitioners in Western 

medicine, and considering the activities, rituals and initiatives that Black communities have done 

to be well. 

WHEREAS, Black History Month is a time to recognize and honor the many people, events, 

and significant contributions of Black people to our community, nation, and world; and 

WHEREAS, over 3,000 Black people live, work, and play in King William County and make 

significant contributions to our economy, arts and culture, science, education, and more; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors does 

hereby recognize and honor February 2022 as Black History Month. 

DONE this 14th day of February, 2022. 

 
5.f. Appointment of Supervisor to the Planning Commission – Andrew McRoberts, County 
Attorney 
 
Mr. McRoberts provided information clarifying the statute regarding members of the Board of 
Supervisors serving on the Planning Commission. The statute says, “one member of the commission 
may be a member of the governing body of the locality …” It also says the term of this appointment 
“shall be coextensive with the term of office to which he has been elected …” 
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Supervisor Moskalski requested a Resolution be presented for Board consideration at the February 
28, 2022 Regular Meeting to supersede the January resolution appointing Supervisor Greenwood 
to the Planning Commission with a December 31, 2022 term expiration date. 
 
Agenda Item 6. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REQUESTS 
 
Supervisor Garber asked for updates on the Sweet Sue solar facility and information on the VMRC 
permitting process. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood had no requests. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski had no requests. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said he’d like to bring the Deputies currently in the Police Academy up to the full 
salary like firefighters. 
 
Chairman Moren had no requests 
 
Agenda Item 7. CLOSED MEETING 
 
This agenda item was cancelled due to time constraints.  
 
Agenda Item 8. ADJOURN OR RECESS 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Supervisor Garber. The 
Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
    
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Vice Chair  Christine H. Branch 
Board of Supervisors  Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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DRAFT MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

BUDGET WORK SESSION MEETING OF FEBRUARY 22, 2022 
 
A budget work session meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, was 
held on the 22nd day of February 2022, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the 
County Administration Building and via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Moren called the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 3.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF AMENDED MEETING AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for the adoption of the amended agenda for this meeting as presented; 
motion was seconded by Supervisor Garber. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members 
were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 4. BUDGET WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
County Administrator, Percy Ashcraft, introduced the meeting and explained the format of the 
meeting. The Director of Financial Services, Natasha Joranlien, will give an overview of each item. 
Representatives are present in person and via Zoom to answer any questions. The budgets 
presented are not recommendations from the County Administrator. 
 
4.a. Middle Peninsula Northern Neck Community Services Board Budget Presentation – Linda 
Hodges, Executive Director 
 
Ms. Hodges thanked the County for their Board representative, Mr. Matthew Kite. 
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Ms. Hodges said they are requesting an increase of $3.73 to $3.91 per person. Vice Chair Hodges 
asked what the total is. Ms. Hodges said it was $60,000 last year and is based on the census. It’s an 
approximately 5% increase which means this year’s request is roughly $69,637. Ms. Hodges said 
they probably would not meet the 10% match required by the state through their budget request 
but would have to go to in-kind donations to get to the required amount. She said there has been a 
30% increase in psychiatric services and 40% increase in mental health services. The increase to 
the minimum wage also affected the increase in the budget request. They also had to train all staff 
in critical incident response. Their involvement with the Marcus Bill so far has included planning 
meetings to develop protocols. She said it is a major undertaking.  
 
Ms. Hodges said the MPNN-CSB updated their mission statement, “Promoting Well-Being … One 
Individual, One Family, One Community at a Time.” 
 
There were no questions from the Board. 
 
4.b. Bay Aging & Bay Transit Budget Presentation – Tinsley Goad, CFO and Ken Pollock, 
Transit Director 
 
Mr. Goad said Bay Aging is asking for level funding for FY23 and Bay Transit is asking for a 3% 
increase for a total of $28,298 each from King William County, King & Queen County, and the Town 
of West Point. Bay Aging launched a new program to support caregivers with funds provided by the 
Bay Aging Foundation.  
 
Mr. Pollock said Bay Transit has been operating in King William County since October, 2001. They 
are experiencing driver shortages, wage increases, and fuel cost increases. Ride levels have returned 
to almost pre-COVID rates. During COVID, they had suspended fares but those will begin again in 
April. They provide free masks and hand sanitizer on the buses and have installed plexiglass 
barriers between the rows of seats. They undertook a marketing campaign to make the public aware 
of the safety measures they instituted. 
 
Mr. Pollock said there is a program called New Freedom Rides which will take citizens outside of 
their service area. This is funded by a federal grant.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked the fare rate. Mr. Pollock said it is $2 each way within the service area and 
the bus picks people up at their door. The fare for the bus which circulates within West Point only 
is $0.50 and has fixed stops. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the increase they are seeking includes West Point. Mr. Pollock said yes, 
they are requesting the increase from each locality. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said he has heard complaints that there are only 1 or 2 people on the bus all 
through the County. Mr. Pollock said that is a challenge they face with rural transportation. If 
someone needs a ride and there are no conflicting schedules, they will pick them up.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if they could use cheaper vehicles than a bus. Mr. Pollock said they are 
looking at smaller Ford Transit buses and have ordered some. They are waiting for them to arrive. 
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They’ve begun an Uber-like, micro transit pilot program in Gloucester. He said this sort of program 
may not work in King William due to the size of the County. The pilot program includes a 
smartphone app and there is about 1.5 years left in the trial period. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if the new app would give people the ability to see where trips are already 
planned. Mr. Pollock said yes. Right now, the app only works in the Gloucester pilot program area. 
 
Chairman Moren asked about the new Bay Aging program. Mr. Goad said they are able to offer 
telephonic support for caregivers through the Benjamin Rose Institute. The program is mainly for 
caregivers of people with dementia. Bay Aging pays the caregiver’s costs, $350, for a 30-60 day 
counseling program to help them with their own challenges they face as caregivers. This is funded 
through a separate source and not through the requested amount from the County. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if other services were available through other sources. Mr. Goad said not 
at this time, only through the Benjamin Rose Institute. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the budget request has been presented to other counties yet. Mr. Goad 
said yes, in writing. The County is the third in-person presentation they have given so far. 
 
4.c. Bay Consortium Workforce Development Board (Virginia Career Works) – Jackie Davis, 
Executive Director 
 
Ms. Davis said the Bay Consortium covers sixteen jurisdictions and gave an overview of services 
offered.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if they have reached out to Nestle Purina. Ms. Davis said yes. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked how they arrived at the per capita amount being requested. Ms. Davis 
said it includes the cost of one staff person’s wages, benefits, travel, technology needs, etc. and uses 
census population figures. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said they cover a broad area. Ms. Hodges said she is currently the only staff 
person. They are hoping to add a second person who could focus on partner coordination.  
 
Chairman Moren asked Mr. Ashcraft to publish the County’s official population. Mr. Hudgins, Deputy 
County Administrator, said it is 17,810 per the latest census. Ms. Davis said she believes she used 
older census figures however she would not be updating her request to ask for more. 
 
4.d. Legal Aid Works – Ann H. Kloeckner, Executive Director 
 
Ms. Kloeckner was unable to be present. 
 
4.e. Comp Board Contributions Overview - Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager 
 
Ms. McInteer presented the figures requested from the State Compensation Board by the Circuit 
Court Clerk, Sheriff, E911, Commissioner of the Revenue, Commonwealth’s Attorney, and 
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Treasurer’s office. She said the General Assembly appropriates the money but will not give a 
breakdown of what they’re covering until May. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the state is offering a 5% increase for Constitutional Officers. Ms. 
McInteer said she’s not sure what they’ve decided yet. She has seen some discussion of a $1,000 
bonus.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked who comes up with the request. Ms. McInteer said the Constitutional 
Officers enter their requests directly through the Comp Board system. She said the Commissioner 
of the Revenue receives a higher reimbursement for deputies than does the Treasurer’s office.  
 
Chairman Moren asked historically, how much do we get vs. what we ask for. Ms. McInteer said 
normally, the Constitutional Officers put in how much they think they will get. This year, they put in 
how much they want so it is difficult to tell. 
 
Ms. Joranlien, Director of Financial Services, gave an overview of the budget requests made by the 
Constitutional Officers. She said she is trying to keep up better with the revenues actually received 
from the Comp Board. A 1.5% Cost of Living Adjustment (COLA) plus 2.5% merit increase has been 
requested. The Clerk of the Circuit Court has put in an increase request for her deputies only. The 
Treasurer is asking for a $50,000 increase in salaries. The Commissioner of the Revenue is 
requesting one Assessor plus $20,000 for part-time staff and $23,841 in increases for existing staff.  
 
4.f. Commissioner of the Revenue Budget Presentation – Karena L. Funkhouser, 
Commissioner of the Revenue (Attachment A) 
 
Commissioner Funkhouser said she has three goals for her office: 1) to assist Pearson with the 
appraisal including new parcels and permit tracking; 2) create an Assessment Office to keep up with 
permits due to the rising cost of general reassessments and the limited number of contractors 
offering this service (it would be less expensive to have an inhouse office rather than paying a 
contractor); and 3) establishing a compliance department which could handle citizen complaints 
and reports from the State Department of Taxation which would address people not complying with 
business license regulations. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked how many employees the Commissioner is asking for. Commissioner 
Funkhouser said she currently has three full-time employees and was authorized to have four last 
year.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if it was unusual to spread a salary increase over fiscal years.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges said the Board gave the Commissioner of Revenue’s office an increase last year. 
Commissioner Funkhouser said the Board restored what was previously taken away from the last 
Commissioner. She is asking for an increase based on the whole salary, not just the County’s portion.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he wants to see a comparison of similar employees in the same pay bands 
to see if it is justifiable to increase them so much, especially as it’s not being done on the other side 
of the house. 
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Chairman Moren asked where Ms. Ford could go from being a Master Deputy. Commissioner 
Funkhouser said nowhere. Vice Chair Hodges said she could run for Commissioner. 
 
Supervisor Garber said he needs to see what other employees are getting to justify such large 
increases.  
 
Commissioner Funkhouser said she would get that information and email it to the Board.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski said Ms. McInteer should provide to the Commissioner and the Board 
examples of other employees doing similar work who are in the same pay band to justify 
compression alleviation. Ms. McInteer said Ms. Ford’s salary was already adjusted for compression 
when the Board passed the last Salary & Classification study in 2020. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said you’re going to see it across all departments. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said it needs to be done for all, not just for one and it needs to be determined 
if other departments have issues, not just the Commissioner’s Office. 
 
4.g. Treasurer’s Office Budget Presentation – Mary Sue Bancroft, Treasurer 
 
Ms. Bancroft said she eliminated the part-time position and went to a full-time position.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked what sort of seniority the Treasurer’s Office staff has. Ms. Bancroft said 
one has 3 years, one has 2 years, and the other has less than one year.  
 
She said she wants to move one employee to a Chief Deputy Treasurer and get her salary in line 
with her duties which include access to sensitive information. She said her employees have to be 
deputized. She said these raises will bring them to the mid-level of their pay grades.  
 
Supervisor Garber said he wants to see the percentage increase for each.  
 
Chairman Moren asked who defined the level the Deputies were at. Ms. Bancroft said the 
Compensation Board.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked the justification for the raise with so few years of service. Ms. Bancroft said 
because they have certifications.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the increase for certifications came from the Compensation Board. Ms. 
Bancroft said it should. She said they are handling all payments inhouse and are no longer using a 
third party lockbox. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he has the same request as he did for the Commissioner of Revenue’s 
Office. Ms. Bancroft said her employees are deputies who have been sworn in and take an oath. She 
said they have more responsibilities than the average position with similar duties. 
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4.h. Sheriff’s Department Budget Presentation – Jeff Walton, Sheriff 
 
Supervisor Garber asked about the 5% salary increase. Sheriff Walton said the General Assembly 
was initially saying a 20% increase but it’s now 4-5%. He said it’s very difficult to fill positions when 
salaries aren’t competitive. He said the Board approved a career development plan for the 
department in the past but it was never funded.  
 
Sheriff Walton said his two Captains make about $12,000 less than the Assistant Chiefs in the Fire 
& EMS Department even though they have many years of service. He said his records person also 
makes less than an equivalent position in Fire & EMS. He said he just learned about it in the last two 
weeks.  
 
Supervisor Garber said he wants a comparison. Sheriff Walton said the Assistant Chief and Battalion 
Chief both make $12,000 more than his Captains.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges said fire department cadets begin at their starting salary whereas police cadets 
start at a lower salary which is then raised when they graduate the academy.  
 
Sheriff Walton said he can absorb the cost currently because of being short-staffed. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said he didn’t think the Board knew about the salaries for the Fire & EMS 
Assistant Chiefs.  
 
Sheriff Walton said he makes $113,459 and the Fire Chief makes $93,000. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood said he didn’t think the salaries ever came to the Board. 
 
[All salaries were presented to the Board at their daylong budget session on April 16, 2021 as part 
of the Fiscal Year 2022 Recommended Budget.] 
 
Sheriff Walton said he’d like their years of service taken in to account. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the $211,628 budget increase he is asking for does what he wants. Sheriff 
Walton said yes.  
 
Sheriff Walton said the Records Assistant has experienced an increase in workload due to FOIA 
requests for body camera data and crash reports. He said he is requesting two additional 911 
Dispatchers and said they dispatch for all fire and police stations in the County and West Point and 
two people on a shift is not enough. He said he is not sure what will happen with Marcus Alert 
legislation. He has also included funds in the budget to purchase headsets for dispatchers. 
 
Sheriff Walton said people keep saying the County is not growing but here are a lot of new houses 
going up and there are people in all of them.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if retention is leveling out. Sheriff Walton said yes, the problem is they can’t 
get people in the door. They currently have no applicants and when they do, they don’t all make it 
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through the testing. He said he used to have 25-30 applicants for one position and now he’s begging 
to get one or two. Applicants have to test including physical agility and background testing.  
 
Sheriff Walton said the department needs career development and pay adjustments to compete 
with other localities. He said career development is a big draw for candidates. He also said he is 
leery of the Compensation Board because they will say there are positions but they don’t fund them. 
He said they were allotted two more positions but they’re unfunded. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said hopefully the raises will be funded by the Comp Board.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the raise was for all Constitutional Officers and employees. Sheriff 
Walton said yes.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges said the Comp Board is considering a $1,000 bonus but bonuses don’t impress 
employees because they can go away the next year. 
 
Sheriff Walton said there are six jury trials scheduled in the next two months which is a lot of work 
and he needs personnel. He said the courthouse needs are growing. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said people keep saying we’re not growing but the recent census information 
proves the County is growing. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if apartment buildings created an increase in calls. Sheriff Walton said 
some but not a lot, for both the Sheriff and EMS. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges clarified that the funds do not affect him therefore it is not a conflict of interest 
for him to be involved in this discussion. 
 
4.i. Commonwealth’s Attorney Budget Presentation – Matthew Kite, Commonwealth’s 
Attorney 
 
Mr. Kite said the primary change to his budget this year is the shifting of the current part-time 
Records Assistant to full-time. He said his office is opening more than a file a day. The Records 
Manager chases down people to get information and reviews all body-worn camera data. Mr. Kite 
said the person currently in this position is extremely competent. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if they create a transcript. Mr. Kite said it is not a transcript. It is notes. 
 
Mr. Kite said you can look up all Compensation Board requests at scb.virginia.gov. He said the Comp 
Board does not capture all the work done in his office. The Commonwealth’s Attorney Association 
is currently sponsoring a study to log hours to show the Comp Board exactly what they do. He said 
the Comp Board doesn’t allow him to change position classifications and some are low. For example, 
the Deputy Commonwealth’s Attorney is classified as Legal 1. 
 
Mr. Kite said the Comp Board is not going to give more money and legislators know that. This is 
where the County supplements. The Comp Board doesn’t cover materials and pays on a 
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reimbursement basis. He said that, traditionally, Commonwealth’s Attorney raises track with what 
the state does and staff follows with County raises. His employees are on the County pay plan and 
compression has already been addressed. 
 
4.i.i. Victim/Witness Assistance – Matthew Kite, Commonwealth’s Attorney 
 
Mr. Kite said his office routinely receives positive comments about the Victim/Witness Assistance 
people. The requested increase in the part-time person’s salary is split with King & Queen County. 
The grant is written as 50/50 even though the vast majority of her work is done in King William 
County. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if Victim/Witness really needs a part-time person. Mr. Kite said yes. Victim 
outreach is vital for the preparation and presentation at jury trials. The part-time person maintains 
constant contact with victims to ensure their participation in the trial process. 
 
4.j. Circuit Court Budget Presentation –Tina Glazebrook, Interim Clerk of Circuit Court 
 
Ms. Glazebrook said she is requesting an increase for staff to be competitive. The Chief Deputy, 
Criminal Clerk, and Civil Clerk all participate in continued education. Karen Wallace will be a 
certified Chief Deputy Clerk soon. She said she just learned there is a statute which mandates the 
Circuit Court Clerk’s salary. 
 
4.k. Revenue Projects – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
Ms. Joranlien provided revenue projections based on level tax rates from calendar year 2021.  
 
Real Estate property tax is the largest source of revenue for the County and the FY22/23 projected 
revenue is $14 million. Public Service tax is projected to total $430,900, an 8% increase over the 
FY21/22 adopted budget. Personal Property tax projected revenue is $5.3 million, an 8% increase 
which is attributed to an increase in vehicle book values. Machinery and Tools taxes are estimated 
to remain the same at $2.1 million. Other Local Taxes is projected to bring in $694,408. 
 
State revenues are projected to decrease by $55,000 to $1.5 million. This projection is based on 
actuals from FY21. Compensation Board revenue is estimated to increase based on information 
submitted by each Constitutional Officer. The main component for the increase is due to a significant 
increase in support of nearly $74,000 towards the Commonwealth’s Attorney office. 
 
State categorial aid revenues are projected to decrease by $40,000. Recordation Tax is no longer 
distributed to the localities. The Commissioner of the Revenue and Clerk of Court offices are 
currently working with the state for clarification. 
 
Federal aid revenues are projected to decrease by $20,298 which is partially related to the SRO 
Grant program ending. 
 
Exhibit B as provided reflects the outcome of a reduction in the Real Estate Tax Rate of $0.01 which 
results in a reduction of General Fund overall revenue of $181,948. A $0.10 reduction to the 
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Personal Property rate (Exhibit C) would result in a reduction of General Fund overall revenue of 
$194,490. She noted that we don’t know how the value of cars may change in the future since the 
current increase was directly attributed to the pandemic. If car values go back down in the future, 
the rate may need to raised again if it is lowered now. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked how much the average homeowner would save if the Real Estate Tax rate 
was reduced by $0.01. Ms. Joranlien said about $20. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if there were any other options. He asked if this was a B or C scenario and 
not a B and C scenario. Ms. Joranlien said not necessarily. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked what a $0.02 reduction would look like. Ms. Joranlien said double the $0.01 
reduction projections. 
 
Ms. Joranlien noted the reduction lowers the County side only, not the school side. This cannot be 
done because of the split levy. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked if the level tax rate was included in the current budget requests. Ms. 
Joranlien said the projections were for revenue only, not expenditures.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if CARES and ARPA funds were considered revenue. Ms. Joranlien said yes, 
they are included in the projections presented for the General Fund only. There are other ARPA 
funds which are part of a separate budget which does not affect the General Fund. 
 
Ms. Joranlien also noted that the SAFER grant was being applied for but was not included in these 
revenue projections. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he wanted to know what the school penny would get us also. Ms. 
Joranlien said she has that information and will send it to the Board. She said with the reduction 
projections presented, the schools can still be funded because the revenue reductions do not apply 
to the schools due to the split levy. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked how much a reduction in the Personal Property tax would benefit 
citizens. Ms. Joranlien said it’s impossible to tell because of the varying values of people’s property. 
 
Ms. Joranlien said she can show three budget options with the school information also. Mr. Ashcraft 
said a big factor in reducing rates is how much the Board is going to do with the salary issues 
brought forth. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he wanted to see what expenditures could be covered and what would 
need to be cut at each of the different tax rate reductions. He said we have to balance revenue growth 
with inflation.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if any of the state surplus will trickle down. Supervisor Moskalski said no. 
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Ms. Joranlien said none of the Capital Funding is coming from FY23 revenue and we are trying to 
catch up with projects that have been put off in past years.  
 
Mr. Ashcraft said the March 2nd Budget Work Session will primarily present County department 
requests and a few outside agencies. There will be three departments presented at the February 
28th regular meeting – Social Services, CSA, and VJCCCA. He said the salary increases need to be 
decided and they have to look at trends and shared agreements with other localities. 
 
Agenda Item 5. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REQUESTS 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said they would try to do what they can with salaries but it may not be where 
everyone would like it to be. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski thanked people for coming. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood said he liked seeing the different scenarios. 
 
Supervisor Garber said he wants to see comparisons between the Sheriff’s Department and Fire & 
EMS. He said he likes the shorter budget meetings as compared to the previous all-day sessions. 
 
Chairman Moren said he appreciated people coming out, especially in support of the Sheriff’s 
Department accreditation. He instructed department heads to make it such that the Board can 
understand what they need with regard to the budget. 
 
Agenda Item 6. ADJOURN OR RECESS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Supervisor Moskalski. 
The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye  
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
    
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Vice Chair  Christine H. Branch 
Board of Supervisors  Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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DRAFT MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

REGULAR MEETING OF FEBRUARY 28, 2022 
 
A regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, was held on 
the 28th day of February 2022, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the 
County Administration Building and via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Moren called the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 3.  MOMENT OF SILENCE 
 
The Chairman called for a moment of silence. Chairman Moren mentioned that Mrs. Rebecca 
Massey of West Point passed away that morning. 
 
Agenda Item 4.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The Chairman led the pledge of allegiance.  
 
Agenda Item 5.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF AMENDED MEETING AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for the adoption of the amended agenda for this meeting as 
presented; motion was seconded by Vice Chair Hodges. The Chairman called for any 
discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
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Agenda Item 6. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Chairman Moren opened the Public Comment period. There being no speakers, the Chairman 
closed the Public Comment period. 
 
Agenda Item 7. CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Consent Agenda items included: 

a. Approval of Minutes: 

 i. Draft Minutes of the January 24, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 ii. Draft Minutes of the January 31, 2022 Budget Work Session Meeting 

b. Approval of Expenditures – January 2022 

c. Resolution 22-11 - Updating the Representative Appointment to the Middle Peninsula 
Chesapeake Bay Public Access Authority (MP-PAA) 

d. Resolution 22-12 - Appropriating Department of Education HVAC Replacement & 
Improvement Grant Funds For King William County Public Schools Hamilton-Holmes 
Middle School (HHMS) HVAC Projects 

e. Resolution 22-13 - Recognizing and Honoring March 2022 as Women's History Month 
 
Chairman Moren pointed out the resolution recognizing and honoring March 2022 as 
Women’s History Month. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for approval of the Consent Agenda; motion was seconded by 
Supervisor Garber. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled:  
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 

RESOLUTION 22-11 

UPDATING THE KING WILLIAM COUNTY APPOINTMENT TO SERVE ON THE MIDDLE 

PENINSULA CHESAPEAKE BAY PUBLIC ACCESS AUTHORITY BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

WHEREAS, the Middle Peninsula Public Access Authority (MP-PAA) was created by 

the Virginia General Assembly on April 7, 2002, and ratified by participating localities on 

June 13, 2003, in recognition of shorelines as high priority natural areas and the need to set 

aside shorelines and other lands for access by citizens for various types of recreational 

activities; and 
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WHEREAS, member localities include the Counties of Essex, Gloucester, King & 

Queen, King William, Mathews, and Middlesex and the Towns of Tappahannock, Urbanna, 

and West Point; and 

WHEREAS, the MP-PAA provides for the appointment, by the respective member 

governing bodies, of a Primary and Alternate Representative from each member locality 

with such appointment and associated representation starting and ending at the pleasure 

of the governing body; and  

WHEREAS, the King William County Board of Supervisors previously appointed 

Trenton L. Funkhouser to serve as the Primary Representative on January 24, 2011, with 

no term expiration, and Bret Schardein as the Alternate Representative on February 25, 

2013, with no term expiration; and 

WHEREAS, it is now necessary to update these appointments because these 

individuals are no longer employed by King William County and because the MP-PAA legal 

representative has asked for updated appointments which comply with the By-Laws of the 

MP-PAA by all member localities; and 

WHEREAS, Virginia Code §15.2-6604 states, “The governing body of each 

participating political subdivision shall appoint either one or two directors, one of whom 

shall be a member of the appointing governing body or its chief operating officer.”; and 

WHEREAS, the MP-PAA By-Laws state King William County shall appoint one 

Director and that “The governing body of each member political subdivision may appoint 

an alternate whose term shall be the same as the director of each political subdivision.” 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors 

appoints the King William County Administrator to serve as the County’s Primary Director 

on the Middle Peninsula Chesapeake Bay Public Access Authority, and the King William 

County Director of Planning to serve as the County’s Alternate, each for four-year terms 

expiring December 31, 2025, or until such time successors are appointed and qualified; 

and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors may 

remove at any time, without cause, any Director appointed by it and appoint a successor 

Director to fill the remaining portion of the removed director's term. 

DONE this 28th day of February, 2022. 
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RESOLUTION 22-12 

APPROPRIATING DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION HVAC REPLACEMENT & IMPROVEMENT 

GRANT FUNDS FOR KING WILLIAM COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMILTON-HOLMES 

MIDDLE SCHOOL (HHMS) HVAC PROJECTS 

 WHEREAS, the Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Education accepted 
applications for an HVAC Replacement & Improvements Grant; and 

 WHEREAS, King William County Public Schools was awarded $403,080 to assist with 
repairs of HVAC equipment at Hamilton-Holmes Middle School; and 

 WHEREAS, the King William County Public School Board approved the appropriation 
and expenditure of these funds at their February 15, 2022 meeting; and 

 WHEREAS, the King William County Board of Supervisors wishes to amend its FY2022 
School budget to reflect the receipt and expenditure of these funds as follows: 

 Revenues: Virginia Department of Education Grant Award $403,080 
 Expenditures: HVAC Replacement & Improvement at HHMS $403,080 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the King William County Board of Supervisors that the 
FY2022 Budget is amended via appropriation to reflect the above amounts within the King 
William County Public Schools Capital Improvement Fund for HVAC replacement and 
improvement work at Hamilton-Holmes Middle School. 

DONE this 28th day of February, 2022. 

 
RESOLUTION 22-13 

RECOGNIZING AND HONORING MARCH 2022 AS WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 

WHEREAS, since 1987, Congress has passed resolutions requesting and authorizing 

the President to proclaim March of each year as Women’s History Month to commemorate 

and encourage the study, observance and celebration of the vital role of women in 

American history; and  

WHEREAS, women of every race, class, and ethnic background have made historic 

contributions to the growth and strength of our society in countless recorded and 

unrecorded ways; and 

WHEREAS, the leadership of women in elected office serves as an example of 

community and civic engagement for girls and women in King William County; and 

WHEREAS, women have played and continue to play critical economic, cultural, and 

social roles in every sphere of life by constituting a significant portion of the labor force 

working inside and outside of the home; and 
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WHEREAS, women have played a unique role throughout the history of society by 

providing the majority of the volunteer labor force; and 

WHEREAS, women were particularly important in the establishment of early 

charitable, philanthropic, and cultural institutions in our Nation; and 

WHEREAS, women have served our country courageously in the military; and 

WHEREAS, women have been leaders, not only in securing their own rights of 

suffrage and equal opportunity, but also in the abolitionist movement, the emancipation 

movement, the industrial labor movement, the civil rights movement, and other 

movements, especially the peace movement, which create a more fair and just society for 

all; and 

WHEREAS, additional education is needed to increase the knowledge of all citizens 

relative to the contributions of women and opportunities for girls and women to develop 

their leadership skills and to eliminate bias in education and the workforce; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors 

does hereby recognize and honor March 2022 as Women’s History Month. 

DONE this 28th day of February, 2022. 

 
Agenda Item 8. PRESENTATIONS  
 
8.a. Accreditation Presentation to King William County Sheriff’s Department 
 
Eric Smith with the Department of Criminal Justice Services said the Virginia Law 
Enforcement Professional Standards Commission (VLEPSC) accreditation includes over 190 
specific standards and required an inspection, audit, review, critique, and proofs of 
compliance over the past four years.  
 
Sheriff McLaughlin of New Kent County presented Sheriff Walton with a plaque and read the 
proclamation of accreditation.  
 
Agenda Item 9. PUBLIC HEARING  
 
9.a. Ordinance 01-22 – Approving Proffer Amendment 01-2022: McCauley Park LLC – 
Sherry Graham, Director of Planning 
9.b. Resolution 22-14 - CUP-10-21: Owner/Applicant - McCauley Park LLC - Sherry 
Graham, Director of Planning 
 
Ms. Graham presented photos and information regarding the proffer amendment which is 
required to approve the Conditional Use Permit. 
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Vice Chair Hodges clarified the townhomes were for sale, not rent. Ms. Graham said yes, 
however the owner can rent their property out if they choose.  
 
Ms. Graham said, according to the Commissioner of the Revenue’s Office, the tax base on the 
apartments would have been $53,000 per building whereas the townhomes will be $25,000 
on the land plus approximately $250,000 per townhome. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if they were being required to put high speed internet connections 
in the townhomes. Ms. Graham said no. Supervisor Moskalski said he doesn’t think you can 
make that a requirement. Chairman Moren said high speed internet is available in that area. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked how the parcel across the street is zoned. Ms. Graham said it is 
business and industrial.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked how many townhomes are connected in a row. Todd Rogers with 
McCauley Park, LLC said no more than five per building and there are firewalls between all 
units.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked Mr. Rogers if they also own the parcels across the street. Mr. Rogers 
said yes.  
 
Mr. Rogers said Breezeline (Atlantic Broadband) would be putting in high speed internet 
during construction.  
 
Chairman Moren opened the Public Hearing. There being no speakers, Chairman Moren 
closed the Public Hearing. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to approve Ordinance 01-22 Approving Proffer 
Amendment 01-2022; Supervisor Garber seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any 
discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 

ORDINANCE 01-22 
PROFFER AMENDMENT 01-2022 ASSOCIATED WITH CONDITIONAL REZONING 

APPLICATION Z-02-01 - (Z-02-01 AMENDMENT) - OWNER: MCCAULEY PARK, LLC 

WHEREAS, McCauley Park, LLC applied for CUP 10-2021 to construct 120 
Townhouses on tax map parcel 21-50, Section 2 requiring the Board of Supervisors to 
approve a Proffer Amendment for Tax Map Parcel 21- 50, Section Two, to amend the 
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existing Proffers initially approved on June 25, 2001, with re-zoning Z-02-1 and amended 
on September 25, 2017; and 

WHEREAS, the Owner is requesting the following two proffer amendments: 

Proffer C.1. of Case Z-02-01 to hereby be amended and replaced with the following:  
Density Restriction. No more than 120 (120) townhouse units may be developed within 
Parcel Two as shown on the McCauley Park Townhomes Preliminary Plan dated September 
30, 2021.  

Proffer C.5. of Case Z-02-01 to hereby be amended and replaced with the following:  
Exterior Walls. Visible portions of the exterior wall surfaces (exclusive of windows) about 
the foundation of multi-family buildings shall be of fiber cement board (Hardiplank) siding, 
brick, or brick veneer construction, vinyl siding, or cement siding; and 

WHEREAS, all other conditions and proffers of Case Z-02-01 shall remain in full 
force and effect; and 

WHEREAS, the King William County Planning Commission conducted a duly 
advertised public hearing on February 16, 2022 and voted to recommend approval of 
Proffer Amendment 01-2022; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors conducted a duly advertised public hearing on 
February 28, 2022 to consider the above proffer amendments associated with Conditional 
Zoning Application Z-02-01; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED, that the Board of Supervisors of 
King William County, Virginia, approves the amended proffers as stated in the preambles 
above associated with Conditional Zoning Application Z-02-01 such amended proffers to be 
recorded in the Clerk’s office of the Circuit Court of King William County.  

ADOPTED this the 28th day of February, 2022. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to approve Resolution 22-14 Approving CUP-10-21; 
Vice Chair Hodges seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The 
members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
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RESOLUTION 22-14 
APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP) 10-21 

TAX MAP PARCEL 21-50 – MCCAULEY PARK SUBDIVISION TOWNHOMES 
 

WHEREAS, the applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit to construct 120 
townhouses in an area of the McCauley Park Subdivision that was previously approved for 
multi-family apartments, such property located on tax map parcel 21-50 is currently served 
by public water and sewer and consists of approximately 29.4 acres; and 

WHEREAS, a goal in the current King William County Comprehensive Plan is to 
provide a variety of safe, decent, affordable, and quality housing opportunities, and to 
encourage the development of a variety of housing types to accommodate current and future 
citizens of varying ages, stations in life, and income levels; and 

WHEREAS, King William County Code Article X, Section 86-456 states that a 
conditional use permit should be approved if it found that the location is appropriate and 
not in conflict with the comprehensive plan; the public health, safety, morals, and general 
welfare will not be adversely affected; adequate utilities and off-street parking facilities will 
be provided; necessary safeguards will be provided for the protection of surrounding 
property, persons, and the neighborhood values; and  

WHEREAS, the King William County Planning Commission held a duly advertised 
public hearing on December 7, 2021 and voted 5-0 to recommend approval to the Board of 
Supervisors with the condition that the developer will meet all requirements listed in Section 
86-162; and 

WHEREAS, the King William County Board of Supervisors tabled consideration of 
CUP 10-21 via Resolution 21-91 on December 27, 2021 until such time as any necessary 
proffer amendments are considered by the King William County Planning Commission; and 

WHEREAS, the King William County Planning Commission conducted a duly 
advertised public hearing on February 16, 2022 and voted to recommend approval of 
Proffer Amendment 01-2022; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors conducted a duly advertised public hearing on 
February 28, 2022and voted to approve Ordinance 01-22 approving Proffer Amendment 
01-2022; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the King William County Board of Supervisors 
hereby approves CUP 10-21, with the condition that the developer will meet all 
requirements listed in Section 86-162. 

