
 
 
 
 
 

 
County of King William, Virginia 

Est. 1702 
 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
REGULAR MEETING OF JUNE 22, 2020 – 7:00 P.M. 

KING WILLIAM COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 
KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA 

 
 

A G E N D A 
 
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 – Speakers:  One Opportunity of 3 Minutes per Individual 

or 5 Minutes per Group on Non-Public Hearing Matters 
 
7. Consent Agenda: 
 
a.  Approval of Minutes:  
  i.  May 11, 2020 Work Session 
  ii.  May 18, 2020 Regular Meeting  
 
b. Approval of Payment of Bills – Month of May, 2020 
 
c. Approval of FY2019 Carryover Funds for King William County Public Schools 

 
8. Presentations: 
 
a. King William County Public Schools Requests for CARES Relief Funds and Update on 

2020-2021 School Year – Dr. David White, Superintendent of KWCPS 
 
9. Old Business: 
 
a. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance 05-20 - Proposed Amendment to 

King William Code Chapter 26, Section 26-32; Court Costs for Funding of Court 
House and Courtroom Security Personnel – Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator 
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NOTES REGARDING AGENDA: 
 

This agenda is tentative only and subject to change by the Board of Supervisors. 
 
During the public comment period of a public hearing, speakers shall be provided one opportunity of 3 
minutes per individual or 5 minutes per group.  Speakers shall provide their name, address, and if 
applicable, the group they are representing.  The Board of Supervisors may modify and/or set other rules 
governing the conduct of the public hearings. 

 

b. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance 06-20 - CUP to Construct a 250 FT 
Self Supporting Communication Tower – Ron Etter, Director of Community 
Development   

 
c. Bond Series 2002A and 2002B Escrow Agreement Relating to the Defeasance of the 

General Obligation School Bonds (Resolution 20-30) – Natasha Joranlien, Director of 
Financial Services 

 
d. Recommended Revisions to the King William County Procurement Manual 

(Resolution 20-31) – Julie Mills, Fiscal Specialist AP 
 
e. Delinquent Real Estate Taxes Report – Harry Whitt, Treasurer and Bobbie Tassinari, 

County Administrator 
 
f. CARES Relief Funds Update – Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator 
 
10. New Business: 
 
a. Recommended Financial Policies for the County (Resolution 20-32) – Natasha 

Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
11. Administrative Matters from County Administrator: 
 
a. Board Information 
 
12. Board of Supervisors’ Comments 
 
13. Closed Meeting (if needed) 
 
14. Appointments 
 
15. Adjourn or Recess 



AGENDA ITEM 7.a. 
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MINUTES 
KING WILLIAM COUNTY 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
WORK SESSION OF MAY 11, 2020 

 
A meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, was held on the 11th 
day of May, 2020, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the County 
Administration Building via Zoom. 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Greenwood called the meeting to order.   

 
ROLL CALL 

 
The members were polled: 

 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 

 
REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF MEETING AGENDA  
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for the adoption of the agenda for this meeting as presented by 
the County Administrator; motion was seconded by Supervisor Garber. 
 
The members were polled: 

 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
WORK SESSION MATTERS 
 
a. Planning and Zoning Proposed Fee Schedule  
 
Ron Etter, Director of Community Development, presented recommended revisions to the 
Planning and Zoning fee schedules.  The primary changes involved basing the fees on the size 
of the projects and their complexity rather than a flat rate. The updated fees more accurately 
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address the time and expenses incurred for reviews and inspections by staff, as well as, 
contracted services.  The fee schedule is required to be approved through ordinance thus 
requiring a public hearing.  A public hearing is scheduled for May 18, 2020.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski questioned if this change will result in increased revenue for the 
department.  
 
Mr. Etter stated it would.  
 
b. Large Scale Power Stations Resolution 20-17  
 
Ron Etter, Director of Community Development, presented Resolution 20-17 for approval. 
At the February 26, 2020 Planning Commission work session, the Commissioners 
unanimously agreed to recommend that the Board of Supervisors review the standards, 
application procedures, and land use suitability relating to Large-Scale Power stations. The 
Commission recommends that application reviews and public hearings for new Large-Scale 
Power Stations be halted until further notice. The commission feels that this step is 
necessary to allow for a thorough review of the impact solar facilities have on the County and 
how Solar fits into the future land use of the County. This review should include 
recommendations for revisions to the performance standards for Solar or removal of solar 
facilities as a permitted use in the County.   
 