DONE this 28th day of February, 2022. 
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Agenda Item 10. OLD BUSINESS 
 
10.a. Resolution 22-15 – Clarification of Board Appointment to the King William 
County Planning Commission 
 
Mr. Ashcraft presented the resolution clarifying the Board appointment to the Planning 
Commission which was requested by the Board. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges made a motion to approve Resolution 22-15; Supervisor Moskalski 
seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 

RESOLUTION 22-15 
CLARIFICATION OF BOARD APPOINTMENT TO THE  

KING WILLIAM COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

WHEREAS, Virginia Code section 15.2-2212 states one member of the Planning 
Commission may be a member of the governing body of the locality and the term of such 
member shall be coextensive with the term of office to which the member of the governing 
body has been elected; and 

WHEREAS, the statue further says the Board may choose at its annual meeting 
whether to appoint someone else, but lacking such an action, the appointed supervisor shall 
serve on the Planning Commission until the conclusion of their term in office; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors appointed Stephen K. Greenwood to serve as the 
Board of Supervisors Representative on the King William County Planning Commission on 
January 10, 2022 via Resolution 22-03; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of King William County, 
Virginia that Supervisor Stephen K. Greenwood’s term expiration as the Board of Supervisors 
Representative on the King William County Planning Commission shall conclude on the same 
date his term in office concludes unless the Board decides at a future annual meeting to 
appoint someone else. 

DONE this 28th day of February, 2022. 
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Agenda Item 11. NEW BUSINESS 
 
11.a. Authorizing the Advertisement of a Public Hearing Regarding Borrowing 
Prospects - Percy C. Ashcraft, County Administrator 
 
David O. White, Ed.D., Division Superintendent; Staci Longest, Director of Finance; and Tony 
Stone, Director of Operations for King William County Public Schools came forward. Dr. 
White said KWCPS had received a grant enabling them to begin the HVAC project at Hamilton 
Holmes Middle School. They were awaiting a letter of intent from the General Assembly for 
possible additional grant funds. 
 
Ms. Longest said the School Board would like to hold a public hearing regarding the VPSA 
bond funding at the end of March.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if the school fire panels have been updated to 804. Mr. Stone said yes.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to authorize a Public Hearing regarding KWCPS 
borrowing to fund capital improvements. Vice Chair Garber seconded the motion. The 
Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
11.b. Redistricting Recommendation – Gene Campbell, Redistricting Advisory 
Committee Chair 
 
Mr. Campbell thanked the members of the Redistricting Advisory Committee, staff, and Mr. 
McRoberts for their help in putting together the Redistricting recommendation. He said the 
committee held three meetings and received guidelines from Mr. McRoberts.  
 
The 2020 census showed the population in King William County at 17,810. The committee 
was tasked with getting as close to possible in having five equal districts. He said they had 
to take some from Districts 3 and 4 because they had become too large and they had to add 
to District 2. He said they could only pick up and take away according to census blocks. 202 
were taken from District 4 and moved to District 5; 20 were moved from District 4 to 
District 2; and 144 were moved from District 3 to District 2. He said the changes had to 
maintain concise and compact district lines. No changes were made to District 1 – West 
Point. All population numbers in the recommended map are within the guidelines.  
 
Supervisor Garber said he thinks it’s a good plan and is fair. 
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Chairman Moren asked if all percentages were within reason. Mr. Campbell said yes, they 
are all within the necessary guidelines. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood and Chairman Moren said they would like to see a more detailed 
map. 
 
Chairman Moren asked what the next step is. Mr. Hudgins said a Public Hearing would need 
to be advertised and held. Then the map will be sent to the Office of the Attorney General 
for a Certificate of No Objection. An Open House is also scheduled for March 15th at 6pm to 
provide citizens a chance to see the map and ask questions prior to the Public Hearing. 
 
11.c. Budget Overviews – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Finance 
 
Ms. Joranlien presented overviews of budgets for Social Services, Children’s Services Act 
(CSA), Community Connection (VJCCCA), and General Registrar. 
 
11.c.i. Social Services (DSS) – Letecia Loadholt, Director 
Ms. Joranlien said they were trying to base the DSS budget request on a formula calculated 
by Ms. Loadholt at a previous job. She said FY22 is going to be lower than budgeted and the 
FY23 request looks higher than usual because of the formula used. She said County Finance 
and DSS Finance have been working together to make sure the calculation is working 
currently month to month. 
 
The Board had no questions. 
 
11.c.ii. Children’s Services Act (CSA) – Ann Porter, Program Coordinator 
Chairman Moren asked what has changed from last year. Ms. Porter said last year’s budget 
calculation took into account three different local match rates. This year, she calculated the 
budget using the base match rate. She thinks expenses may actually be less than projected 
but it all depends on the types of services needed in the coming year. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked if there was an increase of children in certain areas. Supervisor 
Garber said there is no way of knowing and it can’t be predicted. 
 
11.c.iii. Virginia Juvenile Community Crime Control Act (VJCCCA)/Community 
Connection – Veda Frazier, Program Manager 
Ms. Frazier said there is a reduction in her request due to using funds left from FY22 due to 
being short-staffed. She said they have also seen a reduction in electronic monitoring fees 
due to COVID but these expenses are rising again.  
 
Supervisor Garber said this is another program where predictions cannot be made.  
 
Ms. Frazier said last year hurt them with not being able to recover fees and she’s grateful 
they had a balance to cover their expenses. She said unfortunately, children are back to 
doing naughty things now that COVID restrictions have eased. 
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Supervisor Garber said DSS is not involved at all with VJCCCA. 
 
11.c.iv. General Registrar – Alison Fox, General Registrar 
Ms. Fox said they will be experiencing an increase in wages and part-time staff.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if there were a lot of changes due to new laws. Ms. Fox said yes, 
always. 
 
Ms. Fox said she requested a part-time person last year and did not receive funding. The 
part-time person works 3 days per week.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if those hours are increased during election times. Ms. Fox said she 
factored that into her request. 
 
Ms. Fox said cybersecurity is also a large cost increase. It is mandated by the state and it 
has become such that they are unable to do it on their own anymore and have hired an 
outside consulting firm. This also covers them if they’re audited by the state. The 
consultant they are using works with other counties and is approved by the state.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if our IT department could take over next year. Ms. Fox said 
possibly, although the state is going to have more requirements next year. The consultant is 
on an annual contract. 
 
11.d. Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for Schools and County – Natasha Joranlien, 
Director of Financial Services 
 
Ms. Joranlien presented the five-year CIP for the schools and county. The $2.5 million shown 
for the Broadband Initiative includes $2 million from ARPA, $225,000 from the EDA, and 
$275,000 from the County. The Brush Truck purchase shown for Fire & EMS is rolled over 
from FY22. The forecast balance in the Unassigned General Fund is based on unaudited 
financials.  
 
Staci Longest, KWCPS Director of Finance discussed the Schools’ CIP. The Bus Garage is 
needed because the buses are now larger than the garage. The County and Schools are 
looking at a possible joint venture. There is broken furniture which needs to be replaced. 
Cots need to be purchased for the PreK program and some office flooring needs to be 
replaced. Fifteen school buses are more than fifteen years-old and they are hoping to replace 
2-3 buses per year. Service vehicle use has increased and they need three this year. 
Technology is replaced on a four-year cycle and a security camera is needed in the vestibule 
at AES.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked about the Riverfront Development Plan. Mr. Ashcraft said the 
Comprehensive Plan outlines some easily upgraded projects along the river front as well as 
some upgraded amenities with the State Forests. He said staff has met with the Department 
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of Forestry representatives and their response was not what was hoped for. Mr. Hudgins said 
they are looking at a Riverfront Development Plan which will include all aspects – kayak, 
tubing, swimming, fishing, boating, road access, etc. 
 
Chairman Moren said there may be funds with a grant program through the MPPDC. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the gravel road to White’s Landing was state maintained. Mr. 
Hudgins said yes but he’s not sure where state maintenance ends. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked who owns the property being discussed. Mr. Hudgins said King 
William County owns it. Chairman Moren added that it’s managed by the Department of 
Forestry. He said if anyone knows of other areas, please let them know. 
 
Agenda Item 12. ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS FROM COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 
12.a. Administration Report – Percy C. Ashcraft, County Administrator 
 
Mr. Ashcraft provided the Board an updated copy of his report (Attachment A). He said mask 
restrictions are getting closer to being lifted. He said King William County is currently the 
highest transmission county in the Three Rivers Health District and encouraged people to 
get their COVID booster shots.  
 
King William Little League has tentatively planned Opening Day for March 26th and will be 
inviting the Supervisors to throw the opening ball.  
 
Dominion Energy and HRSD have both announced refunds coming to customers and the 
MPPDC has a Septic Tank Pump Out Assistance Program. All are covered in more detail on 
the County website. 
 
Staff continues to look at possible grant funding available for projects.  
 
Agenda Item 13. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ COMMENTS 
 
Supervisor Moskalski thanked people for coming. He congratulated the King William 
Sheriff’s Office, said he was proud of them, and said staff had done a good job on the budget. 
He said he continues to be inspired by the Ukrainian leadership.  
 
Supervisor Greenwood thanked people for coming and congratulated the King William 
Sheriff’s Office. 
 
Supervisor Garber congratulated the King William Sheriff’s Office. He said what is happening 
in the Ukraine is a travesty and to continue to pray for them.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges thanked everyone for coming and said he was proud of the entire King 
William Sheriff’s Office and the hard work and unity of the staff. He said he’s had complaints 
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that there is a fee charged when paying by e-check through Edmunds. Mr. Ashcraft said he is 
looking into it. Vice Chair Hodges said with all the issues with Edmunds, people should not 
also be having to pay fees to pay by e-check.  
 
Chairman Moren congratulated the King William Sheriff’s Office. He said he’s been to the 
Ukraine and asked for prayers for the people there. 
 
Agenda Item 14. CLOSED MEETING 
 
14.a. Motion to Convene Closed Meeting 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to convene in Closed Meeting in accordance with 
Section 2.2-3711 (A)(1) of the Code of Virginia to consider a personnel matter involving the 
performance of a specific public employee; and in accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(5) 
of the Code of Virginia to discuss a prospective business or industry or expansion of an 
existing business or industry where no previous announcement has been made; and in 
accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(29) of the Code of Virginia to discuss the terms or 
scope of a public contract, because discussion in open session would adversely affect the 
bargaining position or negotiating strategy of the Board. Vice Chair Hodges seconded the 
motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled:  
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
14.b. Motion to Reconvene in Open Session 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to reconvene in Open Session. Supervisor Greenwood 
seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled:  
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
14.c. Certification of Closed Meeting 
 
Vice Chair Hodges moved for adoption of Standing Resolution 1 (SR-1) in accordance with 
Section 2.2-3712 (D) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended; the motion was seconded by 
Supervisor Moskalski. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
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Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 

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 2.2-3712 (D) 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 28th day of February, 2022, 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.  

 
DONE this the 28th day of February, 2022. 
 
14.d. Action on Closed Meeting (if necessary) 
 
No action was taken as a result of the Closed Meeting. 
 
Agenda Item 15. APPOINTMENTS 
 
No appointments were made. 
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Agenda Item 16. ADJOURN OR RECESS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Supervisor 
Garber. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye  
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
    
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Vice Chair  Christine H. Branch 
Board of Supervisors  Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

County Administrator’s Report 
February 28, 2022 Meeting of the Board of Supervisors (Revised) 

Meetings & Special Dates 

March 

1. Planning Commission Meeting – March 1, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

2. Board of Supervisors Budget Work Session – March 2, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

3. Recreation Commission Meeting – March 3, 7 p.m.; Community Center 

4. Board of Supervisors Joint Budget Meeting w/KWCPS – March 8, 7 p.m.;  Board Room. 

5. Economic Development Authority Meeting with Planning Commission– March 9, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

6. Comprehensive Plan Public Hearing – March 10, 7 p.m.; Board Room 

7. Board of Supervisors Work Session & Presentation of Budget – March 14, 7 p.m.; Board Room 

8. King William County School Board Meeting – March 15, 6 p.m.; Hamilton Holmes Middle School 

9. Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting – March 23, 6:30 p.m.; Board Room 

10. Wetlands Board Meeting – March 24, 7 p.m.; Board Room 

11. Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting – March 28, 7 p.m.; Board Room 

Notes & Updates 

1. Personnel 

a. Katelynn Seay hired as Animal Control Deputy. 

b. Barbara Trimmer hired as Planning Secretary. 

c. Lauren Lechowicz hired as Juvenile Counselor. 

d. Joseph Yancey hired as part-time medic firefighter. 

2. The unemployment rate in King William County in December was 2.4 percent. 

3. Staff is currently developing an Acceptable Use Policy for phones and other devices. It will be presented at 

the March 8th Work Session. 

4. COVID-19 Update: 

a. King William County is averaging five new cases per the most recent seven-day average as of 

February 22. 

b. King William County residents have experienced 3,633 cases of COVID-19 since February, 2020 

as of February 22. A total of 83 required hospitalization and 32 passed away. 

c. The Virginia Dept of Labor & Industry and Health Board, which issued the VOSH Administrative 

Code requiring masks to be worn in the workplace in October 2021, met on February 17 to discuss 

repealing the Standard. They voted to repeal it, however, there is a 30 day public notice and 
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comment period before they can meet again and make a final ruling to repeal it. That 30 days will 

end until March 17. 

5. The County newsletter is now being published weekly to complement the website, Facebook, Twitter, and 

County Administrator’s blog to increase public awareness of matters happening within King William County. 

Residents can get on the distribution list by filling out the form on the website, or they can read it from our 

webpage. 

6. In partnership with King William County Little League, the Ball Park on Route 30 is being spruced up for the 

start of the season. Opening Day is March 26 and all members of the Board of Supervisors will be asked 

officially soon to throw out the first balls. 

7. The Utilities Department is either replacing or installing new meters to customers. 

8. Staff has stepped up its enforcement of County ordinances relative to property maintenance and 

abandoned vehicles. Priorities are the Commerce Park and the two main arteries in and around King 

William – Route 360 and Route 30. 

9. Middle Peninsula Planning Commission (MPPDC) is asking for priorities of its localities. Chairman Moren 

sent out a form on February 20 to members of the Board of Supervisors. Submittal is by March 13. 

10. Staff is helping to fill vacancies on the Economic Development Authority (EDA). Please see if you know of 

someone in the legal or financial professions that might want to serve.  

11. Forest Pro is making plans to add a new location in Central Garage. They are looking to fill positions of 

Service Manager, Parts Manager, & Parts Specialist/Receptionist. 

12. Dominion Energy sent out a notice last week regarding offering refunds to its customers.  

13. Hampton Roads Sanitary District also sent out a notice last week announcing it will be giving refunds back 

to its customers in King William who have unpaid balances. Customers will be notified via bill message. An 

estimated total of $3,134.22 will be given out. 

14. County Staff will soon send an update to the Board of Supervisors on the Sweet Sue solar project. 

15. Senator Mark Warner has reached out to localities reminding them of grant opportunities as a result of the 

Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act that President Biden signed on November 15. Staff is reviewing the 

possibilities and will be in touch with Senator Warner’s Staff. 

16. The Middle Peninsula Planning Commission also has sent the County a list of grant opportunities. County 

Staff is making a list of all grant opportunities and will be active in the application process. 

17. Assistance is available to those whose time has come to pump out their septic tanks. The program is 

coordinated through the MPPDC. Visit mppdc.com for more information. 
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DRAFT MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

BUDGET WORK SESSION MEETING OF MARCH 2, 2022 
 
A budget work session meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, was 
held on the 2nd day of March 2022, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the County 
Administration Building and via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Moren called the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 3.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF AMENDED MEETING AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Garber moved for the adoption of the amended agenda for this meeting as presented; 
motion was seconded by Supervisor Moskalski. The Chairman called for any discussion. The 
members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
Agenda Item 4. BUDGET WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
County Administrator, Percy Ashcraft, explained the format of the work session. The Director of 
Financial Services, Natasha Joranlien, will give an overview and representatives are present in 
person and via Zoom to answer any questions. The budgets presented are not recommendations 
from the County Administrator. 
 
4.a. Outside Organization Requests – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
Ms. Joranlien gave an overview of outside organization FY22 budgets and FY23 budget requests.  
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4.a.i. Pamunkey Regional Library – Tom Shepley, Director 
 
Mr. Shepley thanked the King William County representative on the Library Board of Trustees, Ms. 
Mary Shipman. 
 
Mr. Shepley said this is the largest budget request since he’s been with the Library. Last year was 
flat funding. He said the library has 140 people currently making under the new minimum wage. He 
said the library closed branches in 2020 due to COVID and tried to reopen in July 2020. 65% of their 
staff is over 65 years-old and many elected not to come back, creating 45 vacancies. The majority of 
the budget request addresses the increase towards minimum wage, merit increases, and 
compression. He said the Library’s reserve fund went from $50,000 to zero and state aid has 
decreased. He said the Library provides internet hotspots for the public at a cost of $46,000. Books 
and materials prices have been going up 9-10% each year.  
 
He said that although people are not visiting the library as much, they are checking out more 
materials than ever before. King William County provides 10% of the Library’s overall budget. 
 
Chairman Moren asked what the shared costs among localities are. Mr. Shepley said the Director’s 
salary and materials.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the budget request included both branches. Mr. Shepley said yes, it covers 
both the West Point and Upper King William branches. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked what West Point pays. Mr. Shepley said they provide the building and the 
cleaning and maintenance of the building. He said the Library has been renting the UKW branch and 
their rent has not increased in a few years. Supervisor Garber asked how much the rent is. Mr. 
Shepley said $2,500/month. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked if they used a County-owned building, would it help. Mr. Shepley said 
it would save the cost of rent but for the County, it would depend on how much the building costs 
them.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked if they were giving an across-the-board salary increase. Mr. Shepley 
said no, it was merit-based only. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked what would be the highest raise. Mr. Shepley said 2-3%. 
 
Chairman Moren asked what hours the King William branch is open. Mr. Shepley said it is open 54 
hours/week, Monday – Saturday. Chairman Moren asked what the impact would be of closing a few 
days. Mr. Shepley said they have found that customers do not shift their usage to another day. He 
said they’d have to cut a lot of hours to decrease the cost. He said Hanover County is covering most 
of the salary cost. 
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4.a.ii. Thrive Virginia Budget Presentation – Gillian Barney, CEO 
 
Ms. Barney said Thrive Virginia (formerly Quin Rivers) provides critical services to the County such 
as emergency financial assistance, feeding children when schools are closed, and providing support 
to victims of domestic violence and sexual abuse. Services are provided free to users due to grants 
and County contributions. They are asking for $5,000. 
 
There were no questions from the Board. 
 
4.a.iii. Arts Alive – Ellen Davis, Board President 
 
Ms. Davis thanked the County for their past support and said they are trying to get back to normal 
after COVID. From 2020-2022 they held 7 concerts with 34% participation by KWC residents, a 
camp with 36% participating from KWC, and a drama camp with 54% participating from KWC. She 
said contributions are matched by the Virginia Museum of Fine Arts. Their goal is to keep prices 
down for consumers so they can afford to attend. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said his daughter participated in two programs and enjoyed them. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if they work with Parks & Rec to bring things to this end of town. Ms. Davis 
said they do and will continue as things open up. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said they allow people to experience things they otherwise would not experience 
and that some of the performers go on to greater success. 
 
Chairman Moren said he has issues with this being taxpayer funded. 
 
4.b. Regional Animal Shelter Budget Presentation – Lauri Betts, Manager 
 
Ms. Betts said they are asking for an additional full-time employee, repairs & maintenance on 
flooring, and the Homeward Trails program. She said the Shelter is shared with King & Queen 
County and the costs are split between both counties. 
 
She said the Shelter has offered spay/neuter clinics, PALS and Working Whiskers Programs, and a 
Pet Food Pantry. They have not had a staff increase since 2011. 
 
Ms. Betts said they are hoping to begin a Community Cats Program and Foster Program which will 
help increase live release rates. A grant from Homeward Trails is for the Community Cats Program. 
A representative is present and has spoken to the Sheriffs of both counties, both of whom support 
the program.  
 
Alice Burton with Homeward Trails gave a presentation on the Community Cats program. She was 
Chief of Animal Control in Arlington, VA for 15 years and has seen the positive results of the 
program. The program focuses on TNR – Trap, Neuter, Release. She said there are positive effects in 
the community, complaints decrease, and shelter costs for euthanasia are reduced. She said 
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Homeward Trails chose to bring the program to the RAS because of Ms. Betts’ experience and 
trained staff. They will be coming on April 3rd to spay/neuter 50 cats at no cost.  
 
Ms. Burton said the program helps with fostering and adopting cats, takes work off Animal Control 
Officers, and saves money. It costs $105 to euthanize an animal whereas it costs about $50 to 
spay/neuter and do a health check. She said the County spent $24,000 over the last two years on 
euthanizing.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if they still euthanize if they find something wrong during the health check. 
Ms. Burton said that is up to the veterinarian to make that decision but they will not put a sick cat 
back out in the community. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if King & Queen has agreed to the cost share yet. Ms. Betts said she doesn’t 
know. Mr. Ashcraft said he spoke with their County Administrator who said they are level funding 
all outside agencies and there is no support from King & Queen for this program this year. 
 
Chairman Moren asked what usage percentage is for King & Queen vs. King William. Ms. Betts said 
the populations are different and K&Q Animal Control only works 3 days/week. She said there is a 
big difference but she has no way of knowing exactly. She said K&Q is reactive, not proactive. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if they can handle a surge of animals through this program. Ms. Betts said 
yes because it’s managed. They work with the community caregivers. Ms. Burton said people like 
having community cats around but overpopulation is the problem. She said they have to be handled 
carefully when trapped. Ms. Betts said there would be planned clinics for the trapped cats. 
Homeward Trails is coming in to help and to work with the caregivers to properly train them. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if just King William could do it. Ms. Betts said if she offers a service, she 
has to offer it to all.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked if the program was contingent on the new position. Ms. Betts said yes, 
her staff is already swamped. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked what capacity they are at now. Ms. Betts said they are able to take in 
animals. They only have to close down when there are large animal seizures.  
 
Chairman Moren asked Ms. Betts to describe the process used when euthanizing an animal. Ms. 
Betts said trained individuals perform them. The animal is tranquilized, then given a lethal injection. 
They are then cremated.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked if this presentation had been given in King & Queen. Ms. Betts said they 
only talked over Zoom and they did not hear from Ms. Burton. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked how much of a savings could be expected to offset the cost of the 
program. Ms. Betts said they had spent over $14,000 for euthanizing in 2021. She said the savings 
would help in the long run. Ms. Burton said you also have to take into account how many of the cats 
are female. 

Page 50 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Budget Work Session Meeting of March 2, 2022 

Page 5 of 36 

 
4.c. Outside Consultants & Contractors Expense 
 
Ms. Joranlien presented a listing of outside consultants and contractors with their FY22 information 
and FY23 expected expenditures. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if the amount for lawn maintenance was a yearly figure. Ms. Joranlien said 
yes. Mr. Hudgins said they are in the process of getting a few other quotes but the current vendor 
hasn’t raised costs in the last couple of years. Supervisor Garber asked if they provide lawn care 
only. Mr. Hudgins said yes. They will spread mulch or do other small jobs for an additional fee. Vice 
Chair Hodges asked if they trim shrubs. Mr. Hudgins said no. 
 
4.d. Benefits Overview - Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager 
 
Ms. McInteer provided an updated summary of Annual Benefit Costs (Attachment A). She said she 
had just received more information from VRS but has not had a chance to calculate overall costs yet. 
She also has not received the employer vs employee split from Anthem. 
 
Chairman Moren asked Ms. McInteer to email the information to the Board when she has it. 
 
4.e. Annual Leave Payout - Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager 
 
Ms. McInteer said staff is recommending allowing employees with at least one hundred hours of 
accrued leave to request a once a year payout of 40 hours of that leave if they have also used at least 
40 hours of annual leave in the previous 12 months. Ms. Joranlien said this money is normally set 
aside in case employees leave or retire. This would allow the balance to be slowly decreased rather 
than hitting all at once.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he wants to see the numbers. Ms. Joranlien said it is included in the 
requests later this meeting. 
 
4.f. Salary Comparisons by Position - Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager 
 
Per the Board’s request on February 22, 2022, Ms. McInteer provided a comparison of salaries for 
the Commissioner of the Revenue’s office, Treasurer’s office, Sheriff’s Office, and Fire & EMS. She 
also provided a copy of the Classification and Compensation Review the Board approved in 
February 2020. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the Commissioner of the Revenue and Treasurer’s office salaries were 
brought up in 2020. Ms. McInteer said yes.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski said he wanted to see a comparison of duties between those two offices and 
other County departments. Ms. Joranlien said that was done in the 2020 study. Supervisor Moskalski 
said he’d take a closer look at it and come back with any questions.  
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Ms. McInteer said there are currently seven employees and one elected official who have over 20 
years of service to the County.  
 
Ms. McInteer provided a salary comparison between the Sheriff’s Office and Fire & EMS. Fire 
Department recruits are paid $42,500 upon hire and are required to sign an agreement stating they 
will provide at least three years of service to the County. If they leave within the three years, they 
must repay the cost of the training academy on a prorated basis. Salaries in both departments were 
included in the 2020 study and some employees were given raises to bring them to the minimum of 
their new scales. Sheriff’s Deputies start at $39,000 and are brought up to $42,500 once they 
complete the Academy. 
 
Chairman Moren asked what if the Fire Department recruits were terminated for cause. Ms. 
McInteer said they must repay training costs.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked if the Sheriff’s recruits sign agreements. Sheriff Walton said no.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if they had to pay back a prorated portion of the training if they dropped 
out of the academy. Ms. McInteer said yes. 
 
4.g. County Department Budget Presentations – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial 
Services 
 
Ms. Joranlien said the County was looking at giving salary increases of 1.5% for COLA and 2% for 
those earning merit increases. She noted that the department reports are where she created a leave 
payout line for informational purposes which Supervisor Moskalski had asked for earlier.  
 
The Board of Supervisors draft budget increased by $3,848. Vice Chair Hodges asked why they 
increased the Travel (Convention and Education) line item and if it was used last year. Ms. Joranlien 
said it was not fully used last year but it was assumed there would be more opportunity for training 
this year. Supervisor Moskalski said it makes sense to budget for it and have a cushion.  
 
The County Administrator’s draft budget increased by $254,531, mainly due to salaries for the 
County Administrator and the addition of a Deputy County Administrator. Vice Chair Hodges asked 
who the proposed Summer Intern would report to. Mr. Ashcraft said to the County Administrator 
and Deputy County Administrator. He said they were thinking of someone working toward a 
Political Science or Public Administration degree. He’d like to offer the opportunity for a young 
person advocating for a career in government. He estimates they would work June-August for about 
20 hours/week. He said this would be the first thing cut if things don’t work out. 
 
Financial & Management Services draft budget decreased by $153,847 due to splitting out Human 
Resources and IT to their own departments. Chairman Moren asked if merit increases were being 
given across the board. Ms. Joranlien said no, it’s based on performance review scoring. Vice Chair 
Hodges asked if we have a form for reviews. Ms. Joranlien said yes. Supervisor Garber asked what 
happens if the employee doesn’t score well. Ms. Joranlien said the Department Head and the County 
Administrator would work on goals and areas of improvement to share with the employee. 
Supervisor Greenwood asked how many other counties give increases based on performance. Ms. 
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Joranlien said most do. He said the state doesn’t do that. Supervisor Moskalski said the state is 
discussing doing it now. 
 
The new Human Resources/Payroll draft budget was $187,215 and includes the addition of one full-
time employee. Mr. Ashcraft said he will be recommending that HR be an independent department 
reporting to the County Administrator. Chairman Moren asked if NEOGov was a one-time fee. Ms. 
Joranlien said it is an annual fee. She said performance evaluations can be done through NEOGov in 
the future. Vice Chair Hodges asked why there was a line item for legal. Ms. Joranlien said when 
VRSA has to represent the County at a grievance hearing, we incur a deductible. She said this line 
item was not in the budget before this year.  
 
The Internal Services (IT) draft budget increased by $112,245 and includes a request for a new 
position, new telephone system, and increased security costs. Vice Chair Hodges asked if a new full-
time position had just been added. Ms. Joranlien said yes, in FY22. Chairman Moren asked about the 
security enhancements. Travis Wolfe, Systems Engineer, said Benjamin Shumaker, Information 
Technology Specialist, has been working on pulling back the County’s dependency on Code Blue, 
maintaining our own firewall, and working with a new cybersecurity vendor which allows us to 
manage it ourselves. He said the changes put us in compliance with the state, especially for the 
General Registrar. Supervisor Moskalski asked how much this will offset spending. Mr. Wolfe said it 
is just over $2,000 increase to do it internally and that number will decrease in subsequent years. 
Mr. Ashcraft said he will be recommending that IT be an independent department reporting to the 
County Administrator. Supervisor Greenwood said he thought the phone system was new. Mr. Wolfe 
said it is seven years old and analog. The County still uses copper lines which will no longer be 
supported. The new system would be cloud hosted using SEGRA’s fiber lines. Employees will be able 
to use the phones from home or via their cell phone just as if they were at their desk. Chairman 
Moren asked what happens when the lines are cut. Mr. Wolfe said hopefully we can use All Points 
Broadband as a backup to SEGRA, or perhaps use APB as the main provider with SEGRA as a backup. 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the new 911 lines were installed. Mr. Wolfe said they are in but not yet 
active. Those are through AT&T. Chairman Moren asked if text to 911 was active. Sheriff Walton 
said yes. 
 
The Fire & EMS draft budget increased by $208,392 and assumes the Academy will be covered by 
the SAFER grant. Chairman Moren asked when the discussion of the use of the next tranche of ARPA 
funding will be addressed. Ms. Joranlien said later tonight. There were no questions from the Board. 
 
The Building Inspections draft budget increased by $18,930 which mainly consists of COLA and 
merit increases. There were no questions from the Board.  
 
The General Properties draft budget had an overall decrease of $7,895. Chairman Moren said there 
has been a lot of activity around the Historic Courthouse and asked where the roof repair expense 
was. Mr. Hudgins said it is under CIP. He said they possibly need a French drain and those funds are 
also in CIP. 
 
The Administration of Parks & Recreation draft budget increased by $50,726. Ms. Joranlien pointed 
out that only the Administration of the program was paid from the General Fund. The outdoor 
speaker/projector system was moved from CIP to the budget for FY23. Chairman Moren asked how 
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successful the movies in the park program was. Kayla Huffman, Parks & Rec Manager, said they had 
good participation but it was not as much as they had hoped for. They hope to have better 
participation this year with COVID restrictions easing.  
 
The Parks & Recreation Program Fund draft budget decreased by $2,820. There were no questions 
from the Board.  
 
Planning and Zoning draft budget decreased by $27,250 mainly due to being fully staffed and no 
longer needing contract labor. Chairman Moren asked where we were at in identifying property 
which needs to be demolished and junk vehicles needing to be disposed of. Ms. Graham said they 
have contacted some owners but are having difficulty getting them to do it. She said they have been 
successful in getting a lot of things cleaned up. Liens can be placed on properties facing demolition. 
Supervisor Garber asked how you recoup liens. Mr. Ashcraft said it’s a very slow process. He asked 
if you can sell the property to recover the lien. Mr. Ashcraft said yes, that’s the Treasurer’s decision. 
Supervisor Greenwood asked about the cars on the Import property. Ms. Graham said she has 
notified them and they move them for the inspection but then move them back. Supervisor Garber 
asked if there’s a time limit and if they’re fined per vehicle. Ms. Graham said they’ll be coming back 
with a change to the Zoning Ordinance to address this. The fine depends on a judge’s ruling. 
Supervisor Moskalski asked about the increase in the wage line item. Ms. Joranlien said the 
department is now fully staffed with the addition of the Zoning Administrator and Erosion & 
Sediment Inspector so those expenditures were moved out of the Contract Labor line item (1400) 
and into wages (1130). 
 
Water & Sewer budgets were presented. Ms. Joranlien reminded the Board that these are not in the 
General Fund. There is a request for an additional position and a new vehicle to replace a high 
mileage vehicle. There were no questions from the Board.  
 
4.h. ARPA Budget Overview – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
Chairman Moren asked how long we had to use these funds. Ms. Joranlien said from 3/3/21 – 
12/31/24.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked what will happen if some of the allocations become obsolete. Ms. 
Joranlien said they would come to the Board to reallocate them.  
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked about the Broadband allocations. Ms. Joranlien said $2 million will 
come from ARPA, $275,000 from infrastructure, and $225,000 from an EDA rollover. 
 
Chairman Moren said Breezeline has a contract with the FCC to support the rest of the County. They 
told him they are working on it feverishly.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if that included West Point. Chairman Moren said no, they have Cox. 
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4.i. Tax Reduction Scenarios – Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
Chairman Moren asked how to handle PPT with the increased vehicle values. Supervisor Moskalski 
said the Commissioner of the Revenue could potentially reduce the percentage of the fair market 
value of the vehicle which is taxed and the Board could potentially lower the tax rate. Supervisor 
Garber asked what about when the values go back down. Chairman Moskalski said the 
Commissioner of the Revenue could change the percentage of the fair market value of the vehicle 
which is taxed without the Board having to change the rate. He said he is reticent to do anything 
with PPT now. Chairman Moren asked if NADA adjusts values annually. Supervisor Garber said he 
thinks it’s more often. Supervisor Garber said he prefers a Real Estate tax reduction. Vice Chair 
Hodges and Supervisor Moskalski said this is good information to have to see what we’ll be giving 
up. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said the budget is showing an 8% increase and there is 8% inflation. With the 
reassessment still in progress, his feeling is there should be no reduction this year until we know 
more.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges said this is not a good year to reduce.  
 
Supervisor Greenwood said he sees a lot of wish list items in the budget.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski said we are about $1 million short expense-wise.  
 
Chairman Moren asked about a slush fund. Supervisor Greenwood said it is not a slush fund. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski said we have not funded County capital projects in a while. Supervisor 
Greenwood asked where we would be if we include CIP. Supervisor Moskalski said still at 20%. 
 
Supervisor Garber said at the current tax rate we’ll be $1 million short with what’s being asked for. 
Ms. Joranlien said if revenues are higher than projected, we will owe the schools their share.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the majority of increases in salary were merit or COLA. Ms. Joranlien said 
she can give them a quick summary. 
 
Agenda Item 5. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REQUESTS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood said he wants to see the summary Ms. Joranlien referenced. 
 
Supervisor Garber said he also wants to see the summary and looks forward to the County 
Administrator’s budget presentation. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges said he’d like to honor Captain Scott Hamilton for rescuing a dog in distress which 
was mentioned in the paper. He said everybody’s not going to be happy with the budget decisions. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski had nothing to add. 
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Chairman Moren said this has been the most transparent and comprehensive top-to-bottom budget 
review he’s been involved in. 
 
Agenda Item 6. CLOSED MEETING 
 
6.a. Motion to Convene Closed Meeting 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to convene in Closed Meeting in accordance with Section 2.2-
3711 (A)(1) of the Code of Virginia to consider a personnel matter involving the salary of specific 
public employees. Supervisor Greenwood seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any 
discussion. The members were polled:  
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
6.b. Motion to Reconvene in Open Session 
 
Supervisor Moskalski made a motion to reconvene in Open Session. Supervisor Greenwood 
seconded the motion. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled:  
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
6.c. Certification of Closed Meeting 
 
Vice Chair Hodges moved for adoption of Standing Resolution 1 (SR-1) in accordance with Section 
2.2-3712 (D) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended; the motion was seconded by Supervisor 
Moskalski. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman 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 2.2-3712 (D) 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 
2nd day of March, 2022, 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.  