Upon motion of Supervisor Hodges, second by Supervisor Moskalski, Resolution 20-17 was 
approved by the following roll call vote: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 

RESOLUTION 20-17 

Hold on Referrals and Public Hearings on Solar Power Stations 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted unanimously on February 26, 2020 to 
request that the Board of Supervisors review the standards and acceptance of permit 
applications for solar power stations and further that it does not intend to schedule public 
hearings on such applications until further notice.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the King William County Board of Supervisors 
wishes to review the ordinances, policies and standards under which applications for solar 
power stations are considered, and as a result, will not intend to refer such applications to 
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the Planning Commission or schedule public hearings on such applications until further 
notice.  

NOW, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the King William County Board of Supervisors 
refers the review of the ordinances, policies and standards under which applications for 
solar power stations to the Planning Commission for its recommendations. 

 
c. Virginia Retirement System Enhanced Benefit Election for Fire and EMS Employees  
 
Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager, presented a recommendation to adopt the VRS 
Enhanced Hazardous Duty Benefit for Fire/EMS employees. The standard retirement age 
under the enhanced provision is 60 years rather than 65 years.  Early retirement is permitted 
at any time between ages 50 and 60 as long as the employee has at least five years of VRS 
service credit. For retirement between age 50 and 60, the actuarial reduction for early 
retirement is computed from the earlier of (i) age 60, or (ii) the first date on or after his/her 
fiftieth birthday on which the member would have completed 25 years of creditable service.  
No reduction is applied if the member has 25 years of credit. 
 
The Board gave consensus to move forward with this at the next regular meeting.  
 
d. Human Resources Policies and Procedures Manual Update 
 
Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager, presented recommendations to be made to 
update the King William County Personnel Policies and Procedures Manual including adding 
language to reflect inclusion of long term disability coverage for all employees, changing the 
terms of annual leave payout for voluntary separation or retirement to a maximum of the 
ten year accrual rate, involuntarily separated employees will not be eligible for any payout  
of accumulated annual leave, adding language requiring a doctor’s note if more than two 
consecutive days are missed, Sick Leave Sharing Pool language amended to include sick leave 
balances of all employees separating from employment will be added to the Sick Leave 
Sharing Pool, removing the language allowing sick leave to be paid out upon an employee’s 
separation as of July 1, 2020, and modifying language for paying annual leave accruals 
without proper separation notice.  
 
Supervisor Moren stated he does not agree with the changes being made to the sick leave 
payouts as he feels there is an implied contract with employees for pay out. He stated he did 
not see the change as fair. 
 
Supervisor Hodges stated he did not agree this benefit was an implied contract and therefore 
could be changed at any time.   
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Supervisor Garber stated he agreed with Supervisor Hodges that this is a benefit, not a 
contract. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski mentioned the possibility of locking in the hours you’ve accumulated 
from 2016 when the policy was adopted but then no longer being able to be paid out past 
July 1, 2020.  
 
The Board agreed more time and discussion would be needed on this item.  
 
e. Fire and EMS Update  
 
Laura Nunnally, Interim Chief of Fire and Emergency Services, presented an update on the 
Fire and Emergency Services. She stated call volume has been down mostly due to citizens 
not wanting to venture out to hospitals due to COVID-19. She also stated the stock of PPE is 
sufficient for now.  
 
f. Meals Tax Update  
 
Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services, presented an update on Meals Tax within 
King William County. Research was done to see if it would be possible to amnesty payments 
for the monthly meals tax submittals. Unfortunately, there does not seem to be a way to 
amnesty the meals tax as it is considered a Trust Tax.  A Trust Tax is one that is collected by 
businesses from the customers at point of sale and are held separately until the due date to 
be submitted to the locality.  In King William County’s instance this is the 20th of each month.  
The Board may, by Ordinance 58.1-3916, push back the due date for 30, 60, or 90 days but 
the funds would eventually have to be paid to the County. The only other option would be to 
repeal the Meals Tax.  To reinstate the Meals Tax would require a Referendum vote, though 
there is a bill on the Governor’s desk to eliminate the requirement for a referendum. The 
County Administrator recommendation is to allow the Commissioner of Revenue to waive 
the penalties and interest initially for late filing and continue to seek other avenues to assist 
businesses. 
 