 
DONE this the 2nd day of March, 2022. 
 
Agenda Item 6. ADJOURN OR RECESS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Supervisor Moskalski. 
The Chairman called for any discussion. All were in favor with none opposing. The meeting was 
adjourned. 
 
 
COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
    
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Vice Chair  Christine H. Branch 
Board of Supervisors  Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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DRAFT MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JOINT BUDGET WORK SESSION WITH KING WILLIAM COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOL BOARD 
MARCH 8, 2022 

 
A joint budget work session meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, 
with the King William County Public School Board was held on the 8th day of March 2022, beginning 
at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the County Administration Building and via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Moren called the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The Board of Supervisors members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
 
The School Board members were polled: 
 
5th District, Mark P. Lee Present 
2nd District, Kathy H. Morrison Present 
3rd District, Lindsey Catlett Present 
4th District, Terry S. Stone Present 
At Large, Veda G. Frazier – Chair Present 
 
Agenda Item 3.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF MEETING AGENDA 
 
Vice Chair Hodges moved for the adoption of the agenda for this meeting as presented; motion was 
seconded by Supervisor Garber. The Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
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Agenda Item 4. BUDGET WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
4.a. King William County Public Schools FY23 Budget Presentation – David O. White, Ed.D., 
KWCPS Superintendent, and Staci Longest, KWCPS Director of Finance 
 
Dr. White went over the presentation provided (Attachment A). Also present were Stacy Johnson, 
Assistant Superintendent, and Tony Stone, Director of Operations. 
 
4.b. General Discussion 
 
Supervisor Garber asked the balance in the School Reserve Fund. Ms. Longest said approximately 
$700,000 which they plan to use for Capital Projects. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked what percentage of the population does the PreK program reach. Dr. White 
said not a lot. He said Kindergarten students are arriving ill equipped for school, both emotionally 
and developmentally.  
 
Chairman Moren asked how this has been evaluated. Dr. White said by teachers. The children don’t 
know how to do things like line up or use scissors.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked how many dual enrollment teachers they have right now. Dr. White said 
they work with Rappahannock Community College to get teachers qualified to teach dual 
enrollment. Ms. Johnson said they had a qualified math teacher but that person left. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the salaries shown in the presentation are current. Dr. White said yes. 
Vice Chair Hodges asked about the number of resignations doubling. Ms. Longest said they have 11 
teachers who are leaving after this school year, 2 left during the school year, and 8 left to pursue 
better pay and more flexibility. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked if this was a trend. Dr. White said yes, many are leaving the profession or 
choosing to teach from home. Ms. Longest said Virtual Virginia opportunities were expanded for 
students which meant the number of virtual teachers needed grew as well.  
 
Vice Chair Hodges said he’s heard that virtual is not that great. It is only good for some kids. Dr. 
White said some excel, others aren’t disciplined enough to do the work with the limited supervision 
virtual affords.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked how many students are now homeschooled. Ms. Longest said it peaked at 
150 but some are starting to come back. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if that effects federal funding. Ms. Longest said it effects their ADM. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked the actual enrollment figures. Ms. Longest said 2,031. It was 2,017 last year 
and 2,158 pre-pandemic. She said the FY23 budget is based on 2,000 students. 
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Supervisor Greenwood asked if raises would help retention. Dr. White said some but teachers are 
also leaving due to stress. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked why King William was higher than Hanover at Step 30. Ms. Stone said 
Hanover has more steps above 30. She said it is hard to compare because of the varying steps among 
school districts but you can compare starting salary with confidence. They are competing with other 
localities based on starting salary. 
 
Chairman Moren said the retention challenge is not unique to teaching and asked what is their 
fallback. Dr. White said they use an outside company to provide substitutes but that has not been 
reliable. They have a 60-70% fill rate so if a teacher is needed and none are available, others have 
to cover down. Students are not receiving instruction when there is no substitute available. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if pay was really the issue. Dr. White said it is part of it. Stress and job 
flexibility were also causing people to leave and leave for better pay. 
 
Chairman Moren asked if they had brough mental health experts in to help with the stress. Dr. White 
said they have a program available through their health benefits. He said the stress is caused by 
what they face every day as well as the issues from the pandemic. He said teachers, staff, and nurses 
were getting cursed out by parents when they enforce the quarantine protocols. Ms. Morrison said 
students had to miss 10-14 days while in quarantine and teachers had to offer in-home instruction 
plus catch those students up when they returned to school.  
 
Supervisor Garber asked about speech services. Dr. White said it is required. They use an agency 
and it is currently being done online. Supervisor Garber asked if they are charging the same fee for 
online service. Dr. White said they are actually charging more. Ms. Longest said they used to pay 
$65/hour pre-pandemic for someone to come in-house and now it is $90-100/hour plus they’ve 
had to hire a paraprofessional to make sure the computer moves from kid to kid to ensure they’re 
getting the services they’re supposed to. 
 
Chairman Moren said he had researched Mastery Connect and was impressed by it. He asked if that 
will help. Dr. White said it will not be fully implemented this year. It helps make sure kids are caught 
up and are learning and the information is current. He said it’s amazing the amount of data it 
provides. The information is shared and available to teachers and staff so all are kept in the loop. He 
said there are challenges caused by pacing. Small group remediation has to be created and then they 
have to find a time to provide it when the student will not miss out on other instruction.  
 
Ms. Johnson provided homeschool rates. There are currently 195 homeschooled students 
representing 113 families. Last year there were 234 students representing 130 families. Pre-
pandemic there were 158 homeschooled students representing 85 families. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski asked how the homeschool numbers will affect enrollment. He said the 
student population growth has not kept pace with the overall County growth. Ms. Stone said there 
has been a drop in live birth rates over the last ten years. Graduating classes are much larger than 
the Kindergarten classes entering the system as they leave. She said the numbers were rising pre-

Page 86 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Page 4 of 14 

pandemic. Supervisor Moskalski said many expected student numbers would rise in the next 5-7 
years due to an increase in births after the pandemic but that does not seem to be the case. 
 
Supervisor Garber said he’s heard each new house has 1.93 students. Supervisor Moskalski said that 
is only true for houses with children, not all houses. Ms. Frazier said people seem to be waiting 
longer to have children and many are choosing not to have them at all.  
 
Ms. Frazier pointed out that the County also lost teachers to Virtual Virginia.  
 
Chairman Moren asked if the system were fluid enough to adapt to the changes in student 
population. Dr. White said yes because the district is small enough to be able to move resources 
where they are needed. He said the elementary and primary schools are purely driven by numbers. 
The middle and high school are driven by the course needs of the student population. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked what the tuition is for Virtual Virginia. Dr. White said they pay about 
$4,000 per student and it is based on the Composite Index. Ms. Stone said there is no flexibility with 
in-person instruction due to fixed costs like heat, electricity, buses, etc. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges asked if the school division is responsible for the cost if students choose Virtual 
Virginia. Dr. White said yes. 
 
Supervisor Garber asked how many students attending KWPS pay tuition. Ms. Longest said 13. 
 
Chairman Moren asked how ARPA affected the division. Dr. White said they have used it for goods 
and services and supplies. They have not used it to fund salaries because they knew it was not an 
ongoing thing. For positions added due to grant funds, they have made it very clear to the employee 
that the position is grant funded and may be cut if/when the grant funding ends. Chairman Moren 
asked if they were getting a second tranche. Ms. Longest said they are not getting more and the 
regulations were very specific as to what the money could be used for. 
 
Supervisor Greenwood asked how many teachers are in each step. Ms. Longest said she would pull 
a report and let him know. Vice Chair Hodges said it didn’t really matter since the steps don’t match 
other school divisions. Dr. White said the steps did not reflect true tenure. 
 
Chairman Moren said teacher contracts seem to be convoluted. Ms. Stone said the idea of contracts 
is strongly held across the state and nation. She said it outlines the number of days and is overly 
complex but very much protected.  
 
Ms. Stone said King William County is keeping pace with our neighbors and not falling too far behind 
other localities. Supervisor Moskalski said we fell behind at one point but have caught up. He said 
the great recession brought incredible damage to public employee salaries so it’s understandable 
that people are walking away to the private sector. Ms. Stone said once you leave state or federal 
money on the table, you can’t get it back. Supervisor Moskalski said the Board is trying to be more 
consistent annually in order not to fall behind. 
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Ms. Frazier said we have to make it so people want to come to King William County to live, work, 
and stay.  
 
Mr. Ashcraft mentioned the joint garage project. He said he is hopeful the County and School 
Division can cooperate and work together to make it happen. Dr. White said the current garage 
doesn’t fit the buses. It also has a pit which is no longer in compliance with guidelines which say it 
should have a lift instead. He said there is a possibility that the mechanics can work on both buses 
and County vehicles, however, they might not be certified to work on specialty vehicles such as Fire 
& EMS vehicles.  
 
Chairman Moren asked about contracting out bus services. Dr. White said it’s never been a cost 
effective option and he doesn’t know of anyone doing it. Ms. Stone said the employees come in 
contact with the children every day and the company may not do the same background checks the 
Division would do on their drivers. Also, if the contractor can’t fill a position, you’re out of luck. Mr. 
Lee said they are looking at getting more fuel efficient vehicles. Dr. White said there are grants 
available for electric buses. Ms. Longest said she and Mr. Stone have submitted a lot of grant 
applications and are continuously looking for more. 
 
Mr. Moren said the only action item left is for the Division to provide the number of employees in 
each step. 
 
Agenda Item 5. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REQUESTS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood had nothing to add. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski had nothing to add. 
 
Vice Chair Hodges had nothing to add. 
 
Supervisor Garber said to continue to pray for the Ukraine as things have gotten worse. He said this 
was a good presentation. 
 
Chairman Moren said he appreciated everyone’s effort and he’s optimistic we can make it happen. 
 
Agenda Item 6. ADJOURN OR RECESS 
 
Supervisor Greenwood made a motion to adjourn the meeting; seconded by Vice Chair Hodges. The 
Chairman called for any discussion. The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr. Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  Stephen K. Greenwood Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman Aye 
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COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
    
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Vice Chair  Christine H. Branch 
Board of Supervisors  Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
 

Page 89 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 7 of 14 

ATTACHMENT A 
 

 

Page 90 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 8 of 14 

 

Page 91 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 9 of 14 

 

Page 92 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 10 of 14 

 

Page 93 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 11 of 14 

 

Page 94 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 12 of 14 

 

Page 95 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 13 of 14 

 

Page 96 of 226



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

DRAFT Minutes of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Joint Budget Work Session Meeting of March 8, 2022 

Attachment A 
Page 14 of 14 

 

Page 97 of 226



AGENDA ITEM 7.b.
Approval of Expenditures - February 2022

Page 98 of 226



Board of Supervisors

William L. Hodges, First District
Natasha L. Joranlien Travis J. Moskalski, Second District
Director of Financial Services Stephen K. Greenwood, Third District

C. Stewart Garber, Jr., Fourth District
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Fifth District

DATE: March 28, 2022
TO: King William County Board of Supervisors
FROM: Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services
SUBJECT: Monthly Expenditures - February 2022

County Administration Expenditures (excluding Payroll)
Checks and ACH processed 1,371,855.12            
Transfer from Treasurer to Schools 805,940.58               

County Administration Payroll
Payroll Net 358,718.74               
Employer Benefit Portion 133,722.58               
Employer State Unemployment 3,389.08                   
Employer FICA/Med Portion 37,293.54                 

County Costs 533,123.94               
Employee Portion of Taxes 97,108.72                
Employee Portion of Benefits 56,024.37                

686,257.03              

ARPA Funds (Fund 215) -                             
Comprehensive Services Act 34,166.75                 

Department of Social Services Expenditures (excluding Payroll)
Checks and ACH processed 5,616.35                   
Christmas Dreams 879.29                       
DSS Payroll
Payroll Net 49,751.28                 
Employer Benefit Portion 17,537.29                 
Employer State Unemployment 931.43                       
Employer FICA/Med Portion 5,028.43                   

DSS Costs 73,248.43                 
Employee Portion of Taxes 11,454.09                
Employee Portion of Benefits 7,397.87                   

92,100.39                
TREASURER MANUAL CHECKS ISSUED
Expenses 427.46                      
Refunds 2,582.89                   
Pass Thru 1,111.93                   

4,122.28                   

Total County Administration, ARPA, Social Services, CSA, & 
Treasurer Manual Checks 2,828,952.74            

MEMO
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RESOLUTION 22-18 1 

COMMEMORATION OF THE THREE-HUNDRED-TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 2 

ESTABLISMENT OF KING WILLIAM COUNTY 3 

WHEREAS, on October 2, 1701, the Virginia House of Burgesses passed and Governor 4 

Frances Nicholson assented to the enabling act creating a distinct county from the Pamunkey 5 

Neck portion of King and Queen County, which is the land that lies between the Mattaponi 6 

and Pamunkey Rivers; and 7 

WHEREAS, effective April 11, 1702, the area known as Pamunkey Neck became King 8 

William County, the twenty-fourth county then existing in Virginia; and 9 

WHEREAS, King William County was named for William of Orange, the reigning 10 

monarch of England, Scotland, and Ireland, known as King William III, who ruled from 1689-11 

1702; and 12 

WHEREAS, King William County Courthouse, circa 1725, is considered one of the 13 

finest examples of early colonial brickwork and courthouse design and is the oldest 14 

courthouse in continuous use in the United States and the oldest public building in Virginia; 15 

and 16 

WHEREAS, Lieutenant Governor Alexander Spotswood and the Knights of the Golden 17 

Horseshoe embarked in 1716 on their expedition to the Blue Ridge Mountains from Chelsea 18 

Plantation in King William County; and 19 

WHEREAS, King William County was home to Carter Braxton, III, signer of the 20 

Declaration of Independence, from 1777-1786; and 21 

WHEREAS, King William County was the birthplace in 1898 of Lieutenant General 22 

Lewis B. “Chestly” Puller, the most decorated U.S. Marine in the Corp’s history; and  23 

WHEREAS, King William County is the home of three Native American tribes – the 24 

Mattaponi, the Pamunkey, and the Upper Mattaponi – which were part of Chief Powhatan’s 25 

Confederacy and is also home to the only two Native American reservations in Virginia – the 26 

Mattaponi and the Pamunkey – which are also the two oldest reservations in the United 27 

States; and 28 
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WHEREAS, during the 1720’s two counties, Caroline and Spotsylvania, were formed 29 

in part from King William County; and 30 

WHEREAS, King William County held a Tricentennial Celebration with numerous 31 

activities throughout 2002 to celebrate King William County’s three hundredth anniversary 32 

milestone; and  33 

WHEREAS, King William County’s three hundred twentieth anniversary will take 34 

place on April 11, 2022 and will be celebrated with a birthday cake in the County 35 

Administration Building, tours of the King William Historical Society Museum, and an 36 

Archaeology Day at the Tavern site next to the Historic Courthouse; 37 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors 38 

joins with the good citizens of King William County in the commemoration and celebration 39 

of the County’s three hundred twentieth birthday; and 40 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors hereby 41 

acknowledges and commemorates the significant role that King William County has played 42 

in the history and development of the Commonwealth of Virginia and the United States of 43 

America; and 44 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors hereby 45 

acknowledges and expresses their appreciation to the King William Historical Society for 46 

their efforts in preserving, discovering, and presenting the history of the County and for 47 

contributing their knowledge in order to educate the public; and 48 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution expressing the sense of the King 49 

William County Board of Supervisors on this matter shall be conveyed to the citizens of King 50 

William County and members of the King William Historical Society and shall be spread upon 51 

the meeting minutes of said Board of Supervisors. 52 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 53 
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RESOLUTION 22-20 1 

RECOGNITION AND APPRECIATION OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PROFESSIONALS 2 

DURING EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PROFESSIONALS WEEK 3 

WHEREAS, the Commonwealth of Virginia has established a state program of 4 

emergency management and requires localities to have emergency management programs 5 

to address the array of threats and hazards to which the people of the Commonwealth are 6 

vulnerable; and 7 

WHEREAS, emergency management protects communities by coordinating and 8 

integrating all activities necessary to build, sustain, and improve the capability to mitigate 9 

against, prepare for, respond to, and recover from threatened or actual natural disasters 10 

and acts of terrorism and other man-made disasters; and  11 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals play an under-recognized yet 12 

indispensable role in providing the leadership, management, and operational skills 13 

necessary to enable their communities, organizations, and agencies to develop emergency 14 

plans and procedures, ensure personnel are adequately trained and exercise plans, provide 15 

emergency warnings, notifications, and alerts, and acquire resources to protect lives and 16 

property and enhance resiliency to emergency events; and 17 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals direct or support emergency 18 

operations, maintain dedicated emergency operations centers in 24/7 readiness, and 19 

actively serve operationally throughout the cycle of emergency events; and 20 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals communicate and coordinate 21 

with a broad network of partners at the federal, state, regional, and local levels of 22 

government, in the private sector, and at nongovernmental organizations and with the 23 

general public; and 24 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals possess extensive knowledge of 25 

the hazards and risks that threaten the Commonwealth and its communities, the specific 26 

programs and strategies available to address them, applicable federal, state, and local laws 27 
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and compliance guidelines, and the roles of critical partners essential to effective 28 

preparedness, response, and disaster recovery; and 29 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals assist allied professionals in the 30 

medical community and in emergency response, business, nonprofit, and faith 31 

organizations to achieve preparedness, response, and recovery capabilities; and 32 

WHEREAS, a well-prepared and resilient community is the ultimate goal of 33 

emergency management; and 34 

WHEREAS, emergency management professionals serve as the critical link between 35 

government and those they serve; public outreach and public education undergird the 36 

effectiveness of all emergency management efforts; and 37 

WHEREAS, the Senate of the Commonwealth of Virginia has designated the third 38 

week in March as Emergency Management Professionals Week in Virginia; 39 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors is 40 

proud to honor the service and commitment of King William County emergency management 41 

professionals and recognize their contributions to the lives, health, and safety of all who live, 42 

visit, and do business in the County. 43 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 44 
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5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

ORDINANCE 02-22 

AMENDING ORDINANCE 12-05 TO ADJUST THE BOUNDARY LINES OF THE SECOND, 

THIRD, FOURTH, AND FIFTH ELECTION DISTRICTS AND UPDATING KING WILLIAM 

COUNTY CODE ARTICLE II SCHOOL BOARD, DIVISION 2 ELECTIONS, SECTIONS 54-52 

ELECTION DISTRICTS ENUMERATED, AND 54-55 ENUMERATION OF POLLING PLACES 

WHEREAS, the King William County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance 12-05 

on June 25, 2012 which delineated King William County’s Election District Boundaries; and 

WHEREAS, decennial redistricting is required following the U.S. Census Bureau’s 

2020 Census in accordance with Virginia Code §24.2-304.1(B) and §24.2-304.1(C); and 

WHEREAS, populations within each district have changed since the 2010 Census 

causing inequal apportionment between the districts; and 

WHEREAS, adjustments of boundaries are required to bring each district’s 

population within acceptable equality parameters;  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED by the Board of Supervisors of King 

William County this 28th day of March, 2022 that Ordinance 02-22 amending Ordinance 12-

05 is hereby enacted to read as follows:  

AN ORDINANCE TO PROVIDE FOR THE APPORTIONMENT 

OF MEMBERS OF THE KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF 

SUPERVISORS, TO ALTER BOUNDARY LINES OF THE 

ELECTION DISTRICTS, AND TO DESIGNATE EACH 

ELECTION DISTRICT AND PRECINCT 21 

  Section 1. Pursuant to the authority contained in the Code of Virginia, 1950, as 22 

amended, the Election Districts of King William County, Virginia, are hereby altered and 23 

established as set forth in this Ordinance. 24 

Section 2. The Election Districts with populations set forth are as follows: 25 

DISTRICT POPULATION 26 

First Election District 3,306   3,414 27 
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Second Election District 3,067   3,671 28 

Third Election District 3,235   3,600 29 

Fourth Election District 3,058   3,411 30 

Fifth Election District 3,269   3,714 31 

First Election District 32 

-West Point Precinct 33 

The boundaries of the West Point Precinct shall be the corporate limits of the Town of West 34 

Point as described in an order of the Circuit Court of King William County entered on the 35 

ninth day of December, 1963, and of record in the clerk’s office of that Court in Chancery 36 

Order Book 13, page 216 and as those limits were enlarged by the voluntary boundary 37 

agreement approved on the twenty-third day of August, 1999, by the Board of Supervisors of 38 

King William County and approved on the eighth day of September, 1999, by the Town 39 

Council of the Town of West Point. 40 

Second Election District 41 

-Courthouse Precinct 42 

From the intersection of the Pamunkey River and an unnamed tributary of the Pamunkey 43 

River which forms the boundary of Census Blocks 3015 and 3037, then following the 44 

boundary of the aforementioned Census Blocks easterly to its intersection with the boundary 45 

between Census Blocks 3015 and 3041, then following the boundary between Census Blocks 46 

3041 and 3037 easterly to its intersection with East River Road (Rt. 600). 2201 and 2212, 47 

approximately 350 yards southwest of the terminus of Green Level Road, then following the 48 

boundary of the aforementioned Census Blocks to its intersection with Green Level Road, 49 

then northeasterly following the centerline of Green Level Road to its intersection with Mt. 50 

Olive-Cohoke Road (Rt. 632), then northwesterly following the centerline of Mt. Olive-51 

Cohoke Road northeasterly to its intersection with Jacks Creek Road (Rt. 629) continuing 52 

northeasterly along the centerline of Jacks Creek Road to its intersection with Acquinton 53 

Church Road (Rt. 618), then northwesterly following the centerline of Acquinton Church 54 

Road to its intersection with East River Road (Rt. 600).  Then following northerly along the 55 

centerline of East River Road (Rt. 600) to its intersection with King William Road (Rt. 30). 56 

Then following the centerline of King William Road (Rt. 30) northwesterly until its 57 
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intersection with Indian Church Road (Rt.XX) at the boundary between Census Blocks 4028 58 

and 4030. Then following the boundary of Census Block 4030 northerly then easterly along 59 

an unnamed tributary of the Mattaponi River which forms the boundary of Census Block 60 

4030 until its intersection with an unnamed tributary of the Mattaponi River forming the 61 

boundary between Census Blocks 4012 and 4011. Then following the boundary of the 62 

aforementioned Census Blocks northerly to its intersection with West River Road (Rt. 600). 63 

Then following the center line of West River Road (Rt. 600) northerly to its intersection with 64 

Poplar Landing Road. Then following the centerline of Poplar Landing Road northeasterly to 65 

its intersection with Aylett Creek. Then following the centerline of Aylett Creek southerly to 66 

its intersection with the Mattaponi River.  Then crossing King William Road (Rt. 30) and 67 

continuing along the centerline of West River Road (Rt. 600) to its intersection of census 68 

block 4070 and following an unnamed tributary of the Mattaponi River.  Then following that 69 

boundary westerly to its intersection with the Mattaponi River.  Then following the 70 

centerline of the Mattaponi River downstream, southeasterly to its intersection with the 71 

Mattaponi Indian Reservation’s southern boundary which is the boundary between Census 72 

Blocks 2062 2012 and 2041 2019, then following that boundary westerly to its intersection 73 

with Indian Town Road (Rt. 625), then following the centerline of Indian Town Road 74 

southerly to its intersection with East Rose Garden Road (Rt. 626), then following the 75 

centerline of East Rose Garden Road (Rt. 626) westerly to its intersection with King William 76 

Road.  Then following centerline of West Rose Garden Road (Rt. 626) to its intersection with 77 

Powhatan Trail (Rt. 633), and then along the centerline of Powhatan Trail to the Pamunkey 78 

River. Then following the centerline of the Pamunkey River northwesterly to its intersection 79 

with unnamed tributary of the Pamunkey River which forms the boundary of Census Blocks 80 

3015 and 3037. 81 

-Sweet Hall Precinct 82 

From the Mattaponi Indian Reservation’s southern boundary which is the boundary between 83 

Census Blocks 2062 2012 and 2041 2019, then following the centerline of the Mattaponi 84 

River downstream, southeasterly to its intersection with the unnamed tributary of the 85 

Mattaponi River that forms the West Point Town boundary between Census Blocks 1007 and 86 

1003.boundary of Census Blocks 1011  and 1007, then following that boundary southerly to 87 

its intersection with Geron Lane, then following the centerline of Geron Lane to its 88 
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intersection with Chelsea Road (Rt. 635), then following the centerline of Chelsea Road 89 

northwesterly to its intersection with the West Point town boundary then following the town 90 

boundary southwesterly to its intersection with VFW Road (Rt. 636) then following the 91 

centerline of VFW Road southeasterly to its southern intersection with the West Point town 92 

boundary Then following the town boundary southwesterly to its intersection with the 93 

Pamunkey River, then northwesterly following the centerline of the Pamunkey River to 94 

Lester Manor Landing, then following the centerline of Powhatan Trail (Rt. 633) to its 95 

intersection with West Rose Garden Road (Rt. 626), then following the centerline of West 96 

Rose Garden Road northeast to its intersection with King William Road (Rt. 30).  Then 97 

following the centerline of King William Road, northwesterly, to its intersection with East 98 

Rose Garden Road, then following the centerline of East Rose Garden Road, northerly, to its 99 

intersection with Indian Town Road, then following the centerline of Indian Town Road, 100 

northerly, to its intersection with the Mattaponi Indian Reservation’s southern boundary 101 

which is the boundary between Census Block 2005 and 2087 2012 and 2019. 102 

Third Election District 103 

-Aylett Precinct 104 

From the confluence of Herring Creek and the Mattaponi River, westerly along the centerline 105 

of Herring Creek, then westerly along the centerline of Millwood Rd. (Rt. 607) to the 106 

intersection with Upshaw Rd. (Rt. 608), then following the centerline of Upshaw Road to the 107 

intersection with Vessels Road (Rt. 659).  Then southerly along the centerline of Vessels 108 

Road (Rt. 659) along boundary line of census block 3018 3011 to centerline of Cherry Hill 109 

Drive (Rt. 1225) to its intersection with King William Road (Rt. 30) Then southeasterly along 110 

the centerline of King William Road (Rt. 30) to its intersection with West River Road (Rt. 111 

600) Indian Church Road (Rt. XX) at the boundary between Census Blocks 4028 and 4030. 112 

Then following the boundary of Census Block 4030 northerly then easterly along an 113 

unnamed tributary of the Mattaponi River which forms the boundary of Census Block 4030 114 

until its intersection with an unnamed tributary of the Mattaponi River forming the 115 

boundary between Census Blocks 4012 and 4011. Then following the boundary of the 116 

aforementioned Census Blocks northerly to its intersection with West River Road (Rt. 600). 117 

Then following the center line of West River Road (Rt. 600) northerly to its intersection with 118 

Poplar Landing Road. Then following the centerline of Poplar Landing Road northeasterly to 119 
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its intersection with Aylett Creek. Then following the centerline of Aylett Creek southerly to 120 

its intersection with the Mattaponi River.. Then following West River Road (Rt. 600) to its 121 

intersection of census block 4070 and following an unnamed tributary to the Mattaponi 122 

River. Then following that boundary westerly to its intersection with the Mattaponi River. 123 

Then following the Mattaponi River northwesterly to the confluence of Herring Creek. 124 

Fourth Election District 125 

-Manquin Precinct 126 

From the intersection of King William Road (Rt. 30) and Cherry Hill Drive (Rt. 1225) westerly 127 

following the centerline of King William Road (Rt. 30) and Cherry Hill Drive (Rt. 1225) to the 128 

intersection with Enfield Road (Rt. 610), then southerly along the centerline of Enfield Road 129 

to the intersection with unnamed road that is the boundary for Census Blocks 1003 1037 and 130 

1004, Census Block 1008, and Census Block 1010, then following the boundary between 131 

Census Blocks 1037 and 1004 westerly then southerly to its intersection with Webb Creek 132 

which forms the boundary between Census Blocks 1004 and 1036. Then following the 133 

centerline of Webb Creek westerly to its intersection with an unnamed road forming the 134 

boundary of Census Blocks 1032 and 1036, then following said unnamed road southerly to 135 

its intersection with Dabneys Mill Rd (Rt. 604). of the boundary of Census Block 1036 said 136 

unnamed road westerly to its intersection with another unnamed road that serves as the 137 

boundary for Census Blocks 1054, 1055 and 1057, then southerly to its intersection with 138 

Dabneys Mill Road, following the centerline of Dabneys Mill Road (Rt. 604) to its intersection 139 

with Mehixon Creek Lane, then following Mehixon Creek Lane to Mehixon Creek, then to its 140 

confluence with the Pamunkey River.  Then following Dabneys Mill Rd southerly to its 141 

intersection with the boundary of Census Blocks 1052 and 1053, then following this 142 

boundary southerly to the Pamunkey River. Then following the centerline of the Pamunkey 143 

River southerly to the intersection of Census Blocks 3015 and 3037, then following the 144 

boundary of the aforementioned Census Blocks easterly to its intersection with the boundary 145 

between Census Blocks 3015 and 3041, then following the boundary between Census Blocks 146 

3041 and 3037 easterly to its intersection with East River Road (Rt. 600). Then following 147 

northerly along the centerline of East River Road (Rt. 600) to its intersection with King 148 

William Road (Rt. 30). Then following the centerline of King William Road (Rt. 30) 149 

northwesterly until its intersection with 2201 and 2212, then following the boundary of the 150 
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aforementioned Census Blocks to its intersection with Green Level Road (Rt. 621), then 151 

northeasterly following the centerline of Green Level Road to its intersection with Mt. Olive-152 

Cohoke Road (Rt. 632). Then following northwesterly along the centerline of Mt. Olive-153 

Cohoke Road (Rt. 632) to its intersection with Jacks Creek Road (Rt. 629) continuing 154 

northeasterly along the centerline of Jacks Creek Road to its intersection with Acquinton 155 

Church Road (Rt. 618).  Then following northwesterly along the centerline of Acquinton 156 

Church Road to its intersection with East River Road (Rt. 600).  Then following northerly 157 

along the centerline of East River Road (Rt. 600) to its intersection with King William Road 158 

(Rt. 30). Then following the centerline of King William Road (Rt. 30), northwesterly, to its 159 

intersection with Kelley Lane (Rt. 612).  Then northwesterly following the centerline of 160 

Kelley Lane (Rt. 612) to its intersection with Cherry Hill Drive (Rt. 1225).   161 

Fifth Election District 162 

-Mangohick Precinct 163 

From the intersection of the county boundary with Caroline County and the Mattaponi River, 164 

downstream along the centerline of the Mattaponi River, then westerly along the centerline 165 

of Herring Creek, then westerly along the centerline of Millwood Rd. (Rt. 607) to the 166 

intersection with Upshaw Rd. (Rt. 608), then following the centerline of Upshaw Rd. to the 167 

intersection with Vessels Road (Rt. 659), then following centerline of Vessels Road (Rt. 659) 168 

and along the boundary line of Census Block 3018 3011 to centerline of Cherry Hill Drive (Rt. 169 

1225) and to its intersection with King William Road (Rt. 30).  Then following the centerline 170 

of King William Road (Rt. 30) westerly to its intersection with Enfield Road (Rt. 610).  Then 171 

southerly following Enfield Rd. to the intersection with unnamed road that is the boundary 172 

for Census Block 1010, Census Block 1008, and Census Block 1003, then following said 173 

unnamed road to its intersection with another unnamed road that serves as the boundary for 174 

Census Blocks 1057, 1055 and 1054, then southerly to its intersection with Dabneys Mill 175 

Road, following the centerline of Dabneys Mill Road to its intersection with Mehixon Creek 176 

Lane, then following Mehixon Creek Lane to Mehixon Creek, then to its confluence with the 177 

Pamunkey River. Then southerly along the centerline of Enfield Road to the intersection with 178 

unnamed road that is the boundary for Census Blocks 1037 and 1004, then following the 179 

boundary between Census Blocks 1037 and 1004 westerly then southerly to its intersection 180 

with Webb Creek which forms the boundary between Census Blocks 1004 and 1036. Then 181 
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following the centerline of Webb Creek westerly to its intersection with an unnamed road 182 

forming the boundary of Census Blocks 1032 and 1036, then following said unnamed road 183 

southerly to its intersection with Dabneys Mill Rd (Rt. 604). Then following Dabneys Mill Rd 184 

southerly to its intersection with the boundary of Census Blocks 1052 and 1053, then 185 

following this boundary southerly to the Pamunkey River. Then upstream northwesterly 186 

along the centerline of the Pamunkey River to its intersection with the county boundary with 187 

Caroline County, and then returning to the origin, following the county boundary, at the 188 

intersection of the county boundary with Caroline County and the Mattaponi River. 189 

Precinct Voting Locations 190 

First – West Point Armory 191 

110 Thompson Ave – “West Point” 192 

Second-A – VFW Post #8356 193 

1658 VFW Road – “Sweet Hall” 194 

Second-B – King William Admin. Bldg. 195 

180 Horse Landing Road – “Courthouse” 196 

Third – King William Vol. Fire & Rescue Fire and EMS – Station 1 197 

7936 Richmond-Tappahannock Hwy. – “Aylett” 198 

Fourth – King William High School 199 

80 Cavalier Drive – “Manquin” 200 

Fifth – Mangohick Vol. Fire Dept. 201 

3493 King William Road – “Mangohick” 202 

  Section 3. One supervisor shall be elected from each Election District as set forth 203 

by this Ordinance by the qualified votes of such district. 204 

  Section 4. Map references are based on Census Bureau digital data incorporated 205 

in the King William County geographic information system. 206 
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Section 5. Should any section or provision of this Ordinance be decided to be 207 

invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any 208 

other section and provisions of this Ordinance. 209 

Section 6. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon certification of no 210 

objection to be received from the Office of the Attorney General of Virginia. 211 

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED AND ENACTED by the Board of Supervisors of King William 212 

County this 28th day of March, 2022 that County Code Article II School Board, Division 2 213 

Elections, Sections 54-52 Election Districts Enumerated, and 54-55 Enumeration of Polling 214 

Places are hereby amended as follows: 215 

Sec. 54-52. - Election districts enumerated. 216 

The election districts with populations set forth are as follows: 217 

Second election district: 2144   3,671 218 

Third election district: 2132   3,600 219 

Fourth election district: 2271   3,411 220 

Fifth election district: 2125   3,714 221 

At-large election district: 8672  14,396 222 

Sec. 54-55. - Enumeration of polling places. 223 

The polling places shall be as follows: 224 

(1) Election district two: Precinct A—VFW Post #8356225 

Precinct B—American Legion Post #314   King William County Admin. Building226 

(2) Election district three: King William County Administration Building  King William227 

Fire & EMS – Station 1 228 

(3) Election district four: King William High School229 

(4) Election district five: Mangohick Baptist Church   Mangohick Volunteer Fire Dept.230 

ADOPTED this the 28th day of March, 2022. 231 
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RESOLUTION 22-19 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF UP TO $7,205,000 MAXIMUM 

PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF A GENERAL OBLIGATION SCHOOL BOND OF THE 

COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA TO BE SOLD TO THE VIRGINIA PUBLIC 

SCHOOL AUTHORITY FOR PURPOSES OF FINANCING THE DESIGN, 

ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND EQUIPPING OF PUBLIC SCHOOL 

FACILITIES AND PROVIDING FOR THE FORM, DETAILS AND PAYMENT 

THEREOF 

 

 Be it resolved by the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, Virginia: 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors (the “Board of Supervisors”) of the County of 

King William, Virginia (the “County”), has determined that it is necessary and expedient to 

borrow an amount not to exceed $7,205,000 and to issue its general obligation school bond (as 

more specifically defined below, the “Local School Bond”) for the purpose of financing school 

capital projects, including, but not limited to, HVAC projects within district school buildings and 

other capital improvements to school facilities (together, the “Project”); 

WHEREAS, the County held a public hearing, duly noticed, on March 28, 2022, on the 

issuance of the Local School Bond in accordance with the requirements of Section 15.2-2606, Code 

of Virginia 1950, as amended (the “Virginia Code”);  

WHEREAS, the School Board of the County (the “School Board”) has, by resolution, 

requested the Board of Supervisors to authorize the issuance of the Local School Bond and consented 

to the issuance of the Local School Bond;  

WHEREAS, Virginia Public School Authority (“VPSA”) has offered to purchase the Local 

School Bond along with the local school bonds of certain other localities with a portion of the proceeds 

of certain bonds to be issued by VPSA in the spring of 2022 (the “VPSA Bonds”); 

WHEREAS, the Bond Sale Agreement (as defined below) shall indicate that $6,875,000 is 

the amount of proceeds requested (the “Proceeds Requested”) from VPSA in connection with the 

sale of the Local School Bond; 

 

WHEREAS, VPSA's objective is to pay the County a purchase price for the Local School 

Bond which, in VPSA's judgment, reflects the Local School Bond's market value (the “VPSA 

Purchase Price Objective”), taking into consideration such factors as the amortization schedule the 

County has requested for the Local School Bond relative to the amortization schedules requested by 

other localities, the purchase price to be received by VPSA from the sale of the VPSA Bonds and 

other market conditions relating to the sale of the VPSA Bonds; and 

WHEREAS, such factors may result in the Local School Bond having a purchase price other 

than par and consequently (i) the County may have to issue the Local School Bond in a principal 

amount that is greater than or less than the Proceeds Requested in order to receive an amount of 

proceeds that is substantially equal to the Proceeds Requested, or (ii) if the maximum authorized 

principal amount of the Local School Bond set forth in section 1 below does not exceed the Proceeds 
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Requested by at least the amount of any discount, the purchase price to be paid to the County, given 

the VPSA Purchase Price Objective and market conditions, will be less than the Proceeds Requested. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 

COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA: 

 

1.  Authorization of Bonds and Use of Proceeds.  The Board of Supervisors hereby determines that 

it is advisable to contract a debt and issue and sell its general obligation school bond in an aggregate 

principal amount not to exceed $7,205,000 (the “Local School Bond”) for the purpose of financing 

the Project, which is for public school purposes of the County.  The Board of Supervisors hereby 

authorizes the issuance and sale of the Local School Bond in the form and upon the terms established 

pursuant to this Resolution. 

 

2.  Sale of the Local School Bond.  The sale of the Local School Bond, within the parameters set 

forth in paragraph 4 of this Resolution, to VPSA is authorized.  Given the VPSA Purchase Price 

Objective and market conditions, the County acknowledges that the limitation on the maximum 

principal amount of the Local School Bond set forth in paragraph 1 of this Resolution restricts 

VPSA's ability to generate the Proceeds Requested, however, the Local School Bond may be sold 

for a purchase price not lower than 95% of the Proceeds Requested.  The Chairman or Vice-

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors (together, the “Chairman”), the County Administrator, or 

any of them (each a “Delegate”) and such other officer or officers of the County as either may 

designate are hereby authorized and directed to enter into an agreement with VPSA providing for 

the sale of the Local School Bond to VPSA (the “Bond Sale Agreement”).  The Bond Sale 

Agreement shall be in substantially the form submitted to the Board of Supervisors at this meeting, 

which form is hereby approved, with such completions, insertions, omissions and changes not 

inconsistent with this Resolution as may be approved by the County officer executing the Bond 

Sale Agreement.   

 

3.  Details of the Local School Bond.  The Local School Bond shall be dated 16 days prior to the 

date of its issuance and delivery or such other date designated by VPSA; shall be designated “General 

Obligation School Bond, Series 2022”; shall bear interest from its dated date payable semi-annually 

on each January 15 and July 15 beginning January 15, 2023 (each an “Interest Payment Date”), at the 

rates established in accordance with paragraph 4 of this Resolution; and shall mature on July 15 in 

the years (each a “Principal Payment Date”) and in the amounts acceptable to a Delegate (the 

“Principal Installments”), subject to the provisions of paragraph 4 of this Resolution. 
 

4.  Interest Rates and Principal Installments.  Each Delegate is hereby authorized and directed to 

accept the interest rates on the Local School Bond established by VPSA, provided that each interest 

rate shall be five one-hundredths of one percent (0.05%) over the interest rate to be paid by VPSA for 

the corresponding principal payment date of the VPSA Bonds, a portion of the proceeds of which will 

be used to purchase the Local School Bond, and provided further that the true interest cost of the 

Local School Bond does not exceed five and fifty one-hundredths percent (5.50%) per annum.  The 

Interest Payment Dates, Principal Payment Dates and the Principal Installments are subject to change 

at the request of VPSA.  Each Delegate is hereby authorized and directed to accept changes in the 

Interest Payment Dates, the Principal Payment Dates and the Principal Installments at the request of 

VPSA based on the final term to maturity of the VPSA Bonds, requirements imposed on VPSA by 

the nationally-recognized rating agencies and the final principal amount of the Local School Bond; 
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provided, however, that the principal amount of the Local School Bond shall not exceed the amount 

authorized by this Resolution and the final maturity of the Local School Bond shall not exceed 30 

years from the date of the issuance and delivery of the Local School Bond.  The execution and delivery 

of the Local School Bond as described in paragraph 8 hereof shall conclusively evidence the approval 

and acceptance of all of the details of the Local School Bond by the Delegate as authorized by this 

Resolution.   

5.  Form of the Local School Bond. The Local School Bond shall be initially in the form of a single, 

temporary typewritten bond substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

 

6.  Payment; Paying Agent and Bond Registrar.  The following provisions shall apply to the Local 

School Bond: 

 

(a) For as long as the VPSA is the registered owner of the Local School Bond, all payments of 

principal, premium, if any, and interest on the Local School Bond shall be made in immediately 

available funds to VPSA at, or before 11:00 a.m. on the applicable Interest Payment Date, 

Principal Payment Date or date fixed for prepayment or redemption, or if such date is not a 

business day for Virginia banks or for the Commonwealth of Virginia, then at or before 11:00 

a.m. on the business day next succeeding such Interest Payment Date, Principal Payment Date 

or date fixed for prepayment or redemption. 

(b) All overdue payments of principal and, to the extent permitted by law, interest shall bear 

interest at the applicable interest rate or rates on the Local School Bond. 

(c) U.S. Bank Trust Company, National Association, Richmond, Virginia, is designated as Bond 

Registrar and Paying Agent for the Local School Bond.  The County may, in its sole discretion, 

replace at any time the Bond Registrar with another qualified bank or trust company as successor 

Bond Registrar and Paying Agent for the Local School Bond.  The County shall give prompt 

notice to VPSA of the appointment of any successor Bond Registrar and Paying Agent.  

7.  Redemption or Prepayment.  Unless otherwise directed by VPSA, the Principal Installments of 

the Local School Bond held by VPSA coming due on or before July 15, 2032, and the definitive bond 

for which the Local School Bond held by VPSA may be exchanged that mature on or before July 15, 

2032, are not subject to prepayment or redemption prior to their stated maturities.  The Principal 

Installments of the Local School Bond held by VPSA coming due on or after July 15, 2033, and the 

definitive bond(s) for which the Local School Bond held by VPSA may be exchanged that mature on 

or after July 15, 2033, are subject to prepayment or redemption at the option of the County prior to 

their stated maturities in whole or in part, on any date on or after July 15, 2032, upon payment of the 

prepayment or redemption prices (expressed as percentages of Principal Installments to be prepaid or 

the principal amount of the Local School Bond to be redeemed) set forth below plus accrued interest 

to the date set for prepayment or redemption: 

 

Dates  Prices 

July 15, 2032 through July 14, 2033  101% 

July 15, 2033 through July 14, 2034  100½ 

July 15, 2034 and thereafter  100 
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Provided, however, that the Principal Installments of the Local School Bond shall not be subject 

to prepayment or redemption prior to their stated maturities as described above without first 

obtaining the written consent of VPSA or other registered owner of the Local School Bond.  Notice 

of any such prepayment or redemption shall be given by the Bond Registrar to VPSA or other 

registered owner by registered mail not more than ninety (90) and not less than sixty (60) days 

before the date fixed for prepayment or redemption. 

If VPSA refunds the VPSA Bonds in the future and such refunding causes the Local School Bond 

to be deemed refunded, the prepayment or redemption of the Local School Bond will be subject to 

VPSA approval and subject to similar prepayment or redemption provisions as set forth above that 

correspond to the call period of the VPSA Bonds issued in part to refund the Local School Bond. 

8.  Execution of the Local School Bond.  The Chairman or Vice-Chairman and the Clerk or any 

Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors are authorized and directed to execute and deliver the Local 

School Bond and to affix the seal of the County thereto. 

 

9.  Pledge of Full Faith and Credit.  For the prompt payment of the principal of and premium, if 

any, and the interest on the Local School Bond as the same shall become due, the full faith and credit 

of the County are hereby irrevocably pledged, and in each year while any portion of the Local School 

Bond shall be outstanding there shall be levied and collected in accordance with law an annual ad 

valorem tax upon all taxable property in the County subject to local taxation sufficient in amount to 

provide for the payment of the principal of and premium, if any, and the interest on the Local School 

Bond as such principal, premium, if any, and interest shall become due, which tax shall be without 

limitation as to rate or amount and in addition to all other taxes authorized to be levied in the County 

to the extent other funds of the County are not lawfully available and appropriated for such purpose. 

 

10.  Use of Proceeds Certificate and Tax Compliance Agreement.  The Chairman, the County 

Administrator and such other officer or officers of the County or the School Board as either may 

designate are hereby authorized and directed to execute and deliver on behalf of the County a Use of 

Proceeds Certificate and Tax Compliance Agreement (the “Tax Compliance Agreement”) setting 

forth the expected use and investment of the proceeds of the Local School Bond and containing such 

covenants as may be necessary in order to show compliance with the provisions of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”), and applicable regulations relating to the exclusion 

from gross income of interest on the VPSA Bonds.  The Board of Supervisors covenants on behalf of 

the County that (i) the proceeds from the issuance and sale of the Local School Bond will be invested 

and expended as set forth in such Tax Compliance Agreement and that the County shall comply with 

the other covenants and representations contained therein and (ii) the County shall comply with the 

provisions of the Code so that interest on the VPSA Bonds will remain excludable from gross income 

for federal income tax purposes. 

11.  State Non-Arbitrage Program; Proceeds Agreement.  The Board of Supervisors hereby 

determines that it is in the best interests of the County to authorize and direct the County Finance 

Director, the County Administrator or the Assistant County Administrator to participate in the State 

Non-Arbitrage Program in connection with the Local School Bond.  The Chairman of the Board of 

Supervisors, the County Administrator, the Assistant County Administrator and such officer or 

officers of the County as either may designate are hereby authorized and directed to execute and 
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deliver a Proceeds Agreement with respect to the deposit and investment of proceeds of the Local 

School Bond by and among the County, the other participants in the sale of the VPSA Bonds, the 

VPSA and the investment manager, substantially in the form submitted to the Board of Supervisors 

at this meeting, which form is hereby approved, and to take such other action as may be necessary for 

participation in the State Non-Arbitrage Program. 

 

12.  Continuing Disclosure Agreement.  The Chairman of the Board of Supervisors, the County 

Administrator and such officer or officers of the County as either may designate are hereby authorized 

and directed to execute a Continuing Disclosure Agreement, as set forth in Appendix D to the Bond 

Sale Agreement, setting forth the reports and notices to be filed by the County and containing such 

covenants as may be necessary in order to show compliance with the provisions of the Securities and 

Exchange Commission Rule 15c2-12, under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, and 

directed to make all filings required by Section 4 of the Bond Sale Agreement should the County be 

determined by the VPSA to be a MOP (as defined in the Bond Sale Agreement). 

 

13.  Refunding.  The Board of Supervisors hereby acknowledges that VPSA may issue refunding 

bonds to refund any bonds previously issued by VPSA, including the VPSA Bonds issued to purchase 

the Local School Bond, and that the purpose of such refunding bonds would be to enable VPSA to 

pass on annual debt service savings to the local issuers, including the County.  Each of the Delegates 

is authorized to execute and deliver to VPSA such allonge to the Local School Bond, revised debt 

service schedule, IRS Form 8038-G or such other documents reasonably deemed necessary by VPSA 

and VPSA's bond counsel to be necessary to reflect and facilitate the refunding of the Local School 

Bond and the allocation of the annual debt service savings to the County by VPSA.  The Clerk of 

Board of Supervisors is authorized to affix the County's seal on any such documents and attest or 

countersign the same. 

14.  Effectiveness and Filing of Resolution.  The appropriate officers or agents of the County are 

hereby authorized and directed to cause a certified copy of this Resolution to be filed with the 

Clerk of the Circuit Court of the County of King William, Virginia.  The filing of this Resolution 

with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of the County of King William, Virginia shall be deemed to be 

the filing of an initial resolution or ordinance with such Court for all purposes of the Act.  Any 

resolutions inconsistent herewith previously adopted by the Board of Supervisors are amended to 

be consistent with this Resolution. 

 

15.  Election to Proceed under Public Finance Act.  In accordance with Section 15.2-2601 of the 

Virginia Code, the Board of Supervisors elects to issue the Local School Bond under the provisions 

of the Public Finance Act of 1991, Chapter 26 of Title 15.2 of the Virginia Code. 

 

16.  Further Actions and Ratification.  The members of the Board of Supervisors and all officers, 

employees and agents of the County are hereby authorized to take such action and enter into and 

execute such documents, instruments and agreements as they or any one of them may consider 

necessary or desirable in connection with the issuance and sale of the Local School Bond, including 

execution of a Paying Agent Agreement with the Bond Registrar and Paying Agent for the Local 

School Bond.  All actions of the officers, employees and agents of the County or the School Board of 

the County previously taken in furtherance of the purposes of this Resolution, including submitting a 

financing application to VPSA in connection with the Local School Bond (the “VPSA 
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Application”), are hereby approved, confirmed and ratified. 

 

17.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall take effect immediately. 

 

*     *     * 

 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 

The vote on the foregoing was as follows: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski  
Supervisor, 3rd District: Stephen K. Greenwood  
Supervisor, 1st District:  William L. Hodges – Vice Chair  
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.   
Supervisor, 5th District:  Edwin H. Moren, Jr. – Chairman  
 
 
 ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________________________ __________________________________________________ 
Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Chairman Christine H. Branch 
King William County Board of Supervisors Deputy Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
 
 

 The undersigned Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, Virginia, 

hereby certifies that the foregoing constitutes a true and correct extract from the minutes of a meeting 

of the Board of Supervisors held on March 28, 2022, and of the whole thereof so far as applicable to 

the matters referred to in such extract.  I hereby further certify that such meeting was a regularly 

scheduled meeting and that, during the consideration of the foregoing Resolution, a quorum was 

present.  

 

 

 WITNESS MY HAND and the seal of the Board of Supervisors of the County of King 

William, Virginia, this 28th day of March, 2022. 

 

 

      _______________________________ 

        Clerk, Board of Supervisors of 

        the County of King William, Virginia 

 

 

      

[SEAL] 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

(FORM OF TEMPORARY BOND) 

 

NO. TR-1 $___________ 

 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM 

General Obligation School Bond 

Series 2022 

 

Dated Date:  May  ___ [16 days prior to issuance], 2022 Issue Date:  May __, 2022 

 

 

  The COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA (the “County”), for value received, 

hereby acknowledges itself indebted and promises to pay to the VIRGINIA PUBLIC SCHOOL 

AUTHORITY the principal amount of _____________ DOLLARS ($__________), in annual 

installments in the amounts set forth on Schedule I attached hereto payable on July 15, 202_ and 

annually on July 15 thereafter to and including July 15, 20_ (each a “Principal Payment Date”), 

together with interest from the dated date of this Bond on the unpaid installments, payable semi-

annually on January 15 and July 15 of each year, commencing on January 15, 2023 (each an “Interest 

Payment Date”; together with any Principal Payment Date, a “Payment Date”), at the rates per annum 

set forth on Schedule I attached hereto, subject to prepayment or redemption as hereinafter provided.  

Both principal of and interest and premium, if any, on this Bond are payable in lawful money of the 

United States of America. 

 For as long as the Virginia Public School Authority is the registered owner of this Bond, U.S. 

Bank Trust Company, National Association, as bond registrar and paying agent (the “Bond 

Registrar”), shall make all payments of principal, premium, if any, and interest on this Bond, without 

the presentation or surrender hereof, to the Virginia Public School Authority, in immediately available 

funds at or before 11:00 a.m. on the applicable Payment Date or date fixed for prepayment or 

redemption.  If a Payment Date or date fixed for prepayment or redemption is not a business day for 

banks in the Commonwealth of Virginia or for the Commonwealth of Virginia, then the payment of 

principal, premium, if any, or interest on this Bond shall be made in immediately available funds at 

or before 11:00 a.m. on the business day next succeeding the scheduled Payment Date or date fixed 
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for prepayment or redemption.  Upon receipt by the registered owner of this Bond of said payments 

of principal, premium, if any, and interest, written acknowledgment of the receipt thereof shall be 

given promptly to the Bond Registrar, and the County shall be fully discharged of its obligation on 

this Bond to the extent of the payment so made. Upon final payment, this Bond shall be surrendered 

to the Bond Registrar for cancellation. 

 The full faith and credit of the County are irrevocably pledged for the payment of the principal 

of and the premium, if any, and interest on this Bond.  The Resolution adopted by the Board of 

Supervisors authorizing the issuance of this Bond provides, and Section 15.2-2624, Code of Virginia 

1950, as amended, requires, that there shall be levied and collected an annual tax upon all taxable 

property in the County subject to local taxation sufficient to provide for the payment of the principal, 

premium, if any, and interest on this Bond as the same shall become due which tax shall be without 

limitation as to rate or amount and shall be in addition to all other taxes authorized to be levied in the 

County to the extent other funds of the County are not lawfully available and appropriated for such 

purpose. 

 This Bond is duly authorized and issued in compliance with and pursuant to the Constitution 

and laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia, including the Public Finance Act of 1991, Chapter 26, 

Title 15.2, Code of Virginia 1950, as amended, a Resolution duly adopted by the Board of Supervisors 

of the County and a Resolution duly adopted by the School Board of the County to provide funds for 

capital projects for school purposes. 

 This Bond may be exchanged without cost, on twenty (20) days written notice from the 

Virginia Public School Authority, at the office of the Bond Registrar on one or more occasions for 

one or more temporary bonds or definitive bonds in fully registered form in denominations of $5,000 

and whole multiples thereof, and; in any case, having an equal aggregate principal amount having 

principal installments or maturities and bearing interest at rates corresponding to the maturities of and 

the interest rates on the installments of principal of this Bond then unpaid.  This Bond is registered in 

the name of the Virginia Public School Authority on the books of the County kept by the Bond 

Registrar, and the transfer of this Bond may be effected by the registered owner of this Bond only 

upon due execution of an assignment by such registered owner.  Upon receipt of such assignment and 

the surrender of this Bond, the Bond Registrar shall exchange this Bond for definitive bonds as 

hereinabove provided, such definitive Bonds to be registered on such registration books in the name 

of the assignee or assignees named in such assignment. 
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 The principal installments of this Bond coming due on or before July 15, 2032 and the 

definitive bonds for which this Bond may be exchanged that mature on or before July 15, 2032, are 

not subject to prepayment or redemption prior to their stated maturities.  The principal installments of 

this Bond coming due on or after July 15, 2033, and the definitive bonds for which this Bond may be 

exchanged that mature on or after July 15, 2033, are subject to prepayment or redemption at the option 

of the County prior to their stated maturities in whole or in part, on any date on or after July 15, 2032, 

upon payment of the prepayment or redemption prices (expressed as percentages of principal 

installments to be prepaid or the principal amount of this Bond to be redeemed) set forth below plus 

accrued interest to the date set for prepayment or redemption: 

Dates  Prices 

July 15, 2032 through July 14, 2033  101% 

July 15, 2033 through July 14, 2034  100½ 

July 15, 2034 and thereafter  100 

 

Provided, however, that the principal installments of this Bond shall not be subject to 

prepayment or redemption prior to their stated maturities as described above without the prior 

written consent of VPSA or other registered owner of this Bond.  Notice of any such prepayment 

or redemption shall be given by the Bond Registrar to VPSA or other registered owner by 

registered mail not more than ninety (90) and not less than sixty (60) days before the date fixed for 

prepayment or redemption. 

If VPSA refunds its bonds issued in part to purchase this Bond in the future and such 

refunding causes this Bond to be deemed refunded, the prepayment or redemption of this Bond 

will be subject to VPSA approval and subject to similar prepayment or redemption provisions as 

set forth above that correspond to the call period of the VPSA bonds issued in part to refund this 

Bond. 

 All acts, conditions and things required by the Constitution and laws of the Commonwealth 

of Virginia to happen, exist or be performed precedent to and in the issuance of this Bond have hap-

pened, exist and have been performed in due time, form and manner as so required, and this Bond, 

together with all other indebtedness of the County, is within every debt and other limit prescribed by 

the Constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.   
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, 

Virginia has caused this Bond to be issued in the name of the County of King William, Virginia, to 

be signed by its Chairman or Vice-Chairman, its seal to be affixed hereto and attested by the signature 

of its Clerk or any of its Deputy Clerks, and this Bond to be dated May [16 days prior to the closing 

date] ______, 2022. 

 

          COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA 

 

 

 

(SEAL) 

 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_____________________________________ 

Clerk, Board of Supervisors of the 

   County of King William, Virginia 

 

 _____________________________________ 

Chairman, Board of Supervisors of the 

   County of King William, Virginia 
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ASSIGNMENT 

 

 FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned sells, assigns and transfers unto 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

(PLEASE PRINT OR TYPEWRITE NAME AND ADDRESS, INCLUDING ZIP CODE, OF 

ASSIGNEE) 

 

PLEASE INSERT SOCIAL SECURITY OR OTHER 

  IDENTIFYING NUMBER OF ASSIGNEE:  ____________________________  

 

the within Bond and irrevocably constitutes and appoints 

 

__________________________________________________ attorney to exchange said Bond for 

definitive bonds in lieu of which this Bond is issued and to register the transfer of such definitive 

bonds on the books kept for registration thereof, with full power of substitution in the premises. 

 

 

Date:                                 

 

Signature Guaranteed: 

       

                                                                            

(NOTICE: Signature(s) must be guaranteed by 

an "eligible guarantor institution" meeting the 

requirements of the Bond Registrar which 

requirements will include Membership or 

participation in STAMP or such other 

"signature guarantee program" as may be 

determined by the Bond Registrar in addition 

to, or in substitution for, STAMP, all in 

accordance with the Securities Exchange Act 

of 1934, as amended. 

       

 Registered Owner 

 

(NOTICE:  The signature above must 

correspond with the name of the Registered 

Owner as it appears on the front of this Bond 

in every particular, without alteration or 

change.)
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Member NYSE|FINRA|SIPC

County/School Borrowing Scenarios

King William County, VA

March 28, 2022
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Introduction/Background

March 28, 2022 2King William County, VA

 King William County Schools have identified a number of critical capital projects over the following several years.

 Davenport along with County and School staff have determined the estimated costs and timing of the capital projects.

 The following analysis demonstrates the fiscal impact of the financing of certain projects by the County.
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2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 Total

Facilities & Equipment 6,710,960$      500,000$          4,490,000$      125,000$          175,000$          12,000,960$ 

High School Athletics 55,000               1,200,000         -                       -                       -                       1 ,255,000      

Vehicles 335,000            470,000            250,000            350,000            402,000            1 ,807,000      

Technology 23,000               90,000               540,000            15,000               440,000            1 ,108,000      

Total 7,123,960$ 2,260,000$ 5,280,000$ 490,000$    1 ,017,000$ 16,170,960$ 

Fiscal Year

Identified School Projects by Category

March 28, 2022 3King William County, VA
Page 132 of 226



Grant Funding

School System 
Reserves

Capital Project 
Financing

Requested Financing vs. School System Funding

March 28, 2022 4King William County, VA

 Total $16,170,000

$10.6 Million
$3.545 Million

$2.025 Million
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Name Description 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 Total

AES HVAC 5,000,000$      -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    5 ,000,000$   

CSPS HVAC/Roof -                       -                       2,500,000         -                       -                       2 ,500,000      

KWHS HVAC -                       -                       800,000            -                       -                       800,000         

Treatment Plant Replacement -                       350,000            -                       -                       -                       350,000         

Repair & Replace Track KWHS -                       1,200,000         -                       -                       -                       1 ,200,000      

Bus Garage N/A -                       -                       750,000            -                       -                       750,000         

Totals 5,000,000$ 1,550,000$ 4,050,000$ -$             -$              10,600,000$ 

F iscal Year

Requested Financing of Projects

March 28, 2022 5King William County, VA

 Assumes HHMS HVAC of approximately $1.3 million can be funded through HVAC grant and additional School funds.
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Interest

Principal

FY Principal Interest Total

Total 25,793,015$       5,694,820$         31,487,836$       
2022 2,123,599               846,119                   2,969,718               
2023 2,264,266               778,003                   3,042,269               
2024 2,618,200               699,029                   3,317,229               
2025 2,257,793               618,434                   2,876,227               
2026 2,275,976               546,589                   2,822,565               
2027 2,074,327               473,050                   2,547,378               
2028 2,123,309               387,051                   2,510,360               
2029 2,120,445               313,016                   2,433,461               
2030 1,480,100               238,468                   1,718,568               
2031 855,000                   190,039                   1,045,039               
2032 810,000                   161,581                   971,581                   
2033 840,000                   134,630                   974,630                   
2034 740,000                   109,190                   849,190                   
2035 765,000                   86,239                     851,239                   
2036 790,000                   62,525                     852,525                   
2037 815,000                   38,049                     853,049                   
2038 840,000                   12,810                     852,810                   

Existing Debt Service (County and Schools)

March 28, 2022 6King William County, VA
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FY Principal Interest Total

Total 11,727,415$      1,442,013$        13,169,429$      
2022 1,124,999              286,914                 1,411,913              
2023 1,238,866              267,291                 1,506,157              
2024 1,567,800              237,870                 1,805,670              
2025 1,527,393              199,439                 1,726,831              
2026 1,543,776              161,612                 1,705,388              
2027 1,308,727              123,002                 1,431,730              
2028 1,345,909              88,290                   1,434,200              
2029 1,309,645              52,654                   1,362,299              
2030 627,500                 17,916                   645,416                 
2031 57,600                   4,138                      61,738                   
2032 36,800                   2,159                      38,959                   
2033 38,400                   728                         39,128                   

Existing Debt Service – County Only

March 28, 2022 7King William County, VA
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FY Principal Interest Total

Total 14,065,600$       4,252,807$         18,318,407$       
2022 998,600                   559,205                   1,557,805               
2023 1,025,400               510,712                   1,536,112               
2024 1,050,400               461,159                   1,511,559               
2025 730,400                   418,996                   1,149,396               
2026 732,200                   384,977                   1,117,177               
2027 765,600                   350,048                   1,115,648               
2028 777,400                   298,760                   1,076,160               
2029 810,800                   260,362                   1,071,162               
2030 852,600                   220,552                   1,073,152               
2031 797,400                   185,901                   983,301                   
2032 773,200                   159,422                   932,622                   
2033 801,600                   133,902                   935,502                   
2034 740,000                   109,190                   849,190                   
2035 765,000                   86,239                     851,239                   
2036 790,000                   62,525                     852,525                   
2037 815,000                   38,049                     853,049                   
2038 840,000                   12,810                     852,810                   

Existing Debt Service – Schools Only

March 28, 2022 8King William County, VA
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Interest Rate Environment | Tax-Exempt

9

The 20-year interest rates above show the Bond Buyer’s “20-Bond Index” which consists of 20 tax-exempt bonds with an average rating of ‘Aa2’/‘AA’ (Moody’s / S&P) that mature in 20 years. The 20-Bond Index serves 
as a general indicator of prevailing interest rates for tax-exempt borrowers. Updated as of 3/24/2022.

Long term interest rates continue to remain at/near historically low levels. However, rates have begun to 
increase recently given actions by the Federal Reserve.

March 28, 2022 King William County, VA
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Description Spring 2022 Spring 2023 Spring 2024

AES - HVAC Work 5,000,000$      -$                    -$                    

HHMS - Treatment Plant Work 350,000            -                       -                       

KWHS - Track Replacement 1,200,000         -                       -                       

CSPS/KWHS - HVAC/Roof -                       -                       3,300,000         

Bus Garage -                       -                       750,000            

Totals 6,550,000$ -$             4 ,050,000$ 

Borrowing Assumptions

March 28, 2022 10King William County, VA

 The following pages assume school projects are funded over time through VPSA borrowings. The County has 

other financing options as well that could be explored going forward.

 Davenport assumes the following timing of funding School Projects.

 All borrowings are for 20 years level debt service with minor structuring for the potential 2022 borrowing.

 Assumed interest rates are current market rates as of 3/21/2022 (TIC of 2.98%) for the 2022 borrowing and a 

4% rate for the 2024 borrowing.
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Estimated 
Series 2022 
Debt Service Total

Dif ference Between Current 
Year Est imated DS 

and FY 2022 DS
18,318,407$  8,777,636$     27,096,043$      

2022 1,557,805          -                       1,557,805                -                                              
2023 1,536,112          174,242              1,710,354                152,549                                     
2024 1,511,559          246,958              1,758,516                200,711                                     
2025 1,149,396          466,276              1,615,672                57,867                                       
2026 1,117,177          464,661              1,581,838                24,033                                       
2027 1,115,648          462,541              1,578,189                20,384                                       
2028 1,076,160          464,790              1,540,950                (16,855)                                      
2029 1,071,162          466,281              1,537,443                (20,362)                                      
2030 1,073,152          462,141              1,535,293                (22,512)                                      
2031 983,301             462,370              1,445,671                (112,134)                                    
2032 932,622             461,841              1,394,463                (163,342)                                    
2033 935,502             465,429              1,400,931                (156,874)                                    
2034 849,190             464,883              1,314,073                (243,732)                                    
2035 851,239             465,404              1,316,643                (241,162)                                    
2036 852,525             465,318              1,317,843                (239,962)                                    
2037 853,049             466,599              1,319,648                (238,157)                                    
2038 852,810             464,399              1,317,209                (240,596)                                    
2039 -                      461,894              461,894                   (1,095,911)                                 
2040 -                      464,008              464,008                   (1,093,797)                                 
2041 -                      465,664              465,664                   (1,092,141)                                 
2042 -                      461,939              461,939                   (1,095,866)                                 

Existing School Debt Service and 2022 Borrowing Estimate

March 28, 2022 11King William County, VA
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Estimated Series 2024 Debt Service
Estimated Series 2022 Debt Service
Existing School Debt Service

FY
Exist ing School 

Debt Service

Estimated 
Series 2022 
Debt Service

Estimated 
Series 2024 
Debt Service Total

Dif ference Between Current 
Year Estaimted DS 

and FY 2022 DS
18,318,407$  8,777,636$  6,256,339$  33,352,382$   

2022 1,557,805          -                    -                    1,557,805           -                                                
2023 1,536,112          174,242           -                    1,710,354           152,549                                       
2024 1,511,559          246,958           -                    1,758,516           200,711                                       
2025 1,149,396          466,276           119,239           1,734,911           177,106                                       
2026 1,117,177          464,661           306,200           1,888,038           330,233                                       
2027 1,115,648          462,541           305,500           1,883,689           325,884                                       
2028 1,076,160          464,790           309,500           1,850,450           292,645                                       
2029 1,071,162          466,281           308,200           1,845,643           287,838                                       
2030 1,073,152          462,141           306,700           1,841,993           284,188                                       
2031 983,301             462,370           305,000           1,750,671           192,866                                       
2032 932,622             461,841           308,000           1,702,463           144,658                                       
2033 935,502             465,429           305,700           1,706,631           148,826                                       
2034 849,190             464,883           308,100           1,622,173           64,368                                         
2035 851,239             465,404           305,200           1,621,843           64,038                                         
2036 852,525             465,318           307,000           1,624,843           67,038                                         
2037 853,049             466,599           308,400           1,628,048           70,243                                         
2038 852,810             464,399           309,400           1,626,609           68,804                                         
2039 -                      461,894           305,100           766,994              (790,811)                                      
2040 -                      464,008           305,500           769,508              (788,297)                                      
2041 -                      465,664           305,500           771,164              (786,641)                                      
2042 -                      461,939           305,100           767,039              (790,766)                                      
2043 -                      -                    309,200           309,200              (1,248,605)                                   
2044 -                      -                    307,800           307,800              (1,250,005)                                   
2045 -                      -                    306,000           306,000              (1,251,805)                                   

Existing School Debt Service and ALL future Estimated Borrowings

March 28, 2022 12King William County, VA
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Next Steps/Timeline

March 28, 2022 13King William County, VA

March 28th Board of Supervisors hold a Public Hearing and formally consider financing approval.

April 20th VPSA sells bonds and interest rates are locked in for the life of the loan.

May 17th Closing on bonds and funds available to the County.
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Appendix: Identified School Projects

March 28, 2022 14King William County, VA

King William County Public Schools
Preliminary Capital Improvements Plan FY 2023-2027

2023-2027

Project Facility Comments FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 FY2026 FY2027 Funding Source

Replacement of HVAC units  AES, CSPS, 
KWHS AES FY23, CSPS FY25 & KWHS FY25 5,000,000 2,500,000 Financing

Roofing  CSPS  FY25 CSPS 800,000     Financing
Replacement of HVAC units  HHMS HHMS FY23 1,300,960 HVAC Grant & School Funding?