g. Atlantic Broadband Update 
 
William Newborg and Scott Randall of Atlantic Broadband presented an update on Atlantic 
Broadband services within King William County stating they currently have 600 customers.  
 
h. Parks and Recreation Program Update 
 
Jennifer Leleux, Manager of Parks and Recreation, presented updates on programs and 
projects taking place within Parks and Recreation. New walking trails have been designed 
and laid out, steps and bridges have been constructed as part of the walking trails, new 
special events in the fall will include Movies in the Park and Music in the Park, and a 



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Work Session of May 11, 2020 

Page 5 of 6 
 

Community Scavenger Hunt will give families the opportunity to travel throughout the 
county with the guidance of a free downloaded app. Ms. Leleux stated new fall programs 
would include the Outdoor Junior Ranger Program, a Mystery Dinner Theatre, an Escape 
Room and a Pumpkin Patch and Haunted Forest.  
 
i. Regional Animal Shelter Seizures Report 
 
Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator, presented an update on the activities and seizures 
of the Regional Animal Shelter this past year. Over the past nine months, the Shelter has 
received animals from five separate seizure cases all in King & Queen County.  This is in 
addition to the animals that are brought in through regular means such as Animal Control 
and citizens.  On June 12, 2019, a total of 41 animals were seized and brought to the Shelter.  
This included 34 dogs (25 Husky and 9 Samoyed), 6 Lionhead rabbits, and 1 domestic 
shorthair cat. On July 15, 2019, 21 animals were seized with flea infestations, hot spots on 
bodies, filthy ears, intestinal parasites, and some with parvovirus.  Of the 21 animals; the15 
dogs included a Blue Heeler, 4 Hounds, 8 Chihuahuas and 2 Beagles.  On August 27, 2019, 32 
dogs were seized.  The 32 dogs were all Great Danes and most were severely emaciated, had 
eye infections, internal parasites, filthy ears, dehydrated and many were deaf.  On November 
25, 2019, 5 dogs, all Pit Bulls, were seized with minor health issues. The seizure was 
associated with living conditions and dog fighting paraphernalia that was present.  The 5 
dogs very quickly multiplied to 25 with three litters being born at the shelter. On March, 14, 
2020, 10 dogs, all hounds were seized.  The animals were infested with hookworms and 
whipworms, one had coccidiosis, all had fleas and ticks, 4 had ear mites and 9 of the 10 were 
positive for Heartworms. The Regional Animal Shelter staff works to educate and train the 
community while rehoming animals that have been surrendered, considered strays, or 
seized.   
 
j. Updated Meeting Schedule 
 
Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator, presented an updated Board of Supervisors 
meeting schedule as the previously adopted schedule had an error. The previously adopted 
meeting date of May 25, 2020 is Memorial Day and should therefore be changed to May 18, 
2020.  
 
The Board gave consensus to change the meeting date to May 18, 2020. 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ COMMENTS 
 
Supervisor Hodges stated he has been receiving many complaints in relation to VPPSA and 
stated for citizens to continue to stay safe. 
 
Supervisor Moskalski stated for citizens to stay safe and thanked staff for their hard work.  
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Supervisor Moren stated it was National Police Week, so please observe.  
 
Supervisor Greenwood questioned if anyone had any issues they needed to bring up? 
 
Supervisor Moren stated he’d like to question VPPSA about opening more days at the 
Epworth site.  
 
 
ADJOURN 

 
Upon motion of Supervisor Hodges, second by Supervisor Moren, the meeting was adjourned 
by the following roll call vote: 
 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
 
COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
                  
Stephen K. Greenwood, Chairman Olivia S. Lawrence 
Board of Supervisors Deputy Clerk to the Board  
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MINUTES  
KING WILLIAM COUNTY 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
REGULAR MEETING OF MAY 18, 2020 

 
 

A regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, was held on 
the 18th day of May, 2020, beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room of the County 
Administration Building via Zoom. 
 
Agenda Item 1.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Greenwood called the meeting to order.   
 