Classroom & Cafeteria Furniture, Flooring  All Schools FY22-KWHS (guidance & Main Office) FY22-
CSPS  Main office- Flooring 100,000     75,000       100,000     75,000    100,000     School Reserve Funds

Bus Garage  KWHS  Consideration of Bus Garage  750,000     Financing

Parking Lot Paving, Sealing, and Painting  AES, CSPS
Lack of deferred maintenance has provided a 
real  problem with our school lots; reseal a lot 
during off years 230,000     75,000       250,000     50,000    75,000       

Undecided

Playground Replacement CSPS/AES Replacement of Playground equipment 80,000       90,000       School Reserve Funds

Replacement of Treatment Plant Components  HHMS 350,000     Financing

6,710,960 500,000     4,490,000 125,000 175,000     

Band Uniforms KWHS Band Uniforms over 17 years old 45,000       School Reserve Funds
Gator for dragging of fields KWHS request from Athletic Director 10,000       School Reserve Funds
Repair & Replace Track KWHS 1,200,000 Financing

55,000       1,200,000 -              -          -              

School Bus Replacement  Division  Two/Three new buses per year 200,000     300,000     200,000     300,000 200,000     School Reserve Funds
Special Needs School Bus Replacement  Division  SPED bus 120,000     120,000     School Reserve Funds
Maintenance Vans Division  Maintenance Vans 60,000       32,000       School Reserve Funds

New and Replacement Service Vehicles  Division  Transporting students ; increased need-3 this yr 75,000       50,000       50,000       50,000    50,000       School Reserve Funds

335,000     470,000     250,000     350,000 402,000     

Network infrastructure/ Replacement of IT HHMS Replacements and Upgrades/ smart boards 75,000       75,000       School Reserve Funds
Replace 1 to 1 computers at KWHS KWHS 1-to-1 initiative 375,000     VPSA Grant/ School Reserve
Replace 1 to 1 computers at HHMS Division 1-to-1 initiative 350,000     VPSA Grant/ School Reserve
Replacement of Instructional Computers Division replacements as needed 75,000       75,000       School Reserve Funds
Cooling systems for Server Rooms Division replace cooling systems in server rooms 8,000         School Reserve Funds
Security Camera/ door security Division much needed to secure buildings 15,000       15,000       15,000       15,000    15,000       School Reserve/ Security Grant 

23,000       90,000       540,000     15,000    440,000     

Yearly Totals 7,123,960 2,260,000 5,280,000 490,000 1,017,000 

From School Reserve Fund 823,000     710,000     855,000     490,000 667,000     
KWCPS- Grant Funded 1,300,960 -              375,000     -          350,000     
Capital Project Financing 5,000,000 1,550,000 4,050,000 -          -              
Totals 7,123,960 2,260,000 5,280,000 490,000 1,017,000 

DRAFT CAPITAL PLAN
FACILITIES and EQUIPMENT (Not Including HHMS Remodel):

High School Athletics:

VEHICLES:

TECHNOLOGY:
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Municipal Advisor Disclaimer

The enclosed information relates to an existing or potential municipal advisor engagement.

The U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (the “SEC”) has clarified that a broker, dealer or municipal securities dealer engaging in municipal advisory activities outside the scope of underwriting 
a particular issuance of municipal securities should be subject to municipal advisor registration. Davenport & Company LLC (“Davenport”) has registered as a municipal advisor with the SEC. As a 
registered municipal advisor Davenport may provide advice to a municipal entity or obligated person. An obligated person is an entity other than a municipal entity, such as a not for profit 
corporation, that has commenced an application or negotiation with an entity to issue municipal securities on its behalf and for which it will provide support. If and when an issuer engages 
Davenport to provide financial advisory or consultant services with respect to the issuance of municipal securities, Davenport is obligated to evidence such a financial advisory relationship with a 
written agreement.

When acting as a registered municipal advisor Davenport is a fiduciary required by federal law to act in the best interest of a municipal entity without regard to its own financial or other interests. 
Davenport is not a fiduciary when it acts as a registered investment advisor, when advising an obligated person, or when acting as an underwriter, though it is required to deal fairly with such 
persons, 

This material was prepared by public finance, or other non-research personnel of Davenport.  This material was not produced by a research analyst, although it may refer to a Davenport research 
analyst or research report.  Unless otherwise indicated, these views (if any) are the author’s and may differ from those of the Davenport fixed income or research department or others in the firm. 
Davenport may perform or seek to perform financial advisory services for the issuers of the securities and instruments mentioned herein.

This material has been prepared for information purposes only and is not a solicitation of any offer to buy or sell any security/instrument or to participate in any trading strategy.  Any such offer 
would be made only after a prospective participant had completed its own independent investigation of the securities, instruments or transactions and received all information it required to make its 
own investment decision, including, where applicable, a review of any offering circular or memorandum describing such security or instrument.  That information would contain material information 
not contained herein and to which prospective participants are referred.  This material is based on public information as of the specified date, and may be stale thereafter.  We have no obligation to 
tell you when information herein may change.  We make no representation or warranty with respect to the completeness of this material.  Davenport has no obligation to continue to publish 
information on the securities/instruments mentioned herein. Recipients are required to comply with any legal or contractual restrictions on their purchase, holding, sale, exercise of rights or 
performance of obligations under any securities/instruments transaction.  

The securities/instruments discussed in this material may not be suitable for all investors or issuers.  Recipients should seek independent financial advice prior to making any investment decision 
based on this material.  This material does not provide individually tailored investment advice or offer tax, regulatory, accounting or legal advice.  Prior to entering into any proposed transaction, 
recipients should determine, in consultation with their own investment, legal, tax, regulatory and accounting advisors, the economic risks and merits, as well as the legal, tax, regulatory and 
accounting characteristics and consequences, of the transaction.  You should consider this material as only a single factor in making an investment decision.  

The value of and income from investments and the cost of borrowing may vary because of changes in interest rates, foreign exchange rates, default rates, prepayment rates, securities/instruments 
prices, market indexes, operational or financial conditions or companies or other factors.  There may be time limitations on the exercise of options or other rights in securities/instruments 
transactions.  Past performance is not necessarily a guide to future performance and estimates of future performance are based on assumptions that may not be realized.  Actual events may differ 
from those assumed and changes to any assumptions may have a material impact on any projections or estimates.  Other events not taken into account may occur and may significantly affect the 
projections or estimates.  Certain assumptions may have been made for modeling purposes or to simplify the presentation and/or calculation of any projections or estimates, and Davenport does 
not represent that any such assumptions will reflect actual future events.  Accordingly, there can be no assurance that estimated returns or projections will be realized or that actual returns or 
performance results will not materially differ from those estimated herein.  This material may not be sold or redistributed without the prior written consent of Davenport. 01.13.13

Version 01.13.14 JC | JS

March 28, 2022 15King William County, VA
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AGENDA ITEM 10.a.
Resolution 22-24 - KWCPS Vehicle Purchases Using 

Split-Levy Funds - Staci M. Longest, Director of 
Finance - King William County Public Schools
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King William County Public Schools 
P.O. Box 185 

18548 King William Road 
                                                                            King William, Virginia 23086 
 
Phone                                                                                                                Fax 

(804) 769-3434                                              (804) 769-3312 

 
 
 
To: School Board Chair and Members 
 
From:   Staci Longest, Director of Finance 
 Anthony Stone, Director of Operations and Transportation 
 
Subject:  Vehicle purchases using Split-Levy Funds 
 
We are asking for approval to move forward with purchasing vehicles for transport needs at the 
district.  The number of vehicles we are using to transport students out of the County have increased 
significantly in the past few years.  We are currently in need of adding three and replacing one 
vehicles to our fleet.  We are hoping to purchase used vehicles with low miles using the state 
contracted vendors.  With the used car market changing daily, we are hoping to move forward with 
your approval not to exceed $180,000; ensuring we use the least amount possible to meet the need.  
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 1 of 1 

RESOLUTION 22-XX 1 

BUDGET AMENDMENT – KING WILLIAM COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS  2 

APPROVAL FOR USE OF SCHOOL RESERVE FUNDS 3 

WHEREAS, on February 15, 2022, the King William County School Board 4 

approved the purchase of three additional vehicles and replacement of one vehicle in the 5 

King William County Public School fleet at a cost not to exceed $180,000; and 6 

WHEREAS, King William County Public Schools hopes to purchase used vehicles 7 

with low mileage ensuring the use of the least possible amount to meet the need; and 8 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors wishes to approve the use of King William 9 

County Public Schools’ School Reserve Funds for the above stated purpose in an amount 10 

not to exceed $180,000; and 11 

WHEREAS, with such approval, King William County Public Schools will then attain 12 

quoted pricing using state or cooperative contracts, complete a purchase order with the 13 

County Finance Director’s approval, make the purchases, and send the invoices to the 14 

County Finance Department for approval; 15 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY the King William County Board of Supervisors 16 

that no more than $180,000 from the KWCPS Reserve Fund is hereby approved and is 17 

directed to be transferred to the KWCPS Capital Fund for the above stated purposes. 18 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 19 
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AGENDA ITEM 10.b.
Resolution 22-21 - Declaring April 2022 as Child 

Abuse Prevention Awareness Month and Wear Blue 
Day (April 1st) - Letecia Loadholt, Director of Social 

Services
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 1 of 2 

RESOLUTION 22-21 1 

PROCLAIMING APRIL 2022 AS NATIONAL CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION MONTH AND 2 

DECLARING APRIL 1, 2022 AS NATIONAL WEAR BLUE DAY TO RAISE AWARENESS 3 

WHEREAS, in state fiscal year 2021, 52,263 children were reported as possible 4 

victims of abuse or neglect in Virginia; and  5 

WHEREAS, 55 children died as a result of abuse or neglect and 22 cases are pending 6 

investigation as of December 15, 2021 in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and 7 

WHEREAS, child abuse and neglect is a serious problem affecting every segment of 8 

our community, and finding solutions requires input and action from everyone; and  9 

WHEREAS, our children are our most valuable resources and will shape the future of 10 

King William County and the world; and  11 

WHEREAS, child abuse can have long-term psychological, emotional, and physical 12 

effects that have lasting consequences for victims of abuse; and  13 

WHEREAS, protective factors are conditions that reduce or eliminate risk and 14 

promote the social, emotional, and developmental well-being of children; and  15 

WHEREAS, effective child abuse prevention activities succeed because of the 16 

partnerships created between child welfare professionals, education, health, community- 17 

and faith-based organizations, businesses, law enforcement agencies, and families; and  18 

WHEREAS, communities must make every effort to promote programs and activities 19 

that create strong and thriving children and families; and  20 

WHEREAS, we acknowledge that we must work together as a community to increase 21 

awareness about child abuse and contribute to promote the social and emotional well-being 22 

of children and families in a safe, stable, and nurturing environment; and  23 

WHEREAS, prevention remains the best defense for our children and families;  24 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of King William 25 

County, Virginia does hereby proclaim April 2022 as NATIONAL CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION 26 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 2 of 2 

MONTH and urges all citizens to recognize this month by striving to improve the quality of 27 

life for all children and families; and 28 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia 29 

does hereby declare Friday, April 1, 2022 as NATIONAL WEAR BLUE DAY and urges all 30 

citizens to wear blue to help raise awareness about child abuse and neglect and bring 31 

attention to prevention efforts and resources available to children, families, caregivers, and 32 

educators. 33 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 34 
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AGENDA ITEM 10.c.
Resolution 22-17 - Approving the County 

Acceptable Use Policy (Amended)
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 1 of 6 

RESOLUTION 22-17 1 

AMENDMENT TO THE KING WILLIAM COUNTY PERSONNEL POLICIES AND 2 

PROCEDURES MANUAL REGARDING THE ADDITION OF AN ACCEPTABLE USE POLICY 3 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors adopted the King William County Personnel 4 

Policies and Procedures Manual (Manual) by Resolution 15-53 on December 14, 2015 5 

effective January 1, 2016; and  6 

WHEREAS, the Board amended the Manual by Resolution 18-66 on October 22, 2018 7 

effective November 1, 2018; Resolution 19-54 on August 26, 2019 effective September 1, 8 

2019; Resolution 20-09 on February 24, 2020 effective July 1, 2020; Resolution 20-28R on 9 

May 18, 2020 effective March 1, 2020; and Resolution 21-76 on October 25, 2021 effective 10 

November 1, 2021; and 11 

WHEREAS, a well-protected computer network enables King William County to 12 

easily handle the increasing dependence on the Internet; and 13 

WHEREAS, successfully protecting the computer network integrates information 14 

that is secure from all aspects of the organization, protects the employee and the 15 

organization, and reduces risks including attacks, compromise of network systems and 16 

services, and legal issues; and 17 

WHEREAS, County staff has recommended and presented to the Board of Supervisors 18 

an “Acceptable Use Policy” attached herein as Exhibit A which the Board reviewed and 19 

discussed on March 14, 2022 and March 28, 2022;  20 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of King William County, 21 

Virginia that the attached Acceptable Use Policy is approved for all employees, contractors, 22 

consultants, temporary employees, and other workers requiring access to the King William 23 

County network and excludes all parties associated with the Sheriff’s and Commonwealth’s 24 

Attorney’s offices pursuant to their own policies; and 25 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the attached Acceptable Use Policy is approved for 26 

incorporation into the King William County Personnel Policies and Procedures Manual. 27 

DONE this 28th day of March, 2022. 28 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 2 of 6 

EXHIBIT A 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 
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AGENDA ITEM 10.d.
Ordinance 03-22 - Dangerous Dog Legislation 
Update - Andrew McRoberts, County Attorney 

(Additional Attachments)
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Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 28, 2022 Regular Meeting 

 

Page 1 of 7 

ORDINANCE 03-22 1 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND KING WILLIAM COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 10, ARTICLE II, 2 
DIVISION 3 (CODE SECTIONS 10-91, ET SEQ.) TO CONFORM THE COUNTY CODE’S 3 

DANGEROUS DOG ORDINANCES TO STATE CODE 4 

WHEREAS, in 2021, the General Assembly amended and reenacted Virginia Code 5 

§§3.2-6540 and 3.2-6542, and adopted new Virginia Code sections numbered 3.2-6540.01 6 

through 3.2-6540.04, 3.2-6541.1, 3.2-6542.1, 3.2-6542.2, 3.2-6543.1, 3.2-6562.2, and 18.2-7 

52.2 relating to dangerous dogs; and 8 

WHEREAS, King William County regulates dangerous dogs as permitted by §3.2-9 

6543.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, in County Code Chapter 10, Article II, 10 

Division 3, and the recent state code amendment requires that its local parallel dangerous 11 

dog ordinances be amended. 12 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED that the Board of Supervisors of King William 13 

County, Virginia, does this 28th day of March, 2022, amend the King William County Code 14 

Chapter 10, Article II, Division 3 as follows:   15 

DIVISION 3. - DANGEROUS, VICIOUS OR DESTRUCTIVE DOGS AND NUISANCE ANIMALS 16 
 17 
Sec. 10-91. - Control of dangerous or vicious dogs; investigation, summons, and hearing. 18 
 19 
(a) The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this division, shall have the meanings ascribed 20 
to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning: 21 
 22 
Dangerous dog Dog, in addition to its common meaning, means includes a canine or a hybrid canine as 23 
defined in § 3.2-6581 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. crossbreed that has bitten, attacked, or 24 
inflicted injury on a person or companion animal that is a dog or cat, or killed a companion animal that is a 25 
dog or cat; however, when a dog attacks or bites a dog or cat, the attacking or biting dog shall not be 26 
deemed dangerous if: (i) No serious physical injury as determined by a licensed veterinarian has occurred 27 
as a result of the attack or bite; (ii) both dogs are owned by the same person; (iii) if such attack or bite 28 
occurs on the property of the attacking or biting dog's owner or custodian; or (iv) for other good cause as 29 
determined by the court. No dog shall be found to be a dangerous dog as a result of biting, attacking or 30 
inflicting injury on another dog while engaged with an owner or custodian as part of lawful hunting or 31 
participating in an organized, lawful dog handling event. No dog that has bitten, attacked, or inflicted injury 32 
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on a person shall be found to be a dangerous dog if the court determines, based on the totality of the 33 
evidence before it, that the dog is not dangerous or a threat to the community. 34 
 35 
Vicious dog means a canine or canine crossbreed that has (i) killed a person; (ii) inflicted serious injury to a 36 
person, including multiple bites, serious disfigurement, serious impairment of health, or serious impairment 37 
of a bodily function; or (iii) continued to exhibit the behavior that resulted in a previous finding by a court or, 38 
on or before July 1, 2006, by an animal control officer as authorized by ordinance, that it is a dangerous 39 
dog, provided that its owner has been given notice of that finding. 40 
 41 
(b) Any law enforcement officer or animal control officer who (i) has reason to believe that an animal a 42 
canine or canine crossbreed within his jurisdiction is a dangerous dog or vicious dog and (ii) is located in 43 
the jurisdiction where the animal resides or in the jurisdiction where the act was committed may shall apply 44 
to a magistrate serving the jurisdiction for the issuance of a summons requiring the owner or custodian, if 45 
known, to appear before a general district court at a specified time. The summons shall advise the owner of 46 
the nature of the proceeding and the matters at issue.  47 
 48 
(c) No law-enforcement officer or animal control officer shall apply for a summons pursuant to subsection 49 
(b) if, upon investigation, the officer finds (i) in the case of an injury to a companion animal that is a dog or 50 
cat, that no serious injury has occurred as a result of the attack or bite, that both animals are owned by the 51 
same person, or that the incident originated on the property of the attacking or biting dog's owner or (ii) in 52 
the case of an injury to a person, that the injury caused by the dog upon the person consists solely of a 53 
single nip or bite resulting only in a scratch, abrasion, or other minor injury.  In determining whether serious 54 
injury to a companion animal that is a dog or cat has occurred, the officer may consult with a licensed 55 
veterinarian.  56 
 57 
(d) A law-enforcement officer or animal control officer who applies for a summons pursuant to subsection 58 
(b) shall provide the owner with written notice of such application. For 30 days following such provision of 59 
written notice, the owner shall not dispose of the animal other than by surrender to the animal control officer 60 
or by euthanasia by a licensed veterinarian. Following such provision of written notice, an owner who elects 61 
to euthanize a dog that is the subject of a dangerous dog investigation shall provide documentation of such 62 
euthanasia to the animal control officer. 63 
 64 
(e) If a law enforcement officer an animal control officer successfully makes an application for the issuance 65 
of a summons, he shall contact the local animal control officer and inform him of the location of the dog and 66 
the relevant facts pertaining to his belief that the dog is dangerous or vicious.  67 
 68 
(f)  Following the issuance of a summons following an application pursuant to subsection (b) above, anThe 69 
animal control officer shall may confine the animal until such time as the evidence shall be is heard and a 70 
verdict rendered. If the animal control officer determines that the owner or custodian can confine the animal 71 
in a manner that protects the public safety, he may permit the owner or custodian to confine the animal until 72 
such time as the evidence shall be is heard and a verdict rendered. Upon being served with a summons for 73 
a dangerous dog, the owner shall not dispose of the animal, other than by euthanasia, until the case has 74 
been adjudicated. The court, through its contempt powers, may compel the owner, custodian or harborer of 75 
the animal to produce the animal and to provide documentation that it has been, or will be within three 76 
business days, implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The owner shall provide the 77 
registration information to the animal control officer.  78 
 79 
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(g) Nothing in this section shall prohibit an animal control officer or law-enforcement officer from securing a 80 
summons for a hearing to determine whether a dog that is surrendered but not euthanized is a dangerous 81 
dog.  82 
 83 
(h) Unless good cause is determined by the court, the evidentiary hearing pursuant to the dangerous dog 84 
summons shall be held not more than 30 days from the issuance of the summons. The procedure for 85 
appeal and trial shall be the same as provided by law for misdemeanors. Trial by jury, if any, shall be as 86 
provided in Article 4 (§ 19.2-260 et seq.) of Chapter 15 of Title 19.2 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as 87 
amended. The prosecution shall be required to prove its case beyond a reasonable doubt. The court shall 88 
determine that the animal is a dangerous dog if the evidence shows that it (i) killed a companion animal that 89 
is a dog or cat or inflicted serious injury on a companion animal that is a dog or cat, including a serious 90 
impairment of health or bodily function that requires significant medical attention, a serious disfigurement, 91 
any injury that has a reasonable potential to cause death, or any injury other than a sprain or strain or (ii) 92 
directly caused serious injury to a person, including laceration, broken bone, or substantial puncture of skin 93 
by teeth. Unless good cause is determined by the court, the appeal of a dangerous dog finding shall be 94 
heard within 30 days.  95 
 96 
(i)  If, after hearing the evidence, the court finds that the animal is a dangerous dog, the court: shall  97 

(1) Shall order the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this section, § 10-91.1, and §§ 98 
3.2-6542 and 3.2-6542.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 99 

(2) May order the owner of the animal to pay restitution for actual damages to the person injured by 100 
the animal or whose companion animal was injured or killed by the animal.  Such order shall not preclude 101 
the injured person from pursuing civil remedies, including damages that accrue after the original finding that 102 
the animal is a dangerous dog; and 103 

(3) May order he owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such 104 
dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time as the animal is disposed of or 105 
returned to its owner. 106 
 107 
(j)  If after hearing the evidence, the court decides to defer further proceedings without entering an 108 
adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog, it may do so, notwithstanding any other provision of this 109 
section. A court that defers further proceedings shall place specific conditions upon the owner of the dog, 110 
including the requirement that the owner provide documentation that the dog has been, or will be within 111 
three business days, implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration 112 
information shall be provided to the animal control officer. If the owner violates any of the conditions, the 113 
court may enter an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog and proceed as otherwise provided in 114 
this section. Upon fulfillment of the conditions, the court shall dismiss the proceedings against the animal 115 
and the owner without an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog. finds that the animal is a 116 
dangerous dog, the court shall order the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this section. If, 117 
after hearing the evidence, the court finds that the animal is a vicious dog, the court shall order the animal 118 
euthanized in accordance with the provisions of Code of Virginia, § 3.2-6562. 119 
 120 
(k) (c) No canine or canine crossbreed animal shall be found by the court to be a dangerous dog: or vicious 121 
dog solely  122 

(1) Solely because it is a particular breed; , nor shall the ownership of a particular breed of canine 123 
or canine crossbreed be prohibited.  124 

No animal shall be found to be a dangerous dog or vicious dog if (2) If the threat, injury or damage 125 
was sustained by a person who was: (i) committing, at the time, a crime upon the premises occupied by the 126 
animal's owner or custodian; (ii) committing, at the time, a willful trespass upon the premises occupied by 127 
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the animal's owner or custodian; or provoking, tormenting, or physically abusing the animal, or can be 128 
shown to have repeatedly provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the animal at other times. No  129 

(3) If the animal is a police dog that was engaged in the performance of its duties as such at the 130 
time of the acts act complained of; shall be found to be a dangerous dog or a vicious dog. No animal which,  131 

(4) If at the time of the acts complained of, the animal was responding to pain or injury, or was 132 
protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, a person or its owner or owner's property;, shall be found to be a 133 
dangerous dog or a vicious dog. 134 

(5) As a result of killing or inflicting serious injury on a dog or cat while engaged with its owner as 135 
part of lawful hunting or participating in an organized, lawful dog handling event; or  136 

(6) If the court determines based on the totality of the evidence before it, or for other good cause, 137 
that the dog is not dangerous or a threat to the community. 138 
 139 
(l)  If the owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog is a minor, the custodial parent or legal guardian 140 
shall be responsible for complying with all requirements of this section, §§ 10-91.1, 10-91.2, 10-91.3, 10-141 
91.4, and §§ 3.2-6542 and 3.2-6542.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 142 
 143 

(d)The owner of any animal found to be a dangerous dog shall, within ten days of such finding, 144 
obtain a dangerous dog registration certificate from the local animal control officer for a fee of $50.00, in 145 
addition to other fees that may be authorized by law. The animal control officer shall also provide the owner 146 
with a uniformly designed tag that identifies the animal as a dangerous dog. The owner shall affix the tag to 147 
the animal's collar and ensure that the animal wears the collar and tag at all times. All certificates obtained 148 
pursuant to this subsection shall be renewed annually for the same fee and in the same manner as the 149 
initial certificate was obtained. The animal control officer shall provide a copy of the dangerous dog 150 
registration certificate and verification of compliance to the state veterinarian. 151 

(e)All certificates or renewals of dangerous dog registration required to be obtained under this 152 
section shall only be issued to persons 18 years of age or older who present satisfactory evidence of the 153 
animal's current rabies vaccination, if applicable; that the animal has been neutered or spayed; and that the 154 
animal is and will be confined in a proper enclosure or is and will be confined inside the owner's residence 155 
or is and will be muzzled and confined in the owner's fenced-in yard until the proper enclosure is 156 
constructed. In addition, owners who apply for certificates or renewals under this section shall not be issued 157 
a certificate or renewal thereof unless they present satisfactory evidence that their residence is and will 158 
continue to be posted with clearly visible signs warning both minors and adults of the presence of a 159 
dangerous dog on the property, and the animal has been permanently identified by means of a tattoo on 160 
the inside thigh or by electronic implantation. 161 

(f)While on the property of its owner, an animal found to be a dangerous dog shall be confined 162 
indoors or in a securely enclosed and locked structure of sufficient height and design to prevent its escape 163 
or direct contact with or entry by minors, adults, or other animals. The structure shall be designed to 164 
provide the animal with shelter from the elements of nature. When off its owner's property, an animal found 165 
to be a dangerous dog shall be kept on a leash and muzzled in such a manner as not to cause injury to the 166 
animal or interfere with the animal's vision or respiration, but so as to prevent it from biting a person or 167 
another animal. 168 

(g)If the owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog is a minor, the custodial parent or legal 169 
guardian shall be responsible for complying with all requirements of this section. 170 

(h)The owner of any dog found to be dangerous shall register the animal with the Commonwealth 171 
of Virginia Dangerous Dog Registry, as established under the Code of Virginia, § 3.2-6542, within 45 days 172 
of such a finding by any appropriate court. The owner shall also cause the local animal control officer to be 173 
promptly notified of: (i) the names, addresses, and telephone numbers of all owners; (ii) all of the means 174 
necessary to locate the owner and the dog at any time; (iii) any complaints or incidents of attack by the dog 175 
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upon any person or cat or dog; (iv) any claims made or lawsuits brought as a result of any attack; (v) tattoo 176 
or chip identification information or both; (vi) proof of insurance; and (vii) the death of the dog. 177 

(i)After an animal has been found to be a dangerous dog, the animal's owner shall immediately, 178 
upon learning of same, notify the county animal control authority if the animal is loose or unconfined; bites a 179 
person or attacks another animal; is sold, given away, or dies; or has been moved to a different address. 180 

(j)The owner of any animal that has been found to be a dangerous dog who willfully fails to comply 181 
with the requirements of this section shall be guilty of a Class 1 misdemeanor. 182 

(k)All fees collected pursuant to this section, less the costs incurred by the animal control authority 183 
in producing and distributing the certificates and tags required by this section, shall be paid into a special 184 
dedicated fund in the county treasury for the purpose of paying the expenses of any training course 185 
required under the Code of Virginia, § 3.2-6556. 186 

(l)All certificates or renewals thereof required to be obtained under this section shall only be issued 187 
to persons 18 years of age or older who present satisfactory evidence that the animal has been neutered or 188 
spayed. 189 

(m)All certificates or renewals thereof required to be obtained under this section shall only be 190 
issued to persons who present satisfactory evidence that the owner has liability insurance coverage, to the 191 
value of at least $100,000.00 that covers animal bites. 192 

(n)Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (b) of this section, an animal control officer may 193 
determine, after investigation, whether a dog is a dangerous dog. If the animal control officer determines 194 
that a dog is a dangerous dog, he may order the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this 195 
section. If the animal's owner disagrees with the animal control officer's determination, he may appeal the 196 
determination to the General District Court for a trial on the merits. 197 
(Ord. of 2-23-2009) 198 
 199 
10-91.1. - Obligations of officer and owner following dangerous dog finding.  200 
 201 
(a) After an animal is found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, the local animal control officer or 202 
treasurer shall provide the owner with a uniformly designed tag that identifies the animal as a dangerous 203 
dog. The owner shall affix the tag to the animal's collar and ensure that the animal wears the collar and tag 204 
at all times.  205 
 206 
(b) Within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, the owner shall:  207 

(1) Provide documentation that the animal has been neutered or spayed;  208 
(2) Provide documentation that the animal has been implanted with electronic identification 209 

registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control officer;  210 
(3) Present satisfactory evidence to the animal control officer of liability insurance coverage, to the 211 

value of at least $100,000, that covers animal bites. The owner may obtain and maintain a bond in surety to 212 
the value of at least $100,000 in lieu of liability insurance;  213 

(4) Pay to the local governing body a fee of $150 and under the direction of the animal control 214 
officer complete a dangerous dog registration certificate issued by the Department pursuant to § 3.2-6542 215 
of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. No dangerous dog registration certificate required to be 216 
obtained under this section shall be issued to any person younger than 18 years of age; and  217 

(5) Post the residence where the animal is housed with clearly visible signs warning both minors 218 
and adults of the presence of a dangerous dog on the property. Such signs shall remain posted at all points 219 
of entry to the home and yard as long as the animal remains on the property.  220 

 221 
(c) Any dangerous dog not confined inside a locked enclosure constructed pursuant to subsection (d) shall 222 
be (i) confined inside the owner's residence or (ii) if outdoors, controlled by a physical leash employed by 223 
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the responsible adult owner and securely muzzled in a manner that does not cause injury to the animal or 224 
interfere with the animal's vision or respiration but prevents it from biting a person or another animal.  225 
 226 
(d) Any owner of a dangerous dog who keeps the dog outdoors and not within the immediate physical 227 
presence of its owner shall, within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog, cause to be 228 
constructed a secure, locked enclosure of sufficient height and design to prevent escape by the animal or 229 
entry by or direct physical contact with any person or other animal. While so confined within the structure, 230 
the animal shall be provided for according to § 3.2-6503 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  231 
 232 
(e) The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall cause the local animal control officer to be promptly 233 
notified of (i) any change in the manner of locating the owner or the dog at any time; (ii) any transfer of 234 
ownership of the dog to a new owner, including the name and address of the new owner; (iii) any instance 235 
in which the animal is loose or unconfined; (iv) any complaint or incident of attack or bite by the dog upon 236 
any person or cat or dog; (v) any claim made or lawsuit brought as a result of any attack; and (vi) the 237 
escape, loss, or death of the dog.  238 
 239 
(f) Unless for good cause shown, the owner of a dangerous dog shall notify the animal control officer at 240 
least 10 days prior to moving or relocating the animal and the officer shall update the dangerous dog 241 
registry accordingly.  242 
 243 
(g) Any dangerous dog not reclaimed by the owner from the animal control officer within 10 days of notice 244 
to do so by such animal control officer shall be considered abandoned and may be disposed of according 245 
to the provisions of § 3.2-6546 of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended.  246 
 247 
(h) Any contract or agreement for the use of real property, including a recorded restrictive covenant, 248 
condominium instrument of a condominium created pursuant to the Virginia Condominium Act (§ 55.1-1900 249 
et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), declaration of a common interest community as defined in 250 
§ 54.1-2345 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or cooperative instrument of a cooperative 251 
created pursuant to the Virginia Real Estate Cooperative Act (§ 55.1-2100 et seq. of the Code of Virginia 252 
(1950), amended), may prohibit the keeping of a dangerous dog or otherwise impose conditions that are 253 
more restrictive than those provided in subsection (b).  254 
 255 
(i) The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall maintain the liability insurance coverage or bond in 256 
surety required by subdivision (b)(3) as long as he owns the dangerous dog and shall submit a certificate of 257 
insurance or evidence of such bond to the animal control officer on an annual basis.  258 
 259 
10-91.2. - Notice of dangerous dog finding; penalty.  260 
 261 
(a) Any releasing agency transferring or releasing for adoption within the Commonwealth an animal found 262 
to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify in writing the receiving party of the requirements of 263 
this section and §§ 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.3, and 10-91.4.  264 
 265 
(b) Any releasing agency transferring or releasing for adoption outside the Commonwealth an animal found 266 
to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the appropriate animal control officer in the receiving 267 
jurisdiction that the animal has been so adjudicated.  268 
 269 
(c) Any owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog in another state shall, upon bringing such animal 270 
to reside within the Commonwealth, notify the animal control officer of the jurisdiction in which the owner 271 
resides that the animal has been so adjudicated.  272 
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 273 
(d) Any owner who disposes by surrender to a releasing agency, gift, sale, transfer, or trade of an animal 274 
found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the receiver in writing that the animal has 275 
been so adjudicated. A violation of this subsection is a Class 3 misdemeanor.  276 
 277 
10-91.3. - Violation of law by owner of dangerous dog; penalty.  278 
 279 
(a) If an owner of an animal previously found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to either § 10-91 or § 3.2-280 
6540 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, is charged with a violation of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, 281 
or 10-91.4, the animal control officer shall confine the dangerous dog until such time as evidence shall be 282 
heard and a verdict rendered pursuant to § 10-91. Unless good cause is determined by the court, such 283 
evidentiary hearing shall be held within 30 days of the issuance of the summons. The court, through its 284 
contempt powers, may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal.  285 
 286 
(b) Upon conviction, the court may  287 

(1) order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia 288 
(1950), as amended, or  289 

(2) grant the owner up to 30 days to comply with the requirements of § 10-91.1, during which time 290 
the dangerous dog shall remain in the custody of the animal control officer until compliance has been 291 
verified. If the owner fails to achieve compliance within the time specified by the court, the court shall order 292 
the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  293 
Further, the court may order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for 294 
such dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time that the animal is 295 
disposed of or returned to the owner.  296 
 297 
(c) Any owner of a dangerous dog who is charged with a violation pursuant to subsection A and is found to 298 
have willfully failed to comply with the requirements of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4 is guilty of a 299 
Class 1 misdemeanor. The court may determine that a person convicted under this subsection shall be 300 
prohibited from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog.  301 
 302 
10-91.4. - Subsequent attack or bite by dangerous dog; penalty.  303 
 304 
(a) Any owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, when such finding arose out 305 
of a separate and distinct incident, is guilty of a:  306 

(1) Class 2 misdemeanor if such dog attacks and injures or kills a cat or dog that is a companion 307 
animal belonging to another person; or  308 

(2) Class 1 misdemeanor if such dog bites a human being or attacks a human being causing bodily 309 
injury.  310 
 311 
(b) The provisions of subsection (a) shall not apply to any animal that at the time of the act complained of 312 
was responding to pain or injury, was protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, a person, or its owner's 313 
property, or was a police dog engaged in the performance of its duties at the time of the attack.  314 
 315 
(c) The court may determine that a person convicted under this section shall be prohibited from owning, 316 
possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog. 317 
 318 
DONE this the 28th day of March, 2022. 319 
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Attached here is a summary of the new ordinances prepared by my paralegal, 
Kimberly Paulsrud.  While the memo goes on for several pages describing the 
changes the primary changes are:

1. Delete the references to a "vicious dog" and stick only with the
"dangerous dog" terminology, and

2. Clear up to clear up the procedure by which these cases go forward.  The
current statute spends very little time on procedure and it has been a
confusion for many years.  Now, the statutes clearly spell out the
procedure (by warrant), what happens before trial, whether and how the
dog is secured awaiting trial, what the standard of proof is, what the
prosecution must prove, what the Court may and may not do.