Agenda Item 2.  ROLL CALL 
 
The members were polled: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
Also, in attendance: 
 
Bobbie H. Tassinari, County Administrator  
Olivia Lawrence, Deputy Clerk 
Andrew McRoberts, County Attorney 
 
Agenda Item 3.  MOMENT OF SILENCE 
 
The Chairman called for a moment of silence. 
 
Agenda Item 4.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The Chairman led the pledge of allegiance.  
 
Agenda Item 5.  REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF MEETING AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Moskalski moved for the adoption of the amended agenda for this meeting with 
the aforementioned changes; motion was seconded by Supervisor Hodges.  
 
The members were polled: 
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Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 

 
Agenda Item 6.  PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD  
 
Chairman Greenwood opened the public comment period. 
 
There were no speakers. 
 
There being no speakers, Chairman Greenwood closed the public comment period. 
 
Agenda Item 7.  CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Supervisor Hodges moved for the approval of the Consent Agenda with the aforementioned 
changes; motion was seconded by Supervisor Garber.  
 
The Chairman called for any discussion.  
 
There being no discussion the Consent Agenda was approved by the following roll call vote:  
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
Agenda Item 8.  PRESENTATIONS 
 
a. Information Technology Projects 
 
Travis Wolfe, Systems Engineer, presented ongoing projects including server and computer 
upgrades and new system software being implemented.  
 
Agenda Item 9.  OLD BUSINESS  
 
a. Public Hearing and Consideration of the Re-Adoption Ordinance 02-20 – An 
Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, Virginia 
Instituting Emergency Procedures To Ensure Continuity of the County Government 
in Response to COVID-19 Disaster    
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Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator, presented Ordinance 02-20. Compliance with the 
limitations on physical assembly occasioned by the COVID-19 public health crisis makes it 
difficult or impossible for the Board and other public bodies to safely physically assemble 
to conduct meetings and hold public hearings in accordance with ordinarily applicable 
procedures. Virginia Code Section 15.2-1413 authorizes any locality, by ordinance, to 
provide for methods to assure continuity in its government in the event of a disaster such 
as that created by the spread of COVID-19. The Board confirmed or ratified Ordinance 02-
20 to ensure continuity of the County government in response to the COVID-19 disaster on 
March 26, 2020 and said Ordinance is being readopted to include a public hearing at this 
May 18, 2020 Board of Supervisors meeting. 
 
Chairman Greenwood opened the public hearing. 
 
There were no speakers. 
 
There being no speakers, Chairman Greenwood closed the public hearing. 
 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Hodges, seconded by Supervisor Garber, Ordinance 02-20 
was re-adopted by the following roll call vote:  
 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 

ORDINANCE 02-20 
READOPTION OF ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF 

KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA, INSTITUTING EMERGENCY PROCEDURES  
TO ENSURE CONTINUITY OF THE COUNTY GOVERNMENT  

IN RESPONSE TO COVID-19 DISASTER 
 

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2020, the United States Health and Human Services 
Secretary declared a public health emergency for the entire United States to aid the 
healthcare community in responding to the novel coronavirus or "COVID-19"; and 
 

WHEREAS, on March 11, 2020, the World Health Organization declared the COVID-
19 outbreak a pandemic; and  
 

WHEREAS, on March 12, 2020, by Executive Order No. 51, Governor Ralph S. 
Northam declared a state of emergency in the Commonwealth of Virginia due to the spread 
of the COVID-19 virus, and declared the anticipated effects of COVID-19 to be a disaster 
within the meaning of Virginia Code Section 44-146.16; and 
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WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, the President of the United States found and 
proclaimed that the COVID-19 outbreak in the United States constitutes a national 
emergency, beginning March 1, 2020; and 
 

WHEREAS, on March 18, 2020, the County's Director of Emergency Management 
issued, pursuant to Virginia Code Section 44-146.14, a Declaration of Emergency in the 
County due to the spread of COVID-19; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Board confirmed or ratified the local Declaration of Emergency on 
March 26, 2020 and it continues in effect; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Board confirmed or ratified Ordinance 02-20 to ensure continuity of 
the County government in response to the COVID-19 disaster on March 26, 2020 and said 
Ordinance is being readopted to include a public hearing at the May 18, 2020 Board of 
Supervisors meeting; and  
 