3. Reworks some of the existing law (e.g., not condemning dogs because of a
breed alone) and adopts 4 new code sections not currently in the law.

4. There are procedural protections placed in the law for both dangerous
dogs and their owners, but methods are described to to protect the public
from these dogs both before trial and after conviction.  One new feature
of the amendments is the express ability of the animal control officer to
leave an accused dangerous dog in place with the owner pending trial,
under certain conditions.

The Board may wish for the Sheriff's animal control officer deputy or deputies
to address the Board on the new state law, the new proposed county code and
how they would be implemented. 

While having a parallel dangerous dog ordinance is a local option for localities,
if a parallel code is in place, as in King William, it must be consistent with the
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state law.  This requires an amendment of the existing code. The draft
ordinance we prepared is directly pulled from the state code, as amended in
2021.  No differences are intended.

If you or the Board have further questions, please let me know.

Thanks,

Andrew


MEMORANDUM





TO:	ARM		



FROM:	kap



DATE:		3/28/2022



RE:	King William County, Virginia - County Attorney Services - 022550.100820





Re: Mandated Changes in Dangerous Dog Ordinance

§ 3.2-6540. Dangerous dogs; investigation, summons, and hearing (County Code sec. 10-91)

1. The word "vicious" is removed.



2. The ordinance is amended to include investigation, summons and hearing procedures.



3. Dog is amended to include a hybrid dog.  The term “dog” is not amended but under typical rules this means the term has its dictionary meaning.



4. Law enforcement officer is added, in additional to animal control officer.  Their potential differing status is recognized, but since our ACOs are under the Sheriff, there is no practical difference in King William.  Either may apply to a magistrate in their jurisdiction for issuance of a summons requiring the owner of a dangerous dog to appear at GDC.  The summons shall advise the owner of the proceeding and the matters at issue.



5. Regarding 4, above, no law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall apply for a summons if the injury is to a dog/cat, but upon investigation no serious injury has occurred to the dog/cat, both animals are owned by the same person, or attack occurred on the owner's property.  If there is an injury to person, no summons shall be issued for a scratch, abrasion or other minor injury.  The officer may consult with a licensed veterinarian.

 

6. If a summons is issued, the law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall provide owner with the application for the summons.



7. The owner shall not dispose of the animal other than by surrender to the animal control officer or euthanasia for 30 days. The owner shall provide documentation of euthanasia to the animal control officer.



8. If a law enforcement officer makes the application, he/she shall contract the animal control officer and provide the location and facts relevant to the dangerous dog.



9. After the issuance of the summons, animal control may confine the animal until evidence is heard and verdict is rendered.  However, if the owner can satisfactorily confine the animal to protect public safety, the animal control officer may leave the dangerous dog with the owner(s) until trial.



10. The Court may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal and to provide documentation that within 3 days



· the dog will be implanted with an electronic ID registered to the owner

· The owner must provide this information to animal control officer (f).



11. An animal control officer may secure a summons for a hearing to determine if a dog that is surrendered but not euthanized is a dangerous dog (g).



12. A dangerous dog hearing shall not be held more than 30 days from the issuance of the summons (h).



13. Appeals and trial shall be the same as provided by law for misdemeanors (h).



14. Prosecution must prove its the case beyond a reasonable doubt (h).



15. The Court will determine if a dog is dangerous if it 



· killed a companion animal (dog/cat) 

· inflicted serious injury to the dog/cat

· directly caused injury to a person (laceration, broken bone, puncture of skin by teeth.



16. Any appeal of a dangerous dog finding shall be heard within 30 days (h).



17. After the hearing, the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this section, § 10-91.1, and §§ 3.2-6542 and 3.2-6542.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  Under this section, the Court may:



· order the owner of the animal to pay restitution for actual damages to the person injured by the animal or whose companion animal was injured or killed by the animal.  Such order shall not preclude the injured person from pursuing civil remedies, including damages that accrue after the original finding that the animal is a dangerous dog; and 

· order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time as the animal is disposed of or returned to its owner (i).



18.  If after hearing the evidence, the court decides to defer further proceedings without entering an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog, it may do so, notwithstanding any other provision of this section. 



19. A court that defers further proceedings shall place specific conditions upon the owner of the dog, including the requirement that the owner provide documentation that the dog has been, or will be within 3 business days, implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control officer. 



· If the owner violates any of the conditions, the court may enter an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog and proceed as otherwise provided in this section. Upon fulfillment of the conditions, the court shall dismiss the proceedings against the animal and the owner without an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog (j). 



21 No animal shall be found dangerous solely on breed (k).  



22.  No animal shall be found dangerous if the threat, injury or damage was caused to a person who was: 

· (i) committing, at the time, a crime upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; or

· (ii) committing, at the time, a willful trespass upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; or provoking, tormenting, or physically abusing the animal, or can be shown to have repeatedly provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the animal at other times. If the animal is a police dog that was engaged in the performance of its duties as such at the time of the act; if at the time of the acts complained of, the animal was responding to pain or injury, or was protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, person or its  owner's property; As a result of killing or inflicting serious injury on a dog or cat while engaged with its owner as part of lawful hunting or participating in an organized, lawful dog handling event. 

· Also, dog will be found not dangerous if the court determines based on the totality of the evidence before it, or for other good cause, that the dog is not dangerous or a threat to the community.



23. If the owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog is a minor, the custodial parent or 

legal guardian shall be responsible for complying with all requirements of this section.



10-91.1. - Obligations of officer and owner following dangerous dog finding (new county code section lifted directly from new statute).



After an animal is found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91:



· the local animal control officer or treasurer shall provide the owner with a uniformly designed tag that identifies the animal as a dangerous dog. The owner shall affix the tag to the animal's collar and ensure that the animal wears the collar and tag at all times. 



Within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, the owner shall: 



· Provide documentation that the animal has been neutered or spayed; 



· Provide documentation that the animal has been implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control officer;

 

· Present satisfactory evidence to the animal control officer of liability insurance coverage, to the value of at least $100,000, that covers animal bites. The owner may obtain and maintain a bond in surety to the value of at least $100,000 in lieu of liability insurance; 



· Pay to the local governing body a fee of $150 and under the direction of the animal control officer complete a dangerous dog registration certificate issued by the Department pursuant to § 3.2-6542 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. No dangerous dog registration certificate required to be obtained under this section shall be issued to any person younger than 18 years of age; and

 

· Post the residence where the animal is housed with clearly visible signs warning both minors and adults of the presence of a dangerous dog on the property. Such signs shall remain posted at all points of entry to the home and yard as long as the animal remains on the property. 



· Any dangerous dog not confined inside a locked enclosure constructed pursuant to subsection (d) shall be (i) confined inside the owner's residence or (ii) if outdoors, controlled by a physical leash employed by the responsible adult owner and securely muzzled in a manner that does not cause injury to the animal or interfere with the animal's vision or respiration but prevents it from biting a person or another animal. 



· Any owner of a dangerous dog who keeps the dog outdoors and not within the immediate physical presence of its owner shall, within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog, cause to be constructed a secure, locked enclosure of sufficient height and design to prevent escape by the animal or entry by or direct physical contact with any person or other animal. While so confined within the structure, the animal shall be provided for according to § 3.2-6503 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 



The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall cause the local animal control officer to be promptly notified of



· any change in the manner of locating the owner or the dog at any time; (ii) any transfer of ownership of the dog to a new owner, including the name and address of the new owner; (iii) any instance in which the animal is loose or unconfined; (iv) any complaint or incident of attack or bite by the dog upon any person or cat or dog; (v) any claim made or lawsuit brought as a result of any attack; and (vi) the escape, loss, or death of the dog. 



Unless for good cause shown, the owner of a dangerous dog shall notify the animal control officer at least 10 days prior to moving or relocating the animal and the officer shall update the dangerous dog registry accordingly. 



Any dangerous dog not reclaimed by the owner from the animal control officer within 10 days of notice to do so by such animal control officer shall be considered abandoned and may be disposed of according to the provisions of § 3.2-6546 of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended. 



Any contract or agreement for the use of real property, including a recorded restrictive covenant, condominium instrument of a condominium created pursuant to the Virginia Condominium Act (§ 55.1-1900 et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), declaration of a common interest community as defined in § 54.1-2345 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or cooperative instrument of a cooperative created pursuant to the Virginia Real Estate Cooperative Act (§ 55.1-2100 et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), may prohibit the keeping of a dangerous dog or otherwise impose conditions that are more restrictive than those provided above. 



The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall maintain the liability insurance coverage or bond in surety required by code as long as he owns the dangerous dog and shall submit a certificate of insurance or evidence of such bond to the animal control officer on an annual basis. 



10-91.2. - Notice of dangerous dog finding; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute)



· In any adoption within the Commonwealth of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, owner shall notify in writing the receiving party of the requirements of this section and §§ 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.3, and 10-91.4. 



· Any releasing agency transferring or releasing for adoption outside the Commonwealth an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the appropriate animal control officer in the receiving jurisdiction that the animal has been so adjudicated. 



· Any owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog in another state shall, upon bringing such animal to reside within the Commonwealth, notify the animal control officer of the jurisdiction in which the owner resides that the animal has been so adjudicated. 



· Any owner who disposes by surrender to a releasing agency, gift, sale, transfer, or trade of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the receiver in writing that the animal has been so adjudicated. A violation of this subsection is a Class 3 misdemeanor. 









10-91.3. - Violation of law by owner of dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute) .



If an owner of an animal previously found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to either § 10-91 or § 3.2-6540 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, is charged with a violation of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4:



· the animal control officer shall confine the dangerous dog until such time as evidence shall be heard and a verdict rendered pursuant to § 10-91. 

· Unless good cause is determined by the court, such evidentiary hearing shall be held within 30 days of the issuance of the summons. The court, through its contempt powers, may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal. 



Order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or 



Grant the owner up to 30 days to comply with the requirements – 



· during which time the dangerous dog shall remain in the custody of the animal control officer until compliance has been verified. If the owner fails to achieve compliance within the time specified by the court, the court shall order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 



The court may order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time that the animal is disposed of or returned to the owner. 



· Any owner of a dangerous dog who is charged with a violation pursuant to subsection A and is found to have willfully failed to comply with the requirements of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4 is guilty of a Class 1 misdemeanor. The court may determine that a person convicted under this subsection shall be prohibited from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog. 



10-91.4. - Subsequent attack or bite by dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute).



(1) Class 2 misdemeanor if such dog attacks and injures or kills a cat or dog that is a companion animal belonging to another person; or 



(2) Class 1 misdemeanor if such dog bites a human being or attacks a human being causing bodily injury. 



· The provisions of subsection (a) shall not apply to any animal that at the time of the act complained of was responding to pain or injury, was protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, a person, or its owner's property, or was a police dog engaged in the performance of its duties at the time of the attack. 



· The court may determine that a person convicted under this section shall be prohibited from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog

2
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: ARM  

FROM: kap 

DATE: 3/28/2022 

RE: King William County, Virginia - County Attorney Services - 022550.100820 

Re: Mandated Changes in Dangerous Dog Ordinance 

§ 3.2-6540. Dangerous dogs; investigation, summons, and hearing (County Code sec. 10-91)

1. The word "vicious" is removed.

2. The ordinance is amended to include investigation, summons and hearing procedures.

3. Dog is amended to include a hybrid dog.  The term “dog” is not amended but under typical rules this
means the term has its dictionary meaning.

4. Law enforcement officer is added, in additional to animal control officer.  Their potential differing
status is recognized, but since our ACOs are under the Sheriff, there is no practical difference in
King William.  Either may apply to a magistrate in their jurisdiction for issuance of a summons
requiring the owner of a dangerous dog to appear at GDC.  The summons shall advise the owner of
the proceeding and the matters at issue.

5. Regarding 4, above, no law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall apply for a summons if
the injury is to a dog/cat, but upon investigation no serious injury has occurred to the dog/cat, both
animals are owned by the same person, or attack occurred on the owner's property.  If there is an
injury to person, no summons shall be issued for a scratch, abrasion or other minor injury.  The officer
may consult with a licensed veterinarian.

6. If a summons is issued, the law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall provide owner with
the application for the summons.

7. The owner shall not dispose of the animal other than by surrender to the animal control officer or
euthanasia for 30 days. The owner shall provide documentation of euthanasia to the animal control
officer.

8. If a law enforcement officer makes the application, he/she shall contract the animal control officer
and provide the location and facts relevant to the dangerous dog.

9. After the issuance of the summons, animal control may confine the animal until evidence is heard
and verdict is rendered.  However, if the owner can satisfactorily confine the animal to protect public
safety, the animal control officer may leave the dangerous dog with the owner(s) until trial.
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10. The Court may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal and to provide documentation 

that within 3 days 
 

• the dog will be implanted with an electronic ID registered to the owner 

• The owner must provide this information to animal control officer (f). 
 

11. An animal control officer may secure a summons for a hearing to determine if a dog that is 
surrendered but not euthanized is a dangerous dog (g). 
 

12. A dangerous dog hearing shall not be held more than 30 days from the issuance of the summons 
(h). 
 

13. Appeals and trial shall be the same as provided by law for misdemeanors (h). 
 

14. Prosecution must prove its the case beyond a reasonable doubt (h). 
 
15. The Court will determine if a dog is dangerous if it  

 

• killed a companion animal (dog/cat)  

• inflicted serious injury to the dog/cat 

• directly caused injury to a person (laceration, broken bone, puncture of skin by teeth. 
 

16. Any appeal of a dangerous dog finding shall be heard within 30 days (h). 
 

17. After the hearing, the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this section, § 10-91.1, and §§ 
3.2-6542 and 3.2-6542.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  Under this section, the Court may: 

 

• order the owner of the animal to pay restitution for actual damages to the person injured by the 
animal or whose companion animal was injured or killed by the animal.  Such order shall not 
preclude the injured person from pursuing civil remedies, including damages that accrue after 
the original finding that the animal is a dangerous dog; and  

• order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such 
dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time as the animal is 
disposed of or returned to its owner (i). 

 
18.  If after hearing the evidence, the court decides to defer further proceedings without entering an 
adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog, it may do so, notwithstanding any other provision of this 
section.  
 
19. A court that defers further proceedings shall place specific conditions upon the owner of the dog, 
including the requirement that the owner provide documentation that the dog has been, or will be within 
3 business days, implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration 
information shall be provided to the animal control officer.  
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• If the owner violates any of the conditions, the court may enter an adjudication that the animal is 
a dangerous dog and proceed as otherwise provided in this section. Upon fulfillment of the 
conditions, the court shall dismiss the proceedings against the animal and the owner without an 
adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog (j).  

 
21 No animal shall be found dangerous solely on breed (k).   

 
22.  No animal shall be found dangerous if the threat, injury or damage was caused to a person who 
was:  

• (i) committing, at the time, a crime upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; or 

• (ii) committing, at the time, a willful trespass upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; 
or provoking, tormenting, or physically abusing the animal, or can be shown to have repeatedly 
provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the animal at other times. If the animal is a police 
dog that was engaged in the performance of its duties as such at the time of the act; if at the 
time of the acts complained of, the animal was responding to pain or injury, or was protecting 
itself, its kennel, its offspring, person or its  owner's property; As a result of killing or inflicting 
serious injury on a dog or cat while engaged with its owner as part of lawful hunting or 
participating in an organized, lawful dog handling event.  

• Also, dog will be found not dangerous if the court determines based on the totality of the evidence 
before it, or for other good cause, that the dog is not dangerous or a threat to the community. 

 
23. If the owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog is a minor, the custodial parent or  

legal guardian shall be responsible for complying with all requirements of this section. 
 

10-91.1. - Obligations of officer and owner following dangerous dog finding (new county code section 
lifted directly from new statute). 
 
After an animal is found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91: 

 

• the local animal control officer or treasurer shall provide the owner with a uniformly designed tag 
that identifies the animal as a dangerous dog. The owner shall affix the tag to the animal's collar 
and ensure that the animal wears the collar and tag at all times.  

 
Within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, the owner shall:  
 

• Provide documentation that the animal has been neutered or spayed;  
 

• Provide documentation that the animal has been implanted with electronic identification 
registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control 
officer; 

  

• Present satisfactory evidence to the animal control officer of liability insurance coverage, to the 
value of at least $100,000, that covers animal bites. The owner may obtain and maintain a bond 
in surety to the value of at least $100,000 in lieu of liability insurance;  
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• Pay to the local governing body a fee of $150 and under the direction of the animal control officer 
complete a dangerous dog registration certificate issued by the Department pursuant to § 3.2-
6542 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. No dangerous dog registration certificate 
required to be obtained under this section shall be issued to any person younger than 18 years 
of age; and 

  

• Post the residence where the animal is housed with clearly visible signs warning both minors 
and adults of the presence of a dangerous dog on the property. Such signs shall remain posted 
at all points of entry to the home and yard as long as the animal remains on the property.  

 

• Any dangerous dog not confined inside a locked enclosure constructed pursuant to subsection 
(d) shall be (i) confined inside the owner's residence or (ii) if outdoors, controlled by a physical 
leash employed by the responsible adult owner and securely muzzled in a manner that does not 
cause injury to the animal or interfere with the animal's vision or respiration but prevents it from 
biting a person or another animal.  

 

• Any owner of a dangerous dog who keeps the dog outdoors and not within the immediate 
physical presence of its owner shall, within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous 
dog, cause to be constructed a secure, locked enclosure of sufficient height and design to 
prevent escape by the animal or entry by or direct physical contact with any person or other 
animal. While so confined within the structure, the animal shall be provided for according to § 
3.2-6503 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  

 
The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall cause the local animal control officer to be promptly notified 
of 
 

• any change in the manner of locating the owner or the dog at any time; (ii) any transfer of 
ownership of the dog to a new owner, including the name and address of the new owner; (iii) 
any instance in which the animal is loose or unconfined; (iv) any complaint or incident of attack 
or bite by the dog upon any person or cat or dog; (v) any claim made or lawsuit brought as a 
result of any attack; and (vi) the escape, loss, or death of the dog.  

 
Unless for good cause shown, the owner of a dangerous dog shall notify the animal control officer at least 10 
days prior to moving or relocating the animal and the officer shall update the dangerous dog registry 
accordingly.  
 
Any dangerous dog not reclaimed by the owner from the animal control officer within 10 days of notice to do 
so by such animal control officer shall be considered abandoned and may be disposed of according to the 
provisions of § 3.2-6546 of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended.  
 
Any contract or agreement for the use of real property, including a recorded restrictive covenant, 
condominium instrument of a condominium created pursuant to the Virginia Condominium Act (§ 55.1-1900 
et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), declaration of a common interest community as defined in 
§ 54.1-2345 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or cooperative instrument of a cooperative created 
pursuant to the Virginia Real Estate Cooperative Act (§ 55.1-2100 et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), 
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amended), may prohibit the keeping of a dangerous dog or otherwise impose conditions that are more 
restrictive than those provided above.  
 
The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall maintain the liability insurance coverage or bond in surety 
required by code as long as he owns the dangerous dog and shall submit a certificate of insurance or 
evidence of such bond to the animal control officer on an annual basis.  
 
10-91.2. - Notice of dangerous dog finding; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new 
statute) 
 

• In any adoption within the Commonwealth of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant 
to § 10-91, owner shall notify in writing the receiving party of the requirements of this section and 
§§ 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.3, and 10-91.4.  

 

• Any releasing agency transferring or releasing for adoption outside the Commonwealth an 
animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the appropriate animal 
control officer in the receiving jurisdiction that the animal has been so adjudicated.  

 

• Any owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog in another state shall, upon bringing such 
animal to reside within the Commonwealth, notify the animal control officer of the jurisdiction in 
which the owner resides that the animal has been so adjudicated.  

 

• Any owner who disposes by surrender to a releasing agency, gift, sale, transfer, or trade of an 
animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the receiver in writing that 
the animal has been so adjudicated. A violation of this subsection is a Class 3 misdemeanor.  

 
10-91.3. - Violation of law by owner of dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted directly 
from new statute) . 
 
If an owner of an animal previously found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to either § 10-91 or § 3.2-6540 of 
the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, is charged with a violation of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4: 

 

• the animal control officer shall confine the dangerous dog until such time as evidence 
shall be heard and a verdict rendered pursuant to § 10-91.  

• Unless good cause is determined by the court, such evidentiary hearing shall be held 
within 30 days of the issuance of the summons. The court, through its contempt powers, 
may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal.  

 
Order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), 

as amended, or  
 
Grant the owner up to 30 days to comply with the requirements –  
 

• during which time the dangerous dog shall remain in the custody of the animal control 
officer until compliance has been verified. If the owner fails to achieve compliance within 
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the time specified by the court, the court shall order the dangerous dog to be disposed 
of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  

 
The court may order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such 
dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time that the animal is disposed of 
or returned to the owner.  
 

• Any owner of a dangerous dog who is charged with a violation pursuant to subsection 
A and is found to have willfully failed to comply with the requirements of § 10-91, 10-
91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4 is guilty of a Class 1 misdemeanor. The court may determine 
that a person convicted under this subsection shall be prohibited from owning, 
possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog.  

 
10-91.4. - Subsequent attack or bite by dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted 
directly from new statute). 
 

(1) Class 2 misdemeanor if such dog attacks and injures or kills a cat or dog that is a companion 
animal belonging to another person; or  
 

(2) Class 1 misdemeanor if such dog bites a human being or attacks a human being causing bodily 
injury.  
 

• The provisions of subsection (a) shall not apply to any animal that at the time of the act 
complained of was responding to pain or injury, was protecting itself, its kennel, its 
offspring, a person, or its owner's property, or was a police dog engaged in the 
performance of its duties at the time of the attack.  

 

• The court may determine that a person convicted under this section shall be prohibited 
from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog 
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Personal Property Reduction Options - Steve 
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King William County 
Est. 1702 in Virginia 

Steven G. Hudgins 
Deputy County Administrator 

DATE:  March 28, 2022 
 
TO:  King William County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM:  Steve Hudgins, Deputy County Administrator 
 
SUBJECT: Personal Property Tax Reduction Options 
 
 
REQUEST FOR ACTION 
 
Approve the method to ease the personal property tax burden on King William citizens 
associated with the anticipated rise in vehicle assessed values. Staff recommends utilizing 
an assessment ratio. 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Due to the lingering effects of COVID-19 and the limited availability of new and used 
vehicles for sale, the value of most vehicles significantly increased by the assessment date 
of January 1, 2022, which will translate into higher personal property tax bills for many 
King William vehicle owners. It is not currently known what percentage of vehicles in King 
William County are affected by these higher assessed values, or how much higher the 
values will be specific to King William. On average nationwide, used vehicle values are 
predicted to go up 39% from tax year 2021, and that 95% of vehicles will be affected. Last 
year, another year in which many vehicles increased in value, the average value of vehicles 
in the County increased by 11%. 
 
Virginia Code § 58.1-3503 permits local assessing officials, with the concurrence of the 
local governing body, to apply an assessment ratio to NADA values. Due to the 
extraordinary year over year increases caused by the pandemic, the Board may wish to 
consider utilizing this authority to reduce the overall tax burden on vehicle owners. When 
an assessment ratio is used, the assessed vehicle value remains the same as published, and 
tax rates remain the same, but taxes will be calculated on only a percentage of a vehicle’s 
value. Use of such assessment ratio for tax year 2022 does not automatically commit the 
Board to the use of a ratio in future years. 
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It is understood that a proposed assessment ratio will be calculated based on a percentage 
that will approximately equalize with vehicle values from tax year 2021. For example, if it 
is found that vehicle values in King William increased by an average of 20% from tax year 
2021, then the proposed assessment ratio for those vehicles would be close to 80%. Since it 
is not currently known what the average increase in vehicle value is for King William 
County, staff would like the Board to approve this assessment ratio method with the 
understanding that the matter will be brought back to the Board as a resolution at a later 
date when the exact value is known.  
 
Use of an assessment ratio will allow for the capture of growth in the County and should 
not have an effect on the FY2023 budget currently under consideration as the budget was 
conservatively built on those same tax year 2021 assessed values.  
 
If we conservatively assume King William vehicle values increase by 20%, and the PPTRA 
necessarily decreases to 22%, then the personal property tax on a $15,000 car would 
increase by $116.62 without the Board of Supervisors’ intervention.  
 
Other Options: 
 

1) Set a lower personal property tax rate on specific categories of personal property in 
accordance with the amended Virginia Code § 58.1-3506.  

• Calibrating the correct tax rate to equalize anticipated revenues requires 
more information than is known at present, and would require the tax rate to 
be drastically increased when vehicle values normalize. 

2) Waive vehicle license fees. 
• Vehicle license fees constitute revenues that are dedicated entirely to the 

King William Public School Division. The anticipated revenue loss of 
approximately $400,000, borne entirely by the School Division, would mean 
the County may not be able to fund the School’s budget request. 

3) Change assessment methodology.  
• Virginia Code Section 58.1-3503 requires localities to utilize a recognized 

pricing guide for purposes of local vehicle assessment. All localities use the 
services of the National Automobile Dealers Association (NADA), which is 
now owned by J.D. Power for this purpose. NADA publishes an assortment of 
values ranging from Clean Retail at the high end to Clean Loan value on the 
low end. While King William does not use the lowest valuation, it is not 
recommended to change this valuation to address the current situation. The 
assessor (Commissioner of the Revenue) chooses the type of valuation, and a 
change would produce inconsistency and take the matter out of the Board’s 
authority. 
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BACKGROUND 
 
At their March 21, 2022 work session, the King William Board of Supervisors requested 
staff to present options for mitigating the negative effect on King William taxpayers of the 
unprecedented increase in assessed vehicle values.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

• VACo survey results: How other localities are addressing the issue. 
• Virginia Code § 58.1-3503 
• Amended Virginia Code § 58.1-3506 
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Survey responses – planned actions to respond to increase in used car values (March 2022) 

County Proposed action Other notes 

Accomack County Planning to use method in HB 
1239/SB 771 of creating separate 
class of property and lowering rate 
on that class 

 

Albemarle County Albemarle County is proposing to 
reduce its personal property tax 
rate from $4.28 per $100 of 
assessed value to $3.42.  This $0.86 
decrease is 20% less than the prior 
rate.   

For calendar year 2022, the 
personal property vehicle 
valuations are estimated to 
increase 26%. 

Campbell County Board authorized advertising a 
budget and tax rates that 
incorporate taxing personal 
property at an 80% assessment 
ratio and reducing the PP rate by 
.05 cents 

 

Carroll County Not anticipating large increase in 
revenue; not planning to reduce 
rate 

 

Clarke County Proposing to reduce vehicle 
assessed values 15% across the 
board 

 

Isle of Wight County Reduced personal property tax rate 
by $.60 which is worth 
approximately $2 million in 
revenue.  

Total expected new revenue 
if no action was taken was 
approximately $4 million.  

Loudoun County Set assessment ratio at 80 percent  

Nelson County Plans to reduce personal property 
tax rates to essentially “equalize” 
with 2021 

 

Nottoway County Projecting a rate that would 
maintain existing revenue with 
some growth. 

May consider additional 
options based on legislation 

Rappahannock County County administrator’s budget 
proposes reduction to an 
“equalized” personal property tax 
rate 

 

Shenandoah County Will likely lower personal property 
tax rate 

 

Westmoreland County Still gathering data but looking at 
several options: 
1) Lower the assessment ratio with 
approval required by the BOS, 2) 
Lower the PP tax on vehicles if HB 
1239/SB 771 is signed into law or 3) 
Attempt to provide additional tax 
relief by applying a designated sum 
to the annual sum provided by the 
Commonwealth 
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Code of Virginia 
Title 58.1. Taxation 
Subtitle III. Local Taxes 
Chapter 35. Tangible Personal Property, Machinery and Tools and Merchants' Capital 
Article 1. Tangible Personal Property Tax
   
§ 58.1-3503. General classification of tangible personal property
  
A. Tangible personal property is classified for valuation purposes according to the following
separate categories which are not to be considered separate classes for rate purposes:
  
1. Farm animals, except as exempted under § 58.1-3505.
  
2. Farm machinery, except as exempted under § 58.1-3505.
  
3. Automobiles, except those described in subdivisions 7, 8, and 9 of this subsection and in
subdivision A 8 of § 58.1-3504, which shall be valued by means of a recognized pricing guide or if
the model and year of the individual automobile are not listed in the recognized pricing guide,
the individual vehicle may be valued on the basis of percentage or percentages of original cost. In
using a recognized pricing guide, the commissioner shall use either of the following two
methods. The commissioner may use all applicable adjustments in such guide to determine the
value of each individual automobile, or alternatively, if the commissioner does not utilize all
applicable adjustments in valuing each automobile, he shall use the base value specified in such
guide which may be either average retail, wholesale, or loan value, so long as uniformly applied
within classifications of property. If the model and year of the individual automobile are not
listed in the recognized pricing guide, the taxpayer may present to the commissioner proof of the
original cost, and the basis of the tax for purposes of the motor vehicle sales and use tax as
described in § 58.1-2405 shall constitute proof of original cost. If such percentage or percentages
of original cost do not accurately reflect fair market value, or if the taxpayer does not supply
proof of original cost, then the commissioner may select another method which establishes fair
market value.
  
4. Trucks of less than two tons, which may be valued by means of a recognized pricing guide or, if
the model and year of the individual truck are not listed in the recognized pricing guide, on the
basis of a percentage or percentages of original cost.
  
5. Trucks and other vehicles, as defined in § 46.2-100, except those described in subdivisions 4,
and 6 through 10 of this subsection, which shall be valued by means of either a recognized
pricing guide using the lowest value specified in such guide or a percentage or percentages of
original cost.
  
6. Manufactured homes, as defined in § 36-85.3, which may be valued on the basis of square
footage of living space.
  
7. Antique motor vehicles, as defined in § 46.2-100, which may be used for general transportation
purposes as provided in subsection C of § 46.2-730.
  
8. Taxicabs.
  
9. Motor vehicles with specially designed equipment for use by the handicapped, which shall not
be valued in relation to their initial cost, but by determining their actual market value if offered
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for sale on the open market.
  
10. Motorcycles, mopeds, all-terrain vehicles, and off-road motorcycles as defined in § 46.2-100,
campers and other recreational vehicles, which shall be valued by means of a recognized pricing
guide or a percentage or percentages of original cost.
  
11. Boats weighing under five tons and boat trailers, which shall be valued by means of a
recognized pricing guide or a percentage or percentages of original cost.
  
12. Boats or watercraft weighing five tons or more, which shall be valued by means of a
percentage or percentages of original cost.
  
13. Aircraft, which shall be valued by means of a recognized pricing guide or a percentage or
percentages of original cost.
  
14. Household goods and personal effects, except as exempted under § 58.1-3504.
  
15. Tangible personal property used in a research and development business, which shall be
valued by means of a percentage or percentages of original cost.
  
16. Programmable computer equipment and peripherals used in business which shall be valued
by means of a percentage or percentages of original cost to the taxpayer, or by such other method
as may reasonably be expected to determine the actual fair market value.
  
17. Computer equipment and peripherals used in a data center, as defined in subdivision A 43 of
§ 58.1-3506, which shall be valued by means of a percentage or percentages of original cost, or by
such other method as may reasonably be expected to determine the actual fair market value.
  
18. All tangible personal property employed in a trade or business other than that described in
subdivisions 1 through 17, which shall be valued by means of a percentage or percentages of
original cost.
  
19. Outdoor advertising signs regulated under Article 1 (§ 33.2-1200 et seq.) of Chapter 12 of
Title 33.2.
  
20. All other tangible personal property.
  
B. Methods of valuing property may differ among the separate categories, so long as each method
used is uniform within each category, is consistent with requirements of this section and may
reasonably be expected to determine actual fair market value as determined by the commissioner
of revenue or other assessing official; however, assessment ratios shall only be used with the
concurrence of the local governing body. A commissioner of revenue shall upon request take into
account the condition of the property. The term "condition of the property" includes, but is not
limited to, technological obsolescence of property where technological obsolescence is an
appropriate factor for valuing such property. The commissioner of revenue shall make available
to taxpayers on request a reasonable description of his valuation methods. Such commissioner,
or other assessing officer, or his authorized agent, when using a recognized pricing guide as
provided for in this section, may automatically extend the assessment if the pricing information
is stored in a computer.
  
Code 1950, §§ 58-829, 58-829.3, 58-829.5; 1960, c. 418; 1970, cc. 325, 655; 1974, c. 445; 1975, cc.
47, 541; 1976, c. 567; 1978, cc. 155, 178, 656, 843; 1979, c. 576; 1980, c. 412; 1981, c. 236; 1982, c.
633; 1984, cc. 675, 689; 1985, c. 105; 1987, c. 568; 1991, cc. 253, 255; 1994, c. 827;1996, c. 529;

2 3/28/2022 12:00:00 AM

Page 179 of 226

/vacode/46.2-100/
/vacode/58.1-3504/
/vacode/58.1-3506/
/vacode/33.2-1200/
http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?941+ful+CHAP0827
http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?941+ful+CHAP0827
http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?961+ful+CHAP0529
http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?961+ful+CHAP0529


1997, cc. 192, 250, 433, 457;2006, c. 896;2013, cc. 287, 652, 783;2018, cc. 28, 292.
  
The chapters of the acts of assembly referenced in the historical citation at the end of this
section(s) may not constitute a comprehensive list of such chapters and may exclude chapters
whose provisions have expired.
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2022 SESSION

CHAPTER 30
An Act to amend and reenact § 58.1-3506 of the Code of
Virginia, relating to personal property tax;
classification; emergency.

[H 1239]
Approved March 22, 2022

 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Virginia:

1. That § 58.1-3506 of the Code of Virginia is amended and
reenacted as follows:

§ 58.1-3506. Other classifications of tangible personal
property for taxation.

A. The items of property set forth below are each declared to
be a separate class of property and shall constitute a classification
for local
taxation separate from other classifications of tangible personal property
provided in this chapter:

1. a. Boats or watercraft weighing five tons or more, not used
solely for business purposes;

b. Boats or watercraft weighing less than five tons, not used
solely for business purposes;

2. Aircraft having a maximum passenger seating capacity of no
more than 50 that are owned and operated by scheduled air
carriers operating
under certificates of public convenience and necessity issued by the State
Corporation Commission or the
Civil Aeronautics Board;

3. Aircraft having a registered empty gross weight equal to or
greater than 20,000 pounds that are not owned or operated by
scheduled air
carriers recognized under federal law, but not including any aircraft described
in subdivision 4;

4. Aircraft that are (i) considered Warbirds, manufactured and
intended for military use, excluding those manufactured after
1954, and (ii)
used only for (a) exhibit or display to the general public and otherwise used
for educational purposes (including
such flights as are necessary for testing,
maintaining, or preparing such aircraft for safe operation), or (b) airshow and
flight
demonstrations (including such flights necessary for testing,
maintaining, or preparing such aircraft for safe operation), shall
constitute a
new class of property. Such class of property shall not include any aircraft
used for commercial purposes, including
transportation and other services for a
fee;

5. All other aircraft not included in subdivision 2, 3, or 4
and flight simulators;

6. Antique motor vehicles as defined in § 46.2-100 which may
be used for general transportation purposes as provided in
subsection C of §
46.2-730;

7. Tangible personal property used in a research and
development business;

8. Heavy construction machinery not used for business
purposes, including land movers, bulldozers, front-end loaders, graders,
packers, power shovels, cranes, pile drivers, forest harvesting and
silvicultural activity equipment except as exempted under §
58.1-3505, and
ditch and other types of diggers;

9. Generating equipment purchased after December 31, 1974, for
the purpose of changing the energy source of a manufacturing
plant from oil or
natural gas to coal, wood, wood bark, wood residue, or any other alternative
energy source for use in
manufacturing and any cogeneration equipment purchased
to achieve more efficient use of any energy source. Such generating
equipment
and cogeneration equipment shall include, without limitation, such equipment
purchased by firms engaged in the
business of generating electricity or steam,
or both;

10. Vehicles without motive power, used or designed to be used
as manufactured homes as defined in § 36-85.3;
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11. Computer hardware used by businesses primarily engaged in
providing data processing services to other nonrelated or
nonaffiliated
businesses;

12. Privately owned pleasure boats and watercraft, 18 feet and
over, used for recreational purposes only;

13. Privately owned vans with a seating capacity of not less
than seven nor more than 15 persons, including the driver, used
exclusively
pursuant to a ridesharing arrangement as defined in § 46.2-1400;

14. Motor vehicles specially equipped to provide
transportation for physically handicapped individuals;

15. Motor vehicles (i) owned by members of a volunteer
emergency medical services agency or a member of a volunteer fire
department or
(ii) leased by volunteer emergency medical services personnel or a member of a
volunteer fire department if the
volunteer is obligated by the terms of the
lease to pay tangible personal property tax on the motor vehicle. One motor
vehicle
that is owned by each volunteer member who meets the definition of "emergency
medical services personnel" in § 32.1-111.1
or volunteer fire department
member, or leased by each volunteer member who meets the definition of
"emergency medical
services personnel" in § 32.1-111.1 or volunteer
fire department member if the volunteer is obligated by the terms of the lease
to pay tangible personal property tax on the motor vehicle, may be specially
classified under this section, provided the
volunteer regularly responds to
emergency calls. The volunteer shall furnish the commissioner of revenue, or
other assessing
officer, with a certification by the chief of the volunteer
emergency medical services agency or volunteer fire department, that
the
volunteer is an individual who meets the definition of "emergency medical
services personnel" in § 32.1-111.1 or a member
of the volunteer fire
department who regularly responds to calls or regularly performs other duties
for the emergency medical
services agency or fire department, and the motor
vehicle owned or leased by the volunteer is identified. The certification shall
be submitted by January 31 of each year to the commissioner of revenue or other
assessing officer; however, the commissioner
of revenue or other assessing
officer shall be authorized, in his discretion, and for good cause shown and
without fault on the
part of the volunteer, to accept a certification after the
January 31 deadline. In any county that prorates the assessment of
tangible
personal property pursuant to § 58.1-3516, a replacement vehicle may be
certified and classified pursuant to this
subsection when the vehicle certified
as of the immediately prior January date is transferred during the tax year;

16. Motor vehicles (i) owned by auxiliary members of a
volunteer emergency medical services agency or volunteer fire
department or
(ii) leased by auxiliary members of a volunteer emergency medical services
agency or volunteer fire department
if the auxiliary member is obligated by the
terms of the lease to pay tangible personal property tax on the motor vehicle.
One
motor vehicle that is regularly used by each auxiliary volunteer fire
department or emergency medical services agency member
may be specially
classified under this section. The auxiliary member shall furnish the
commissioner of revenue, or other
assessing officer, with a certification by
the chief of the volunteer emergency medical services agency or volunteer fire
department, that the volunteer is an auxiliary member of the volunteer
emergency medical services agency or fire department
who regularly performs duties
for the emergency medical services agency or fire department, and the motor
vehicle is
identified as regularly used for such purpose; however, if a
volunteer meets the definition of "emergency medical services
personnel" in § 32.1-111.1 or volunteer fire department member and an
auxiliary member are members of the same household,
that household shall be
allowed no more than two special classifications under this subdivision or
subdivision 15. The
certification shall be submitted by January 31 of each year
to the commissioner of revenue or other assessing officer; however,
the
commissioner of revenue or other assessing officer shall be authorized, in his
discretion, and for good cause shown and
without fault on the part of the
auxiliary member, to accept a certification after the January 31 deadline;

17. Motor vehicles owned by a nonprofit organization and used
to deliver meals to homebound persons or provide
transportation to senior or
handicapped citizens in the community to carry out the purposes of the
nonprofit organization;

18. Privately owned camping trailers as defined in § 46.2-100,
and privately owned travel trailers as defined in § 46.2-1500,
which are used for
recreational purposes only, and privately owned trailers as defined in §
46.2-100, which are designed and
used for the transportation of horses except
those trailers described in subdivision A 11 of § 58.1-3505;

19. One motor vehicle owned and regularly used by a veteran
who has either lost, or lost the use of, one or both legs, or an arm
or a hand,
or who is blind or who is permanently and totally disabled as certified by the
Department of Veterans Services. In
order to qualify, the veteran shall provide
a written statement to the commissioner of revenue or other assessing officer
from the
Department of Veterans Services that the veteran has been so
designated or classified by the Department of Veterans Services
as to meet the
requirements of this section, and that his disability is service-connected. For
purposes of this section, a person is
blind if he meets the provisions of §
46.2-100;
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20. Motor vehicles (i) owned by persons who have been
appointed to serve as auxiliary police officers pursuant to Article 3 (§
15.2-1731 et seq.) of Chapter 17 of Title 15.2 or (ii) leased by persons who
have been so appointed to serve as auxiliary police
officers if the person is
obligated by the terms of the lease to pay tangible personal property tax on
the motor vehicle. One
motor vehicle that is regularly used by each auxiliary
police officer to respond to auxiliary police duties may be specially
classified under this section. In order to qualify for such classification, any
auxiliary police officer who applies for such
classification shall identify the
vehicle for which this classification is sought, and shall furnish the
commissioner of revenue or
other assessing officer with a certification from
the governing body that has appointed such auxiliary police officer or from the
official who has appointed such auxiliary officers. That certification shall
state that the applicant is an auxiliary police officer
who regularly uses a
motor vehicle to respond to auxiliary police duties, and it shall state that
the vehicle for which the
classification is sought is the vehicle that is
regularly used for that purpose. The certification shall be submitted by
January 31
of each year to the commissioner of revenue or other assessing
officer; however, the commissioner of revenue or other
assessing officer shall
be authorized, in his discretion, and for good cause shown and without fault on
the part of the member, to
accept a certification after the January 31
deadline;

21. Until the first to occur of June 30, 2029, or the date
that a special improvements tax is no longer levied under § 15.2-4607
on
property within a Multicounty Transportation Improvement District created
pursuant to Chapter 46 (§ 15.2-4600 et seq.) of
Title 15.2, tangible personal
property that is used in manufacturing, testing, or operating satellites within
a Multicounty
Transportation Improvement District, provided that such business
personal property is put into service within the District on or
after July 1,
1999;

22. Motor vehicles which use clean special fuels as defined in
§ 46.2-749.3, which shall not include any vehicle described in
subdivision 38
or 40;

23. Wild or exotic animals kept for public exhibition in an
indoor or outdoor facility that is properly licensed by the federal
government,
the Commonwealth, or both, and that is properly zoned for such use. "Wild
animals" means any animals that are
found in the wild, or in a wild state,
within the boundaries of the United States, its territories or possessions.
"Exotic animals"
means any animals that are found in the wild, or in
a wild state, and are native to a foreign country;

24. Furniture, office, and maintenance equipment, exclusive of
motor vehicles, that are owned and used by an organization
whose real property
is assessed in accordance with § 58.1-3284.1 and that is used by that
organization for the purpose of
maintaining or using the open or common space
within a residential development;

25. Motor vehicles, trailers, and semitrailers with a gross
vehicle weight of 10,000 pounds or more used to transport property or
passengers for hire by a motor carrier engaged in interstate commerce;

26. All tangible personal property employed in a trade or
business other than that described in subdivisions A 1 through A 20,
except for
subdivision A 18, of § 58.1-3503;

27. Programmable computer equipment and peripherals employed
in a trade or business;

28. Privately owned pleasure boats and watercraft, motorized
and under 18 feet, used for recreational purposes only;

29. Privately owned pleasure boats and watercraft, nonmotorized
and under 18 feet, used for recreational purposes only;

30. Privately owned motor homes as defined in § 46.2-100 that
are used for recreational purposes only;

31. Tangible personal property used in the provision of
Internet services. For purposes of this subdivision, "Internet
service"
means a service, including an Internet Web-hosting service, that
enables users to access content, information, electronic mail,
and the Internet
as part of a package of services sold to customers;

32. Motor vehicles (i) owned by persons who serve as
auxiliary, reserve, volunteer, or special deputy sheriffs or (ii) leased by
persons who serve as auxiliary, reserve, volunteer, or special deputy sheriffs
if the person is obligated by the terms of the lease
to pay tangible personal
property tax on the motor vehicle. For purposes of this subdivision, the term
"auxiliary deputy sheriff"
means auxiliary, reserve, volunteer, or
special deputy sheriff. One motor vehicle that is regularly used by each
auxiliary deputy
sheriff to respond to auxiliary deputy sheriff duties may be
specially classified under this section. In order to qualify for such
classification, any auxiliary deputy sheriff who applies for such
classification shall identify the vehicle for which this
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classification is
sought, and shall furnish the commissioner of revenue or other assessing
officer with a certification from the
governing body that has appointed such
auxiliary deputy sheriff or from the official who has appointed such auxiliary
deputy
sheriff. That certification shall state that the applicant is an
auxiliary deputy sheriff who regularly uses a motor vehicle to
respond to such
auxiliary duties, and it shall state that the vehicle for which the
classification is sought is the vehicle that is
regularly used for that
purpose. The certification shall be submitted by January 31 of each year to the
commissioner of revenue
or other assessing officer; however, the commissioner
of revenue or other assessing officer shall be authorized, in his
discretion,
and for good cause shown and without fault on the part of the member, to accept
a certification after the January 31
deadline;

33. Forest harvesting and silvicultural activity equipment,
except as exempted under § 58.1-3505;

34. Equipment used primarily for research, development,
production, or provision of biotechnology for the purpose of
developing or
providing products or processes for specific commercial or public purposes,
including medical, pharmaceutical,
nutritional, and other health-related
purposes; agricultural purposes; or environmental purposes but not for human
cloning
purposes as defined in § 32.1-162.21 or for products or purposes
related to human embryo stem cells. For purposes of this
section, biotechnology
equipment means equipment directly used in activities associated with the
science of living things;

35. Boats or watercraft weighing less than five tons, used for
business purposes only;

36. Boats or watercraft weighing five tons or more, used for
business purposes only;

37. Tangible personal property which is owned and operated by
a service provider who is not a CMRS provider and is not
licensed by the FCC
used to provide, for a fee, wireless broadband Internet service. For purposes
of this subdivision, "wireless
broadband Internet service" means a
service that enables customers to access, through a wireless connection at an
upload or
download bit rate of more than one megabyte per second, Internet
service, as defined in § 58.1-602, as part of a package of
services sold to
customers;

38. Low-speed vehicles as defined in § 46.2-100;

39. Motor vehicles with a seating capacity of not less than 30
persons, including the driver;

40. Motor vehicles powered solely by electricity;

41. Tangible personal property designed and used primarily for
the purpose of manufacturing a product from renewable energy
as defined in §
56-576;

42. Motor vehicles leased by a county, city, town, or
constitutional officer if the locality or constitutional officer is obligated
by
the terms of the lease to pay tangible personal property tax on the motor
vehicle;

43. Computer equipment and peripherals used in a data center.
For purposes of this subdivision, "data center" means a facility
whose primary services are the storage, management, and processing of digital
data and is used to house (i) computer and
network systems, including
associated components such as servers, network equipment and appliances,
telecommunications,
and data storage systems; (ii) systems for monitoring and
managing infrastructure performance; (iii) equipment used for the
transformation, transmission, distribution, or management of at least one
megawatt of capacity of electrical power and cooling,
including substations,
uninterruptible power supply systems, all electrical plant equipment, and
associated air handlers; (iv)
Internet-related equipment and services; (v) data
communications connections; (vi) environmental controls; (vii) fire protection
systems; and (viii) security systems and services;

44. Motor vehicles (i) owned by persons who serve as uniformed
members of the Virginia Defense Force pursuant to Article
4.2 (§ 44-54.4 et
seq.) of Chapter 1 of Title 44 or (ii) leased by persons who serve as uniformed
members of the Virginia
Defense Force pursuant to Article 4.2 (§ 44-54.4 et
seq.) of Chapter 1 of Title 44 if the person is obligated by the terms of the
lease to pay tangible personal property tax on the motor vehicle. One motor
vehicle that is regularly used by a uniformed
member of the Virginia Defense
Force to respond to his official duties may be specially classified under this
section. In order to
qualify for such classification, any person who applies
for such classification shall identify the vehicle for which the
classification
is sought and shall furnish to the commissioner of the revenue or other
assessing officer a certification from the
Adjutant General of the Department
of Military Affairs under § 44-11. That certification shall state that (a) the
applicant is a
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uniformed member of the Virginia Defense Force who regularly
uses a motor vehicle to respond to his official duties, and (b)
the vehicle for
which the classification is sought is the vehicle that is regularly used for
that purpose. The certification shall be
submitted by January 31 of each year
to the commissioner of the revenue or other assessing officer; however, the
commissioner
of revenue or other assessing officer shall be authorized, in his
discretion, and for good cause shown and without fault on the
part of the
member, to accept a certification after the January 31 deadline;

45. If a locality has adopted an ordinance pursuant to
subsection D of § 58.1-3703, tangible personal property of a business that
qualifies under such ordinance for the first two tax years in which the
business is subject to tax upon its personal property
pursuant to this chapter.
If a locality has not adopted such ordinance, this classification shall apply
to the tangible personal
property for such first two tax years of a business
that otherwise meets the requirements of subsection D of § 58.1-3703;

46. Miscellaneous and incidental tangible personal property
employed in a trade or business that is not classified as machinery
and tools
pursuant to Article 2 (§ 58.1-3507 et seq.), merchants' capital pursuant to
Article 3 (§ 58.1-3509 et seq.), or short-term
rental property pursuant to
Article 3.1 (§ 58.1-3510.4 et seq.), and has an original cost of less than
$500. A county, city, or town
shall allow a taxpayer to provide an aggregate
estimate of the total cost of all such property owned by the taxpayer that
qualifies
under this subdivision, in lieu of a specific, itemized list; and

47. Commercial fishing vessels and property permanently
attached to such vessels; and

48. The following classifications of vehicles:

a. Automobiles as described in subdivision A 3 of §
58.1-3503;

b. Trucks of less than two tons as described in subdivision
A 4 of § 58.1-3503;

c. Trucks and other vehicles as described in subdivision A
5 of § 58.1-3503;

d. Motor vehicles with specially designed equipment for use
by the handicapped as described in subdivision A 9 of § 58.1-
3503; and

e. Motorcycles, mopeds, all-terrain vehicles, off-road
motorcycles, campers, and other recreational vehicles as described in
subdivision A 10 of § 58.1-3503.

B. The governing body of any county, city, or town may
levy a tax on the property enumerated in subsection A at different rates
from
the tax levied on other tangible personal property. The rates of tax and the
rates of assessment shall (i) for purposes of
subdivisions A 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,
8, 11 through 20, 22 through 24, and 26 through 47, not exceed that applicable
to the general
class of tangible personal property, (ii) for purposes of
subdivisions A 7, 9, 21, and 25, not exceed that applicable to machinery
and
tools, and (iii) for purposes of subdivision A 10, equal that applicable to
real property. If an item of personal property is
included in multiple
classifications under subsection A, then the rate of tax shall be the lowest
rate assigned to such
classifications.

C. Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, for
any qualifying vehicle, as such term is defined in § 58.1-3523, (i)
included in
any separate class of property in subsection A and (ii) assessed for tangible
personal property taxes by a county,
city, or town receiving a payment from the
Commonwealth under Chapter 35.1 (§ 58.1-3523 et seq.) for providing tangible
personal property tax relief, the county, city, or town may levy the tangible
personal property tax on such qualifying vehicle at a
rate not to exceed the
rates of tax and rates of assessment required under such chapter.

2. That the provisions of this act shall apply to taxable
years beginning on or after January 1, 2022, but before January 1, 2025.

3. That an emergency exists and this act is in force from its
passage.
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

William L. Hodges, First District 
Travis J. Moskalski, Second District 

Stephen K. Greenwood, Third District 
C. Stewart Garber, Jr., Fourth District 

Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Fifth District 
 

Natasha L. Joranlien 
Director of Financial Services 

MEMORANDUM 
DATE: March 28, 2022 

TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Natasha L. Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 

SUBJECT: FY2023 Budget Projected Revenues 

.0845 Real Estate Tax Scenario Proposed Budget 
 

Total Budget of $30,165,433  

• All revenues and expenses included in County Administrators Proposed Budget 

• Tax Rate Breakdown: .0375 Town of West Point 

.0375 D2-D5 / .047 School District = .0845 

• Revenues Breakdown for Real Estate – Total $14,179,329 

Town of West Point $1,311,632 

D2-D5   $5,710,447 School District $7,157,251 

 

• KWCPS Funding Request for FY23 would be met with overall funding sources from Property and Non-

Property Tax Revenues 

 

 

.0835 Real Estate Tax Scenario Proposed Budget 
 

Total Budget of $30,012,370 

• Tax Rate Breakdown: .0375 Town of West Point 

.0375 D2-D5 / .046 School District = .0835 

• Revenues Breakdown for Real Estate- Total $14,026,265 

Town of West Point $1,311,632 

D2-D5   $5,710,005 School District $7,004,628 

 

• KWCPS Funding Request for FY23 would be met with overall funding sources from Property and Non-

Property Tax Revenues 
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Levy Revenues* 9,981,933$      Levy Revenues* 10,067,166$      Levy Revenues* 10,205,119$      
Prior Year Fund Balance from Property Levies Prior Year Fund Balance from Property Levies Prior Year Fund Balance from Property Levies
Local Sales Tax 1,180,330$      Local Sales Tax 1,180,330$        Local Sales Tax 1,180,330$        
Consumer Utility Tax 260,000$         Consumer Utility Tax 260,000$           Consumer Utility Tax 260,000$           
Utilities Gross Receipts Tax 45,000$           Utilities Gross Receipts Tax 45,000$             Utilities Gross Receipts Tax 45,000$             
Business Licenses Taxes 420,000$         Business Licenses Taxes 420,000$           Business Licenses Taxes 420,000$           
Motor Vehicle License Tax 425,000$         Motor Vehicle License Tax 425,000$           Motor Vehicle License Tax 425,000$           
Bank Net Capital Tax 120,000$         Bank Net Capital Tax 120,000$           Bank Net Capital Tax 120,000$           
Food & Beverage Tax 400,000$         Food & Beverage Tax 400,000$           Food & Beverage Tax 400,000$           

SUB-TOTAL 12,832,263$   SUB-TOTAL 12,917,496$     SUB-TOTAL 13,055,449$     
LESS DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (1,538,112)$     LESS DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (1,538,112)$       LESS DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (1,538,112)$       
TOTAL SCHOOL APPROPRIATION 11,294,151$   TOTAL SCHOOL APPROPRIATION 11,379,383$     TOTAL SCHOOL APPROPRIATION 11,517,337$     

KWCPS REQUEST 12,702,236$   KWCPS REQUEST 12,702,236$     KWCPS REQUEST 12,702,236$     

PROJECTED AVAILABLE FUNDS FROM 
PROPERTY TAX 130,027$        

PROJECTED AVAILABLE FUNDS FROM PROPERTY 
TAX 215,260$          

PROJECTED AVAILABLE FUNDS FROM PROPERTY 
TAX 353,213$          

KING WILLIAM COUNTY FUNDING SOURCES FOR KWCPS

King William County
Estimated Tax Revenues for FY2022-2023

Countywide, School District and Town of West Point
PROJECTED SCHOOL FUNDING SUPPORT FOR FY2023

.086 TAX RATE (.048 SCHOOL/.038 D2-D5)
KING WILLIAM COUNTY FUNDING SOURCES FOR KWCPS

King William County

KING WILLIAM COUNTY FUNDING SOURCES FOR KWCPS

PROJECTED SCHOOL FUNDING SUPPORT FOR FY2023
Countywide, School District and Town of West Point

Estimated Tax Revenues for FY2022-2023
King William County

.0835 TAX RATE (.046 SCHOOL/.0375 D2-D5)

Estimated Tax Revenues for FY2022-2023
Countywide, School District and Town of West Point
PROJECTED SCHOOL FUNDING SUPPORT FOR FY2023

.0845 TAX RATE (.047 SCHOOL/.0375 D2-D5)

3 Tax Reductions Options.xlsx KWCPS BREAKDOWN
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AGENDA ITEM 12.a.
Administration Report - Percy C. Ashcraft, County 

Administrator (Updated)
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County Administrator’s Report 

March 28, 2022 Meeting of the Board of Supervisors 

Meetings & Special Dates 

April 

1. Planning Commission Meeting – April 5, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

2. Recreation Commission Meeting – April 7, 7 p.m.; Community Center 

3. Founder’s Day Lunch on the Lawn – April 11, 11-2 p.m.; Historical Society Museum 

4. Board of Supervisors Meeting and Budget Public Hearing – April 11, 7 p.m. – Board Room. 

5. Economic Development Authority Meeting – April 13, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

6. King William Social Services Board Meeting – April 18, 7 p.m.; DSS Community Room. 

7. King William School Board Meeting – April 19, 6 p.m.; Hamilton Homes Middle School. 

8. Economic Development Authority Planning Work Session – April 23, 9 a.m. – 1 p.m.; Board Room. 

9. Commonwealth Transportation Board Public Meeting – April 25, 4 p.m.; James Monroe High School 

in Fredericksburg. 

10. Board of Supervisors Meeting – April 25, 7 p.m.; Board Room. 

Notes & Updates 

1. Personnel 

a. Madison Bristow & Raine Cook hired as part-time attendants at the Animal Shelter. 

b. Brianna Croxton hired as full-time dispatcher. 

c. Sherry Lipscomb hired as part-time dispatcher. 

d. Collin Taylor resigned as attendant at the Animal Shelter. 

2. The unemployment rate in King William County stayed the same in January at 2.4 percent. 

3. The County newsletter is now being published weekly to complement the website, Facebook, 

Twitter, and County Administrator’s blog to increase public awareness of matters happening within 

King William County. Residents can get on the distribution list by filling out the form on the website, 

or they can read it from our webpage. 

4. County Staff will soon be sitting down has been meeting with representatives of the Historic 

Society to visit the agreement between the two and make recommendations to the Board of 

Supervisors. 

5. County Staff will also be reviewing the agreement with the Social Services Department and make 

recommendations to the Board of Supervisors. 
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6. Leading up to Earth Day on April 22, emphasis will be placed by County Staff on sprucing up 

County grounds and offices, which includes disposing of outdated materials. 

7. Replacing the roof at the Old County Jail is now underway complete at a cost pf $36,150 out of the 

Capital Fund. 

8. The IT Division is still working to resolve matters between Vision and the Commissioner of the 

Revenue’s Office. Progress seems to being made with Edmonds. 

9. John Montoro from VML/VACo is onsite to assist with completing reconciliations that will be used to 

complete the FY ’21 audit. 

10. The week of May 23 will be the foliage test for the upgrade of the Public Safety Radio System. If 

that goes well, the system could possibly go live in late June or early July. 

11. County Staff is beginning to work with our financial consultant, Davenport, on details for a fall 

borrowing of funds that will include the new Water Tower and Well Station. 

12. Completing the update to the Comprehensive Plan is on track. Public hearings still need to be held 

by the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors. 

13. County Staff will provide another update on the Sweet Sue solar farm project at its April 11 Work 

Session. 

14. Deputy County Attorney, Steve Hudgins, is heading a County Staff committee to compile a list of 

grants and application deadlines that might be suitable and affordable. Each grant that has a match 

will always be brought before the BOS before submitting. 

15. Opening Day of Little League season was celebrated March 23 at the King William County Rec 

Park before a large crowd.  The Recreation Commission is hosting a community survey seeking 

priorities on future recreation projects. The link to the survey is on Facebook and the County 

website and went out in the March 22nd edition of the County Newsletter. 
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AGENDA ITEM 12.b.i.
Animal Activities Report - February 2022
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20201 King William Road 

P.O. Box 215 

King William, Virginia  23086 

804-769-4983    Fax: 804-769-4993 

 

 

 

February 2022 Animals Euthanized Explanation 

 

Cats Euthanized: 2 

 

• 1  severely injured stray picked up by King William Animal Control and 

euthanized by a veterinarian 

• 1  picked up stray by King William Animal Control, with widespread hair 

loss and sores, pregnant, unclaimed. Rescues uninterested.  

 

Dogs Euthanized: 3 

 

• 1  King William Animal Control stray senior Beagle with tumors on the toes, 

all 4 legs, mammary, and on the top of the head. 

• 1 Pit Bull the owner surrendered to King & Queen Animal Control due to 

aggression to other animals. 

• 1  King & Queen Animal Control senior stray, injured Hound. Unable to 

stand. Veterinarian diagnosed femur fracture requiring @ $2,500. - $3,000. 

FHO surgery. Dog was unclaimed. Veterinarian recommended euthanasia 

for humane purposes.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SPAY/NEUTER SAVES LIVES 
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AGENDA ITEM 12.b.ii.
Building Department Report - February 2022
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King William County 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT REPORT
JANUARY 2022 FEBRUARY 2022

TOTAL PERMITS ISSUED 56 67

BUILDING INSPECTIONS COMPLETED 287 463

NEW COMMERCIAL PERMITS 1 1

NEW DWELLINGS 11 15

CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY 7 12

PLAN REVIEW 11 28

Page 197 of 226



AGENDA ITEM 12.b.iii.
Fire & EMS Department Report - March 28, 2022
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Stacy Reaves, Fire Chief                                                          
 

 
180 Horse Landing Road #4 ⚫ King William, Virginia 23086 

804-769-4960 ⚫ fax: 804-769-4964 
www.kingwilliamcounty.us  

 

 

King William Fire & Emergency Services 

Department Report 

March 28, 2022 
 

• The Recruits continue to progress well. They are currently within the projected training timeline and 

should enter the field before the end of summer. 

o One recruit has additionally completed their Paramedic program.  

• Department leadership is working to develop procedures and tactical guidelines to define goals and 

expectations for emergency and non-emergency responses to ensure quality of service.   

• ESO Fire and EMS reporting is live for all stations. KWFEMS is live with ESO scheduling. The 

remaining modules will be implemented over the next several weeks.  

• The SAFER Grant and AFG applications have been submitted. 

• The new ambulance is in service and performing well. The engine build has a projected delivery of 

September. 

• The EOC is being established at Station 1 and the backup will be in the County Administration 

building in the board room. Plans for hardware and communications installation are being developed. 

We will begin meeting with partners to develop a plan for the needed equipment.  

• We are working towards creating a CERT - Citizens Emergency Response Team. Assistant Chief 

Jones has begun his training as the instructor for the program. He will finish his certifications April 

21st. We hope to begin recruiting volunteers for CERT late second/early 3rd quarter of the year. 

• All Command staff has completed ICS 300 and 400.  

• Lieutenant Crump will be completing the Metro Richmond Public Safety Academy March 18, 2022. 

• Assistant Emergency Manager Bartol has completed several classes towards earning the VDEM EM 

Certification. She has finalized several state and federal grant cycles and beginning to work on new 

grants now. She has developed a policy to manage grant funds shared with the volunteer organizations 

to ensure timely reporting and receiving fund revenues. She is continuing to work on improving safety 

alerting and county disaster preparedness. She is working to draft the new EOP and will soon begin 

organizing the development of the COOP with the direction from the CA.  

• Next month Battalion Chief Brown will assist Chesterfield Fire and EMS with their officer’s 

promotional process.  
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Stacy Reaves, Fire Chief                                                          
 

 
180 Horse Landing Road #4 ⚫ King William, Virginia 23086 

804-769-4960 ⚫ fax: 804-769-4964 
www.kingwilliamcounty.us  

 

 

February 2022 Calls based on reports in reporting software: 

 MVFD KWFE WPVFR District Totals 

Fire 7 19 22 48 

EMS 11 95 50 156 

Total 18 114 72 204 

 

 KWFE 

Possible Life 
Threat 

33 

MVA 4 

MVA Extrication 0 

MVA Pedestrian 0 

MVA no injuries 5 

Cardiac Arrest 3 

ROSC 1 

Structure Fire 1 

Total 47 

 

Year to Date 2022 Calls based on reports in reporting software: 

Year to Date 2022 Calls by Report 

  MVFD KWFE WPVFR District Totals 

Fire 11 42 47 100 

EMS 39 189 90 318 

Total Calls 50 231 137 418 
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AGENDA ITEM 12.b.v.
Sheriff's Office Activity Report - February 2022
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King William Sheriff’s Office 

351 Courthouse Lane, Suite 160 

King William, VA  23086 

J. S. Walton, Sheriff 
 

Sheriff’s Office Activity 

February 1, 2022 – February 28, 2022  

Calls for Service 906 

Incident Reports 80 

Traffic Summons 52 

Warrants Served 72 

Civil Papers Served 473 
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ITEM STATUS
Industrial Park Water System Ongoing
Kennington Office Warehouse Started 1/25/2021
McCauley Park Sec. 2 Under Construction
Central Crossings Sec 2B Under Construction
DEQ Withdrawl Permit : Central Garage System Ongoing
Kennington Section 2B Under Review
Kennington Section 2C Under Review

MONTHLY FYTD
Water Connections 3 70
Sewer Connections 3 70
Water Meter Sales 2 49

MONTHLY FYTD
Miss Utility tickets 75 581
Repair items addressed 0 9
Flow Tests 0 3
Customer Transfers (Manual meter reads) 12 88
Replace defective meters 18 63
Manual Meter reads after Electronic Billing Reads 0 108
Bac't Samples per month 8 60
Number of inspection per working project 26 169
DEQ readings using Levelogger 2 14
Daily Water Usage Readings (3 wells) 20 159
Weekly Well Inspections (4 wells) 17 123

Building is under construction.

KING WILLIAM UTILITY DEPARTMENT
MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT - FEBRUARY 2022

PROJECTS
NOTES

Submittals have been turned into DEQ

INFRASTRUCTURE GROWTH

SERVICE AND REPAIRS

All water lines installed. Tied into Project 100%
Water and Sewer being installed; Water line being pressure tested
Submittals have been turned into DEQ for evaluation
Not yet started
Not yet started
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 Planning Commission 2021 Annual Report 
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Message from the Planning Commission 

 
It is our pleasure to present to the Board, the 2021 Annual Report of the 

King William County Planning Commission. This report contains a summary of 
our accomplishments towards our goals for 2021, a list of our official actions 

taken, meetings held and our future goals for the year 2022. In the Summer of 
2021, the Board made the decision to realign the Planning Commission to have 
a representative from each district in the County. Mr. Matt Sluder took on the 
role for the Fourth District Commissioner. The Planning Commission would 
like to thank former Chairman Ms. Rhoads for her hard work and dedication, 

and we look forward to the new perspective Mr. Sluder will bring to the 
Commission. 

 
 

 
Introducing Our 

Planning & Zoning Staff 
 

Planning Director, Sherry Graham 
 

Planning Secretary, Vacant 
 

Zoning Administrator, Christina Grover 
 

Zoning/Environmental Compliance Officer, Andy Lewis 
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Planning Department 

Activity 
 

Permits 
 

Residential Land Disturbance – 171 
 
 

Zoning Permits – 327 
 
 
 

Subdivision Plat Reviews 
 

Family Subdivisions – 5 
 

Exempt Subdivisions – 2 
 

Single Lot Subdivisions – 15 
 

Minor Subdivisions - 13 
 

 
 

 

2021 
Population 

17,606 
Growth Rate 

1.32% 
 

2020 
Population 

17,377 
Growth Rate 

1.34 
 

2019 
Population 

17,148 
Growth Rate 

1.35% 
________________________ 

 
In the year 2010 

the Census 
Population was 

15,999. This 
indicates a growth 

rate of 10.04% 
based on the 2021 

population 
estimate. 