WHEREAS, on March 17, 2020, Governor Northam, jointly with the Virginia State 
Health Commissioner, declared a continuing public health emergency in Virginia resulting 
from the spread of COVID-19 virus, and imposed stringent measures to combat the spread 
of COVID-19, including restricting the number of persons permitted to gather in certain 
public spaces to 10 persons or less; and   
 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors understands and acknowledges that the public 
health threat posed by COVID-19 constitutes a real and substantial danger to persons in the 
County of King William; that the limitations on physical assembly of persons are urgently 
necessary to protect the public health; and that the Board of Supervisors and other County 
boards, commissions, committees, authorities and other public bodies must conduct 
themselves accordingly; and    
 

WHEREAS, compliance with the limitations on physical assembly occasioned by the 
COVID-19 public health crisis makes it difficult or impossible for the Board and other 
public bodies to safely physically assemble to conduct meetings and hold public hearings in 
accordance with ordinarily applicable procedures; and 
 

WHEREAS, Virginia Code Section 15.2-1413 authorizes any locality, by ordinance, to 
provide for methods to assure continuity in its government in the event of a disaster such 
as that created by the spread of COVID-19. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of King 
William, Virginia: 
 

1. That, in accordance with Virginia Code Section 15.2-1413, the following emergency 
procedures are hereby instituted to ensure continuity of government during the 
pendency of the COVID-19 disaster:  
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a. Any process, procedure, matter or transaction which typically allows for the 

physical presence of the public in a county building that has been declared or in 
the future is declared to be closed to the public during the pendency of the 
Emergency Declaration is hereby suspended unless conducted in accordance 
with this ordinance or other provision of law. 

 
b. The County Administrator is authorized to take actions objectively reasonable 

and necessary in the public interest to alter schedules, arrange for alternative 
procedures consistent with this ordinance, provide programming and services, 
pay bills, engage contractors, hire employees, set and manage a succession plan 
effective in the event of unavailability of staff, adjust administrative processes 
and procedures in light of the disaster, all in keeping with the U.S. Centers for 
Disease Control and Virginia Department of Health guidance/directives, and 
consistent with State and Local Declarations of Emergency and other directives 
and law. 

 
c. Meetings required, and agenda items scheduled or proposed to be considered by 

the Board of Supervisors and other county boards, commissions, committees, 
authorities and other public bodies, for the duration of the local COVID-19 
emergency but not to exceed six (6) months, are deemed continued and 
extensions therefor are hereby ordered if the body does not meet as permitted 
herein or in other applicable law and take action during that time, including 
those items for which applicable law requires an affirmative action to be taken 
within a particular time and failure to act is deemed approval. 

 
d. Meetings of the Board of Supervisors and other county boards, commissions, 

committees, authorities and other public bodies may be held through electronic 
communication means with a quorum of members participating but without a 
need for a quorum of members physically present in a single location, in 
accordance with the provisions of Virginia Code Section 2.2-3708.2(A)(3), 
including the public notice requirements, and at such a meeting may consider 
any item of business which the public body deems essential or is appropriate for 
the continuity of the work of the public body.   

 
e. Such meetings may be held without permitting members of the public to be 

physically present in a single location or in the same physical location as any of 
the public body members, so long as alternative arrangements for public access 
to such meetings are made. Such alternative public access may be electronic, 
including but not limited to audio, telephonic, or video broadcast. 

 
f. For any matter considered by the Board or other county public body during the 

pendency of the local emergency which typically require open doors, public 
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attendance, or public participation by law, such requirements are hereby altered 
and may be met by electronic, telephonic, and/or written means by the body, 
which may meet electronically or in person or in some combination thereof as 
circumstances may permit. 

 
g. For any matter so considered also requiring public comment or hearing, such 

will be allowed, solicited or received by the body by electronic, telephonic, 
and/or written means prior to the vote on such matter. All such comments will 
be heard by or provided to the members of the body and made a part of the 
record of such meeting. 

 
h. Notices of meetings will be provided by email directly to those who have elected 

in writing in the previous calendar year to receive such notices under the 
Virginia Freedom of Information Act, and if practicable, will also be provided on 
the county website and by other means selected by the County Administrator.  
To the extent practicable, notices will also be provided as provided by general 
law.   

  
2. That the provisions in Section 1 of this Ordinance shall be in effect until repealed by 

this Board or expiration of a period not exceeding six months from the adoption 
hereof, whichever comes first.  This Ordinance may be amended as provided herein 
or by general law.  Upon repeal or expiration of this Ordinance, the matters 
referenced herein shall resume operation in accordance with normal practices and 
procedures. 

 
3. This ordinance shall be effective upon re-adoption. 

 
 
b. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance 04-20 Planning and Zoning 
Proposed Fee Schedule 
 
Ron Etter, Director of Community Development, presented Ordinance 04-20 to adopt the 
proposed fee schedule discussed at the May 11, 2020 work session. The recommended 
revisions to the fee schedules primarily involve basing the fees on the size of the projects 
and their complexity. The fees reflect the time and expenses incurred for reviews and 
inspections by staff, as well as contracted services.   
 
Chairman Greenwood opened the public hearing. 
 
There were no speakers. 
 
There being no speakers, Chairman Greenwood closed the public hearing. 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Moren, seconded by Supervisor Hodges, Ordinance 04-20 
was approved by the following roll call vote:  
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Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 

ORDINANCE 04-20 
An Ordinance Amending the King William County 

Planning and Zoning Fee Schedule 
 

WHEREAS, King William County, Virginia is authorized by Virginia Code §15.2-2286 
to collect fees to cover the cost of making inspections, issuing permits, advertising of 
notices and other expenses incident to the administration of a zoning ordinance or the 
filing or processing of any appeal or amendment thereto; and 

WHEREAS, the costs of providing these services are greater than the fees currently 
charged; and 

WHEREAS, modified fees as adopted herein are found to be fair and reasonable by 
the Board to cover a larger portion of the cost of providing such services; and  

WHEREAS, the Board believes it appropriate to amend the Planning and Zoning Fee 
Schedule as recommended by staff; and  

WHEREAS, that the Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia, does 
repeal the current fees adopted June 22, 2015 as of May 31, 2020; and 

WHEREAS, the amended fee schedule shall be effective June 1, 2020; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED, that the Board of Supervisors of 
King William County, Virginia, does this May 18, 2020, repeal the current fees and adopt 
the proposed fees effective June 1, 2020 as shown below: 
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ZONING 
  

   Category Current Fee Proposed Fee 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment $2,500   No Change  
Zoning Text Amendment $2,500   No Change  
Rezoning, including amendments $2,500   No Change  
Conditional Use Permit - Cell Tower $3,500  Delete 

Conditional Use Permit - Commercial $0  
$3,500 + 

$50/acre 
Conditional Use Permit - Accessory $0  2500 
Zoning Permit Residential $75  No Change 
Zoning Permit-Commerical New 
Construction $100  $150  
Zoning Permit-Commercial Existing 
Change Use $50  $250  

   
Zoning Variance $1,000  $1,300  
Appeal Zoning Determination $1,000  $1,300  

Defer Public Hearing, By Applicant 
Cost of 

Advertising No Change 

   SITE PLAN 
  

   Category Current Fee Proposed Fee 
Site Plan $1,500  Delete 
Site Plan - Amend After Final Approval $300  Delete 

Site Plan (1st and 2nd Submittals) $0  
$ 750 + 

$10/acre 
Site Plan (3rd and subsequent 
submittals) $0  $500 each 
Site Plan - Revision Review $500  No Change 
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SUBDIVISIONS 
  

   Category Current Fee Proposed Fee 
Single Lot $750  Delete 
Minor $2,100  Delete 

Subdivision $0  
$ 500 + 

$25/acre 
Family Division $0  $300  
Subsequent Submittals (After 1st) $0  $250 each 
Major - Preliminary Plat $2,500  No Change 
Major - Final Plat $500  No Change 
Revisions $250  $500  
Construction Plan $500  Delete 
Lot Line Adjustment, Vacaction of Lot 
Line $150  No Change 
Boundary Survey $25  No Change 
Subdivision Exception $1,000  Delete 
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c. Virginia Retirement System Enhanced Benefit Election for Fire and EMS Employees 
Resolution 20-27 
 
Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager, presented Resolution 20-27 recommending the 
adoption of the VRS Enhanced Hazardous Duty Benefit for Fire/EMS Employees. The Board 
of Supervisors discussed the merits of the resolution to include the Fire and Emergency 
Medical Services employees within the Virginia Retirement System (VRS) retirement 
coverage at the May 11, 2020 meeting.  The Board recommended the action be brought to 

LAND DISTURBANCE 
  

   Category Current Fee Proposed Fee 

LD Permit Residential 
$150 + 

$20/inspection $150 + $10/acre 
LD Permit Commercial $1,500  $750 + $10/acre 
WQIA Minor $500  No Change 
WQIA Major $1,000  No Change 
E&S Plan Commercial $500  Delete 
Wetland Board $1,000  No Change 
Ches Bay Exception $1,000  No Change 
Annual Land Disturbance Permit 
Renewal Full Fee No Change 
Inspections <5 acres $0  $125  
Inspections 5 to <10 acres $0  $225  

Inspections 10 to<50 acres $0  
$225+$10/acre 

over 10 acres 

Inspections 50 to <100 acres $0  
$625+$5/acre 
over 50 acres 

Inspections >100 acres $0  
$875 + $5/acre 
over 100 acres 

Annual Land Use permit renewal $0  $750 + $5/acre 

   
   SIGNS 

  
   Category Current Fee Proposed Fee 
Sign Permit $150  No Change 
Temporary Banner $25  No Change 
Temp Sign for Charity/Non-profit No Charge No Change 
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them to formalize at the May 18, 2020 meeting. The standard retirement age under the 
enhanced provision is 60 years rather than 65 years.  Early retirement is permitted at any 
time between ages 50 and 60 as long as the employee has at least five years of VRS service 
credit. For retirement between age 50 and 60, the actuarial reduction for early retirement 
is computed from the earlier of (i) age 60, or (ii) the first date on or after his/her fiftieth 
birthday on which the member would have completed 25 years of creditable service.  No 
reduction is applied if the member has 25 years of credit. 
 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Hodges, seconded by Supervisor Moren, Resolution 20-27 
was approved by the following roll call vote:  
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 

RESOLUTION 20-27 
VIRGINIA RETIREMENT SERVICES (VRS) ENHANCED BENEFIT ELECTION 

FOR FIRE AND EMS EMPLOYEES 
 
  WHEREAS, subject to the approval of the Virginia Retirement System (“VRS”) Board 
of Trustees, Code of Virginia § 51.1-138 permits a political subdivision of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia currently participating in VRS to make an irrevocable election 
to provide enhanced hazardous duty retirement benefits for its eligible employees as 
outlined in § 51.1-138; and  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the County of King William (the “Employer”) 
does hereby elect to have such employees of Employer who are employed in positions as 
full time Law Enforcement Officers, Firefighters, and Emergency Medical Technicians, and 
whose tenure is not restricted as to temporary or provisional appointment, become 
eligible, effective the first day of July 2020 for VRS benefits equivalent to those provided for 
state police officers of the Department of State Police, as set out in § 51.1-138 including the 
retirement multiplier of 1.85%, in lieu of the benefits that would otherwise be provided to 
such employees, and Employer agrees to pay the employer cost for providing such benefits; 
and  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the officers of Employer are hereby authorized and directed in the 
name of Employer to carry out the provisions of this resolution and to pay to the Treasurer 
of Virginia from time to time such sums as are due to be paid by Employer for this purpose.  
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d. Human Resources Policies and Procedures Manual Update Resolution 20-28 
 
Nita McInteer, Human Resources Manager, presented Resolution 20-28 recommending 
amendments to the King William County Personnel Policies and Procedures Manual. The 
Board of Supervisors discussed the merits of the recommended changes and draft 
resolution at the May 11, 2020 meeting.  The Board recommended the Sick Leave revision 
to include some form of exemption for the period of January 1, 2016 through June 30, 2020 
for Sick Leave Payout.  All employees hired on or after July 1, 2020 will not be eligible for 
Sick Leave payout.  Staff stated they would provide the Board with scenarios of this new 
request to address the 4 ½ year period at the May 18th meeting and that otherwise the 
resolution would be brought back for formal approval at the May 18, 2020 meeting. 
 
Supervisor Garber stated he is not in agreeance with these changes.  
 
Chairman Greenwood stated he is also not in agreeance with these changes. He preferred 
the second plan Mrs. Tassinari had introduced. 
 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Moskalski, seconded by Supervisor Moren, Resolution 20-
28 failed by the following roll call vote:  
 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Nay 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