 

King William County 

Annual Population 

Growth Rate 

United States Census Bureau. [2021]. King 
William County Virginia Population 2021. 
Retrieved 2021-09-10, from World 
Population Review. 
https://worldpopulationreview.com/us-
counties/va/king-william-county-population 
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2021 

Planning Commission 
Chairman, Janie Rhoads (January - June 2021) 

Chairman, John Breeden (July - December 2021 Served as 
Commissioner prior) 

Vice-Chairman, Stephen Greenwood 
Bonnie Hite  
Don Wagner 

Matt Sluder (June - December 2021) 
 

 
 
 

 
2021 Goals & Accomplishments 

Moving into the year 2021, one of the primary goals for the King William 
County Planning Commission was to complete the update of the Zoning and 
Subdivision Ordinances by end of the year. A draft copy of the ordinance was 
presented and adopted by the Board of Supervisors on September 27, 2021. The 
updated changes became effective on October 27, 2021. The Planning 
Commission also worked with Hill Studio throughout the year to develop a draft 
of the updated Comprehensive Plan.  Several surveys were offered to citizens to 
obtain feedback of components that were critical elements they wanted 
implemented in the plan.  Public workshops were offered to provide updates to 
the public. The Planning Commission had Hill Studio present critical 
demographic and market assessments in joint meetings between the Board of 
Supervisors, Planning Commission, and EDA as part of their finding for the 
Comprehensive plan study.  The Planning Commission is nearing presenting a 
draft copy of the updated comprehensive plan once they evaluate the Future Land 
Use Map. 
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 2021 Activity: 

Approved CUP Permits 
 
CUP-04-21  
K.W. Sand & Gravel 
 
CUP-05-21  
James Chester 
 
CUP-06-21  
Chris Quann 
 
CUP-07-21  
Coastal Farm Service 
 
CUP-08-21  
Mark Steward 
 
CUP-09-21  
James & Helen Prince 
 
CUP 10-21 
McCauley Townhomes 

 
2021 Activity: 
Withdrawn/Denied CUP Permits 
 
CUP 01-21 through 03-21 
Vernon Holmes (Withdrawn) 
 
CUP 11-21 through 13-21 
Vernon Holmes (Denied) 

 
 
2021 Activity: 
Approved Rezoning Requests 
 
Z01-21 
Forest Pro Inc. 
 
Z02-21 
Steve Adams, Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Duties of the 
Planning 
Commission 

 
 
1. Exercise general supervision of, and 

make regulations for, the 
administration of its affairs;  
 

2. Prescribe rules pertaining to its 
investigations and hearings;  
 

3. Keep a complete record of its 
proceedings; and be responsible for 
the custody and preservation of its 
papers and documents;  
 

4. Make recommendations and an 
annual report to the governing body 
concerning the operation of the 
commission and the status of 
planning within its jurisdiction;  
 

5. Review the zoning regulations and 
the zoning district map to correct 
deficiencies, encourage improved 
building practices and bring in 
accordance with the objective of the 
comprehensive plan;  
 

6. Prepare, publish and distribute 
reports, ordinances and other 
material relating to its activities;  
 

7. If deemed advisable, establish an 
advisory committee or committees;  
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The Planning Commission 

anticipates having a draft of the 
updated Comprehensive plan to the 
Board of Supervisors in the first 
quarter of 2022 along with an updated 
Future Land Use Map.  

 
After the draft has been reviewed 

and then possibly adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors, the Planning 
Commission may need to make minor 
modifications to the Subdivision 
/Zoning ordinance to match the 
updated plan.   

 
 
 

MOVING FORWARD 

 

2021 Meetings 
 

Regular Meetings 
January 5, 2021 
February 2, 2021 
March 3, 2021 
April 27, 2021 
August 3, 2021 
September 7, 2021 
October 5, 2021 
November 9, 2021 
December 7, 2021 
 

 
Public Forums 
Public Forums/ 

Stakeholder 
Meetings 

January 26, 2021 
January 28, 2021 
February 24, 2021 
May 26, 2021 
June 7, 2021 
 
 
 

 

Work Sessions 
March 24, 2021 
April 12, 2021 
May 17, 2021 
June 21, 2021 
July 19, 2021 
August 24, 2021 
November 30, 2021 
December 7, 2021 
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 Saluda Professional Center ⬧ 125 Bowden Street ⬧ PO Box 286 ⬧ Saluda, Virginia 23149 

(Phone) 804 758-2311 ⬧ (Fax) 804 758-3221 ⬧ (Email) pdcinfo@mppdc.com 
http://www.mppdc.com 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
COMMISSIONERS 
 

Essex County 
Hon. Edwin E. Smith, Jr. 
Hon. John C. Magruder 
Ms. Sarah Pope 
 
Town of Tappahannock 
Hon. Fleet Dillard 
 

Gloucester County 
Hon. Ashley C. Chriscoe 
(Vice-Chairman) 
Hon. Kenneth W. Gibson 
Dr. William G. Reay 
Ms. Carol Steele 
 
King and Queen County 
Hon. Sherrin C. Alsop 
Hon. R. F. Bailey 
Mr. Thomas J. 
Swartzwelder 
(Chairman) 
 
King William County 
Hon. Ed Moren, Jr. 
Hon. Travis J. Moskalski 
(Treasurer) 
Mr. Otto O. Williams 
Mr. Percy Ashcraft 
 
Town of West Point 
Hon. James Pruett 
Mr. John Edwards 
 
Mathews County 
Hon. David Jones 
Hon. Melissa Mason 
Mr. Harry Meeks 
 
Middlesex County 
Hon. Wayne H. Jessie, Sr. 
Hon. Reggie Williams, Sr. 
Mr. Gordon E. White 
 
Town of Urbanna 
Hon. Marjorie Austin 
 
Secretary/Director 
Mr. Lewis L. Lawrence 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO:  Middle Peninsula County Administrators and Town Managers 
  Assistant Co. Administrators and Assistant Town Managers 

 County Board of Supervisors  
 Town Council Members 
 MPPDC Board of Commissioners 
 Planning Directors 
             Economic Development Authority Members 

 
FROM:  Lewie Lawrence, MPPDC Executive Director 
 
DATE:  February 25, 2022 
 
RE:  Synopsis of MPPDC Meeting of February 25, 2022 
 
In an effort to bring broader awareness to the work of the Middle Peninsula 
Planning  District Commission to all elected officials and locality administrators 
and to alert you as to items that may require local participation or input, after 
each monthly meeting MPPDC staff will transmit a quick update on items 
discussed at the PDC meeting.   
 
We hope this is of benefit to you.  Please do not hesitate to contact me or my 
staff if you have any questions or want more information on any of the topics 
discussed. 
 
Thank you. 
  
Attachment 
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Middle Peninsula Planning District Commission Meeting 
7:00 P.M. 

Wednesday, February 23, 2022 

125 Bowden Street 

Saluda VA 23149 

 
I. Welcome and Introductions 

The monthly meeting of the Middle Peninsula Planning District Commission was held in the 
Regional Board Room at the Middle Peninsula Planning District Commission office in Saluda, 
Virginia on Wednesday, February 23, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. In the absence of MPPDC Chairman 
Swartzwelder, MPPDC Vice-Chairman Chriscoe welcomed newly appointed Commissioners 
David Jones and Harry Meeks, representing Mathews County, and everyone in attendance.    

II. Approval of January Minutes  

III. Approval of Financial Report for January 

IV. Executive Director’s Report on Staff Activities for the month of February   

V. MPCBPAA Update 
None 

VI. MPA Update 
MPA Vice-Chair, Ashley Chriscoe reported he is still waiting on a confirmation from the IRS 
to determine next steps and schedule a meeting. 

VII. MPPDC Public Relations/Communications Update 
Stephanie Heinatz, Consociate Media provided updates on the following topics: The Launch of 
the New PAA Website www.vacoastalwilds.com; Fight-the-Flood; Septic Pumpout Assistance; 
and Commuter Assistance Program. 

VIII. Public Comment 
      None 

AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION 

IX. Committee Appointments  
                 OPD & Budget Committee 
            The Commission unanimously approved keeping the current slate of officers.  
                 Nominating Committee 
            The Commission unanimously approved keeping the current slate of officers. 

X. Building A Better America – Bipartisan Infrastructure Law – Curt Smith, MPPDC Deputy Director 
MPPDC Deputy Director, Curt Smith gave a PowerPoint Presentation providing an overview 
of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA). Topics reviewed were: Purpose of the 
IIJA; Types of Funding Opportunities Created by the IIJA; Upcoming NOAA Funding 
Opportunities; and Electric Vehicle and Energy Infrastructure. Links were also provided to the 
IIJA Guidebook and Summary: https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2022/01/BUILDING-A-BETTER-AMERICA_FINAL.pdf 
https://www.nlc.org/article/2021/08/10/what-the-senate-infrastructure-bill-means-for-local-
governments/ 
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XI. CDBG Regional Priorities – Lewie Lawrence, MPPDC Executive Director 
MPPDC Executive Director, Lewie Lawrence stated the CDBG Regional Priorities is a 
requirement DHCD places on PDCs. The Commission was provided with a handout defining 
each of the 5 different core areas the state provides funding for. The top three priorities 
identified by the Commission were: Comprehensive Community Development; Public 
Infrastructure; and Economic Development - Business District Revitalization. The two 
moderate priorities identified were: Housing - Housing Rehabilitation and Community Service 
Facility. These five CDBG Regional Priorities were unanimously approved as presented. 

XII. General Assembly Update – Robert Crockett, Advantus Strategies 
Robert Crockett of Advantus Strategies, the lobbyist for the MPPDC, provided an update on 
legislation and activities in the General Assembly. Mr. Crockett provided some general 
information on this year’s General Assembly. In the House of Delegates, there were 1,593 bills 
introduced. Of that total, 766 bills survived. In the Senate, there were 898 bills introduced, 
totaling almost 2,500 bills this Session, compared to 1,744 bills in the 2021 Session. Mr. 
Crockett concluded with reports on MPPDC legislative initiatives, legislation that would 
modify the way flood fund money is managed and distributed, solar legislation, and general 
budget activity. An increase in state funding for dredging projects in Rural Coastal Virginia is 
anticipated. Mr. Crockett will continue to provide updates and was thanked for his invaluable 
work for the MPPDC.   

MPPDC Executive Director, Lewie Lawrence provided an informational handout of a 
Legislative Update by David Blount, Executive Director of the VA Association of Planning 
District Commissions.  

XIII. MPPDC Audit Approval – Heather Modispaw, MPPDC CFO 
MPPDC Chief Financial Officer, Heather Modispaw presented the Commission with the year 
end June 30, 2021 audit performed by Dunham, Aukamp & Rhodes, PLC. Ms. Modispaw 
reported it was a clean audit with no findings. The Commission unanimously accepted the audit 
report as presented. 

XIV. Other Business  
None 

XV. Adjournment 
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AGENDA ITEM 12.b.ix.
VDOT Transportation Briefing - March 2022
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Fredericksburg 

 

King William County Board of Supervisors 

March 2022 VDOT Transportation Briefing 

  

 

Construction Projects Underway   

UPC 116636 - Eltham Bridge Inspections Project underway, the purpose of the project is to 

identify specific areas for any needed future rehabilitation efforts.  

UPC 116589 - Edge line rumble strips underway Routes 30 and 360 countywide 

UPC 106179 – Route 600 Turn lane addition at Route 360, underway 

 

Asphalt Paving Route 2022 

Route 30 – From 0.14 mile east Route 360 (Richmond/Tappahannock Hwy) to 0.17 mile 

east Route 600 (East River Road) 2.68 miles 

 

Cape Seal Routes 2022 

Route 1007 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.13 miles  

Route 1008 – From End State Maintenance to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.2 miles  

Route 1012 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.13 miles  

Route 1022 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.12 miles  

Route 1023 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.13 miles  

Route 1024 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.12 miles  

Route 1108 – From Route 1207 (14th Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.24 

miles  

Route 1108 – From Route 1108 (C Street) to Route 1007 (Lynndale Street) 0.31 miles  

Route 1118 – From Kent Street to Route 1108 (Kirby Street) 0.08 miles  

Route 1118 – From Route 1108 (Kirby Street) to Route 30 (King William Avenue) 0.07 

miles  

Route 1122 – From Intersection Kent Street/ESM to Intersection Route 30 (Main Street) 

0.16 miles  

Route 1207 – From Intersection Route 30/33 (Main Street/14th Street) to Intersection 

Kent Street/ESM 0.17 miles  
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Resurfacing Route 2022 

Surface Treatment Route  

Route 629 – Jacks Creek Road 

 

Construction Projects  

             Upcoming Unpaved Road Projects on Secondary Six Year Plan: 

As a reminder the board prioritized seven roads on the six-year plan, they are listed in 

priority order below.  

Route 634 Kentucky Road – UPC 114818 – March 2023 

Route 633 Sandy Point Road – UPC 114819 – March 2024 

Route 624 Trimmers Shop Road – UPC 114820 – March 2024  

Route 617 W. Spring Forest Road – UPC 115626 – March 2025 

Route 621 Green Level Road – UPC 115628 – March 2027  

 

Construction Projects Next 24 Months 

None  

 

Bridge Projects next 24 Months 

UPC 118975 – Route 629 over Jacks Creek – Spring 2023 

 

Traffic Engineering Requests 

Completed: Pavement markings refreshed for Hamilton Holmes Middle School; letters and 

arrows. 

 

Supervisor Requests 

None 

 

Meetings of Significance 

• Attended Board of Supervisors work session  

 

Maintenance Operation Highlights 

Completed Projects 

• Routes 30 and 360 Shoulder Repair 

• Paving /Surface Treatment Prep (Shoulder Pulling)  

• Routes 600 and 604 to county line Brush Cutting/Sight Distance 

• Dead Tree Removal countywide 

• Guardrail Brush Cutting countywide  

• Daylighting Signs countywide 
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• Sign Repair countywide 

• Unpaved road maintenance countywide 

• Patch potholes countywide 

 

Upcoming Projects 

• Route 640 Ditching 

• West Point High School Bus Loop paving 

• Route 33/30 West Point Crosswalk repair  

• Brush Cutting Guardrails 

• Sign Repairs/Daylighting signs countywide 

• Unpaved Road maintenance throughout the county 

• Continue to patch potholes Countywide 

 

Land Use Highlights 

• Site Plan reviews completed: 4 

• Subdivision reviews completed: 0 

• Average number of days per review: 15.8 

• Number of permits issued: 9 

• Number of permits completed: 2 

 

Contact for questions or concerns: 

Lee McKnight     Ron Peaks 

Residency Administrator     Assistant Residency Administrator 

(804) 286-3115     (804) 286-3118 

lee.mcknight@vdot.virginia.gov   ronald.peaks@vdot.virginia.gov 
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AGENDA ITEM 14.a.
Motion to Convene Closed Meeting in accordance 

with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(29) of the Code of 
Virginia to discuss the terms or scope of a public 

contract, because discussion in open session would 
adversely affect the bargaining position or 

negotiating strategy of the Board.

Page 222 of 226



June 2021 

CLOSED MEETING MOTIONS 

□ PERSONNEL – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(1) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the Board of 

Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to consider a personnel matter involving the (choose from below): 

 □ 1. appointment of individuals to Boards and Commissions. 

 □ 2. interview of a prospective candidate for employment. 

(or the) 

 □ 3. Employment □ 6. Promotion □ 9. Salary 

 □ 4. Assignment □ 7. Performance □ 10. Discipline 

 □ 5. Appointment □ 8. Demotion □ 11. Resignation 

 of a specific public officer / appointee / employee. 

□ PUBLIC PROPERTY – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(3) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the 

Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting regarding real property used for a public purpose, specifically 

pertaining to (choose from below): 

 □ 1. the acquisition of real property for a public purpose. 

 □ 2. the disposition of (name publicly held real property involved).  

 because discussion in an open meeting may adversely affect the bargaining position or negotiating strategy of 

the Board. 

□ PROTECTION OF PRIVACY OF INDIVIDUALS – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(4) of the Code of 

Virginia, I move that the Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting regarding a personal matter not 

related to public business in order to protect the privacy of individuals. 

□ PROSPECTIVE BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY OR EXPANSIONS OF EXISTING BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY – 

In accordance with Section2.2-3711 (A)(5) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the Board of Supervisors 

convene in Closed Meeting to discuss a prospective business or industry or expansion of an existing business 

or industry where no previous announcement has been made. 

□ INVESTING OF PUBLIC FUNDS – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(6) of the Code of Virginia, I move 

that the Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to discuss the investing of public funds where 

competition or bargaining is involved and where discussion in open session would adversely affect the financial 

interest of the County. 
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June 2021 

□ LEGAL MATTERS – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(7) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the Board 

of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to (choose from below): 

 □ 1. consult with legal counsel, consultants, and/or staff on a matter of actual litigation in which the County 

is involved. 

 □ 2. consult with legal counsel, consultants, and/or staff on a matter of probable litigation in which the 

County may become involved. 

 because discussion in an open meeting may adversely affect the litigation position or negotiating strategy of the 

Board. 

□ LEGAL MATTERS – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(8) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the Board 

of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to consult with legal counsel on a specific legal matter (identify 

matter in general terms at a minimum) requiring the provision of legal advice by counsel. 

□ HAZARDOUS WASTE SITING – In accordance with Section2.2-3711 (A)(14) of the Code of Virginia, I move 

that the Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to discuss the terms, conditions, and provisions of a 

hazardous waste siting agreement after a finding in open meeting that an open meeting will have an adverse 

effect upon the negotiating position of the Board or the establishment of the terms, conditions, and provisions of 

the siting agreement, or both. 

□ TERRORIST ACTIVITY – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(19) of the Code of Virginia, I move that the 

Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to (choose from below): 

 □ 1. discuss plans to protect public safety relating to terrorist activity or specific cybersecurity threats or 

vulnerabilities and briefings by staff members, legal counsel, law-enforcement, or emergency service 

officials concerning actions taken to respond to such activity or a related threat to public safety. 

 □ 2. discuss reports or plans related to the security of any governmental facility, building, or structure, or 

the safety of persons using such facility, building, or structure. 

□ PUBLIC CONTRACTS – In accordance with Section 2.2-3711 (A)(29) of the Code of Virginia, because 

discussion in an open session would adversely affect the bargaining position or negotiating strategy of the 

Board, I move that the Board of Supervisors convene in Closed Meeting to (choose from below): 

 □ 1. discuss the award of a public contract involving the expenditure of public funds. 

 □ 2. interview bidders or offerors. 

 □ 3. discuss the terms or scope of a public contract. 
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AGENDA ITEM 14.c.
Certification of Closed Meeting
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June 2021 

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the King William County Board of Supervisors approve Standing Resolution 1 (SR-1) in 

accordance with Section 2.2-3712 (D) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, certifying that the Closed Meeting 

was conducted in conformity with the requirements of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act. 

 

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 2.2-3712 (D) 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 ______ day of 

________________, 2021, 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 by the King William County Board of Supervisors 

in the Closed Meeting to which this certification resolution applies; and 

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.  

[ROLL CALL VOTE] 

Page 226 of 226


	1. Call to Order
	2. Roll Call
	3. Moment of Silence
	4. Pledge of Allegiance
	5. Review and Adoption of Meeting Agenda
	6. Public Comment Period
	7. Consent Agenda
	a. Approval of Minutes:
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	i. February 14, 2022 Joint Work Session w/Planning Co
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	02-14-22 BOS Joint Work Session Minutes DRAFT

	ii. February 22, 2022 Budget Work Session Draft Minute
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	02-22-22 Regular Meeting Minutes DRAFT

	iii. February 28, 2022 Regular Meeting Draft Minutes
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	02-28-22 Regular Meeting Minutes DRAFT

	iv. March 2, 2022 Budget Work Session Draft Minutes
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	03-02-22 Budget Work Session Minutes DRAFT

	v. March 8, 2022 Joint Budget Work Session w/KWCPS Dr
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	03-08-22 Joint Budget Work Session Minutes DRAFT


	b. Approval of Expenditures - February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	FEB 22 EXP

	c. Resolution 22-18 - Proclamation Celebrating the 32
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Resolution 22-18 Proclamation Celebrating KWC 320th Anniversary

	d. Resolution 22-20 - Recognition and Appreciation of
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Resolution 22-20 Emergency Management Professionals Appreciation


	8. Presentations
	a. Proclamation Presentation to the King William Coun
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet

	b. Resolution Presentation to King William Emergency 
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet


	9. Public Hearing
	a. Ordinance 02-22 - Approving the Proposed Redistric
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Ordinance 02-22 Redistricting & Code Updating

	b. Resolution 22-19 - Authorizing the Issuance of a G
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Resolution 22-19 KWCPS Authorizing Resolution - Revised
	County - School Borrowing Scenarios 3.28.22


	10. New Business
	a. Resolution 22-24 - KWCPS Vehicle Purchases Using S
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	KWCPS Letter for Board About Vehicles
	Resolution 22-24 Approval of KWCPS Vechicles Purchase

	b. Resolution 22-21 - Declaring April 2022 as Child A
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Resolution 22-21 April as National Child Abuse Prevention Month

	c. Resolution 22-17 - Approving the County Acceptable
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Resolution 22-17 Approving the Acceptable Use Policy

	d. Ordinance 03-22 - Dangerous Dog Legislation Update
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Ordinance 03-22 Dangerous Dog Amendments DRAFT
	External_  Dangerous Dog Email
	Dangerous Dog Ordinance Memo 4886-5374-3641 v.1


	11. FY '23 Budget Discussion
	a. Personal Property Reduction Options - Steve Hudgin
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	All docs combined

	b. Consideration of Further Reducing Real Property Ta
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	3.28.22 Tax Reduction memo updated
	3 Tax Reductions Options


	12. Administrative Matters from County Administrator
	a. Administration Report - Percy C. Ashcraft, County 
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	a CA Report-March-Updated

	b. Board Information
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	i. Animal Activities Report - February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	February 2022 Animal Activities Report
	February 2022 Reasons for Euthanasia

	ii. Building Department Report - February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	BUILDING REPORTS

	iii. Fire & EMS Department Report - March 28, 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	iii Fire & EMS BOS update 3.28.22

	iv. Planning & Zoning Reports - February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet

	v. Sheriff's Office Activity Report - February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	KWSO February 2022 Activity

	vi. Utilities Department Report- February 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	Utilities February 2022

	vii. Planning Commission Annual Report
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	vi 2021 PC Annual Report Draft updated 3_10_22

	viii. Synopsis from Middle Peninsula Planning District C
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	viii MPPDC February 2022 Memo and Synopsis

	ix. VDOT Transportation Briefing - March 2022
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	VDOT King William BOS March 2022



	13. Board of Supervisors' Comments
	14. Closed Meeting
	a. Motion to Convene Closed Meeting in accordance wit
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	CLOSED MEETING MOTIONS-BOS

	b. Motion to Reconvene in Open Session
	c. Certification of Closed Meeting
	Agenda Item Insert Sheet
	CERT OF CLOSED MEETING-BOS

	d. Action on Closed Meeting (if necessary)

	15. Appointments
	16. Adjourn or Recess




CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.


From: McRoberts, Andrew R.
To: Edwin Moren; Percy C. Ashcraft
Cc: Deputy Clerk; Turner, Cheri N.; Paulsrud, Kimberly A.; Bill Hodges; Travis Moskalski; Stephen Greenwood;


Stewart Garber
Subject: External: Dangerous Dog Ordinance Memo 4886-5374-3641 v.1
Date: Monday, March 28, 2022 1:41:22 PM
Attachments: Dangerous Dog Ordinance Memo 4886-5374-3641 v.1.docx


Ed and Percy, you asked for a summary of the new dangerous dog laws and the
proposed ordinance.
 
Attached here is a summary of the new ordinances prepared by my paralegal,
Kimberly Paulsrud.  While the memo goes on for several pages describing the
changes the primary changes are:


1. Delete the references to a "vicious dog" and stick only with the
"dangerous dog" terminology, and


2. Clear up to clear up the procedure by which these cases go forward.  The
current statute spends very little time on procedure and it has been a
confusion for many years.  Now, the statutes clearly spell out the
procedure (by warrant), what happens before trial, whether and how the
dog is secured awaiting trial, what the standard of proof is, what the
prosecution must prove, what the Court may and may not do.


3. Reworks some of the existing law (e.g., not condemning dogs because of a
breed alone) and adopts 4 new code sections not currently in the law.


4. There are procedural protections placed in the law for both dangerous
dogs and their owners, but methods are described to to protect the public
from these dogs both before trial and after conviction.  One new feature
of the amendments is the express ability of the animal control officer to
leave an accused dangerous dog in place with the owner pending trial,
under certain conditions.


 
The Board may wish for the Sheriff's animal control officer deputy or deputies
to address the Board on the new state law, the new proposed county code and
how they would be implemented. 
 
While having a parallel dangerous dog ordinance is a local option for localities,
if a parallel code is in place, as in King William, it must be consistent with the
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MEMORANDUM








TO:	ARM		





FROM:	kap





DATE:		3/28/2022





RE:	King William County, Virginia - County Attorney Services - 022550.100820








Re: Mandated Changes in Dangerous Dog Ordinance


§ 3.2-6540. Dangerous dogs; investigation, summons, and hearing (County Code sec. 10-91)


1. The word "vicious" is removed.





2. The ordinance is amended to include investigation, summons and hearing procedures.





3. Dog is amended to include a hybrid dog.  The term “dog” is not amended but under typical rules this means the term has its dictionary meaning.





4. Law enforcement officer is added, in additional to animal control officer.  Their potential differing status is recognized, but since our ACOs are under the Sheriff, there is no practical difference in King William.  Either may apply to a magistrate in their jurisdiction for issuance of a summons requiring the owner of a dangerous dog to appear at GDC.  The summons shall advise the owner of the proceeding and the matters at issue.





5. Regarding 4, above, no law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall apply for a summons if the injury is to a dog/cat, but upon investigation no serious injury has occurred to the dog/cat, both animals are owned by the same person, or attack occurred on the owner's property.  If there is an injury to person, no summons shall be issued for a scratch, abrasion or other minor injury.  The officer may consult with a licensed veterinarian.


 


6. If a summons is issued, the law enforcement officer/animal control officer shall provide owner with the application for the summons.





7. The owner shall not dispose of the animal other than by surrender to the animal control officer or euthanasia for 30 days. The owner shall provide documentation of euthanasia to the animal control officer.





8. If a law enforcement officer makes the application, he/she shall contract the animal control officer and provide the location and facts relevant to the dangerous dog.





9. After the issuance of the summons, animal control may confine the animal until evidence is heard and verdict is rendered.  However, if the owner can satisfactorily confine the animal to protect public safety, the animal control officer may leave the dangerous dog with the owner(s) until trial.





10. The Court may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal and to provide documentation that within 3 days





· the dog will be implanted with an electronic ID registered to the owner


· The owner must provide this information to animal control officer (f).





11. An animal control officer may secure a summons for a hearing to determine if a dog that is surrendered but not euthanized is a dangerous dog (g).





12. A dangerous dog hearing shall not be held more than 30 days from the issuance of the summons (h).





13. Appeals and trial shall be the same as provided by law for misdemeanors (h).





14. Prosecution must prove its the case beyond a reasonable doubt (h).





15. The Court will determine if a dog is dangerous if it 





· killed a companion animal (dog/cat) 


· inflicted serious injury to the dog/cat


· directly caused injury to a person (laceration, broken bone, puncture of skin by teeth.





16. Any appeal of a dangerous dog finding shall be heard within 30 days (h).





17. After the hearing, the animal's owner to comply with the provisions of this section, § 10-91.1, and §§ 3.2-6542 and 3.2-6542.1 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended.  Under this section, the Court may:





· order the owner of the animal to pay restitution for actual damages to the person injured by the animal or whose companion animal was injured or killed by the animal.  Such order shall not preclude the injured person from pursuing civil remedies, including damages that accrue after the original finding that the animal is a dangerous dog; and 


· order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time as the animal is disposed of or returned to its owner (i).





18.  If after hearing the evidence, the court decides to defer further proceedings without entering an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog, it may do so, notwithstanding any other provision of this section. 





19. A court that defers further proceedings shall place specific conditions upon the owner of the dog, including the requirement that the owner provide documentation that the dog has been, or will be within 3 business days, implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control officer. 





· If the owner violates any of the conditions, the court may enter an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog and proceed as otherwise provided in this section. Upon fulfillment of the conditions, the court shall dismiss the proceedings against the animal and the owner without an adjudication that the animal is a dangerous dog (j). 





21 No animal shall be found dangerous solely on breed (k).  





22.  No animal shall be found dangerous if the threat, injury or damage was caused to a person who was: 


· (i) committing, at the time, a crime upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; or


· (ii) committing, at the time, a willful trespass upon the premises occupied by the animal's owner; or provoking, tormenting, or physically abusing the animal, or can be shown to have repeatedly provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the animal at other times. If the animal is a police dog that was engaged in the performance of its duties as such at the time of the act; if at the time of the acts complained of, the animal was responding to pain or injury, or was protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, person or its  owner's property; As a result of killing or inflicting serious injury on a dog or cat while engaged with its owner as part of lawful hunting or participating in an organized, lawful dog handling event. 


· Also, dog will be found not dangerous if the court determines based on the totality of the evidence before it, or for other good cause, that the dog is not dangerous or a threat to the community.





23. If the owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog is a minor, the custodial parent or 


legal guardian shall be responsible for complying with all requirements of this section.





10-91.1. - Obligations of officer and owner following dangerous dog finding (new county code section lifted directly from new statute).





After an animal is found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91:





· the local animal control officer or treasurer shall provide the owner with a uniformly designed tag that identifies the animal as a dangerous dog. The owner shall affix the tag to the animal's collar and ensure that the animal wears the collar and tag at all times. 





Within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, the owner shall: 





· Provide documentation that the animal has been neutered or spayed; 





· Provide documentation that the animal has been implanted with electronic identification registered to the owner. The registration information shall be provided to the animal control officer;


 


· Present satisfactory evidence to the animal control officer of liability insurance coverage, to the value of at least $100,000, that covers animal bites. The owner may obtain and maintain a bond in surety to the value of at least $100,000 in lieu of liability insurance; 





· Pay to the local governing body a fee of $150 and under the direction of the animal control officer complete a dangerous dog registration certificate issued by the Department pursuant to § 3.2-6542 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. No dangerous dog registration certificate required to be obtained under this section shall be issued to any person younger than 18 years of age; and


 


· Post the residence where the animal is housed with clearly visible signs warning both minors and adults of the presence of a dangerous dog on the property. Such signs shall remain posted at all points of entry to the home and yard as long as the animal remains on the property. 





· Any dangerous dog not confined inside a locked enclosure constructed pursuant to subsection (d) shall be (i) confined inside the owner's residence or (ii) if outdoors, controlled by a physical leash employed by the responsible adult owner and securely muzzled in a manner that does not cause injury to the animal or interfere with the animal's vision or respiration but prevents it from biting a person or another animal. 





· Any owner of a dangerous dog who keeps the dog outdoors and not within the immediate physical presence of its owner shall, within 30 days of the finding that an animal is a dangerous dog, cause to be constructed a secure, locked enclosure of sufficient height and design to prevent escape by the animal or entry by or direct physical contact with any person or other animal. While so confined within the structure, the animal shall be provided for according to § 3.2-6503 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 





The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall cause the local animal control officer to be promptly notified of





· any change in the manner of locating the owner or the dog at any time; (ii) any transfer of ownership of the dog to a new owner, including the name and address of the new owner; (iii) any instance in which the animal is loose or unconfined; (iv) any complaint or incident of attack or bite by the dog upon any person or cat or dog; (v) any claim made or lawsuit brought as a result of any attack; and (vi) the escape, loss, or death of the dog. 





Unless for good cause shown, the owner of a dangerous dog shall notify the animal control officer at least 10 days prior to moving or relocating the animal and the officer shall update the dangerous dog registry accordingly. 





Any dangerous dog not reclaimed by the owner from the animal control officer within 10 days of notice to do so by such animal control officer shall be considered abandoned and may be disposed of according to the provisions of § 3.2-6546 of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended. 





Any contract or agreement for the use of real property, including a recorded restrictive covenant, condominium instrument of a condominium created pursuant to the Virginia Condominium Act (§ 55.1-1900 et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), declaration of a common interest community as defined in § 54.1-2345 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or cooperative instrument of a cooperative created pursuant to the Virginia Real Estate Cooperative Act (§ 55.1-2100 et seq. of the Code of Virginia (1950), amended), may prohibit the keeping of a dangerous dog or otherwise impose conditions that are more restrictive than those provided above. 





The owner of a dog found to be dangerous shall maintain the liability insurance coverage or bond in surety required by code as long as he owns the dangerous dog and shall submit a certificate of insurance or evidence of such bond to the animal control officer on an annual basis. 





10-91.2. - Notice of dangerous dog finding; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute)





· In any adoption within the Commonwealth of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91, owner shall notify in writing the receiving party of the requirements of this section and §§ 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.3, and 10-91.4. 





· Any releasing agency transferring or releasing for adoption outside the Commonwealth an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the appropriate animal control officer in the receiving jurisdiction that the animal has been so adjudicated. 





· Any owner of an animal found to be a dangerous dog in another state shall, upon bringing such animal to reside within the Commonwealth, notify the animal control officer of the jurisdiction in which the owner resides that the animal has been so adjudicated. 





· Any owner who disposes by surrender to a releasing agency, gift, sale, transfer, or trade of an animal found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to § 10-91 shall notify the receiver in writing that the animal has been so adjudicated. A violation of this subsection is a Class 3 misdemeanor. 














10-91.3. - Violation of law by owner of dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute) .





If an owner of an animal previously found to be a dangerous dog pursuant to either § 10-91 or § 3.2-6540 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, is charged with a violation of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4:





· the animal control officer shall confine the dangerous dog until such time as evidence shall be heard and a verdict rendered pursuant to § 10-91. 


· Unless good cause is determined by the court, such evidentiary hearing shall be held within 30 days of the issuance of the summons. The court, through its contempt powers, may compel the owner of the animal to produce the animal. 





Order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended, or 





Grant the owner up to 30 days to comply with the requirements – 





· during which time the dangerous dog shall remain in the custody of the animal control officer until compliance has been verified. If the owner fails to achieve compliance within the time specified by the court, the court shall order the dangerous dog to be disposed of pursuant to § 3.2-6562 of the Code of Virginia (1950), as amended. 





The court may order the owner to pay all reasonable expenses incurred in caring and providing for such dangerous dog from the time the animal is taken into custody until such time that the animal is disposed of or returned to the owner. 





· Any owner of a dangerous dog who is charged with a violation pursuant to subsection A and is found to have willfully failed to comply with the requirements of § 10-91, 10-91.1, 10-91.2, or 10-91.4 is guilty of a Class 1 misdemeanor. The court may determine that a person convicted under this subsection shall be prohibited from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog. 





10-91.4. - Subsequent attack or bite by dangerous dog; penalty (new county code section lifted directly from new statute).





(1) Class 2 misdemeanor if such dog attacks and injures or kills a cat or dog that is a companion animal belonging to another person; or 





(2) Class 1 misdemeanor if such dog bites a human being or attacks a human being causing bodily injury. 





· The provisions of subsection (a) shall not apply to any animal that at the time of the act complained of was responding to pain or injury, was protecting itself, its kennel, its offspring, a person, or its owner's property, or was a police dog engaged in the performance of its duties at the time of the attack. 





· The court may determine that a person convicted under this section shall be prohibited from owning, possessing, or residing on the same property with a dog
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state law.  This requires an amendment of the existing code. The draft
ordinance we prepared is directly pulled from the state code, as amended in
2021.  No differences are intended.
 
If you or the Board have further questions, please let me know.
 
Thanks,
 
Andrew







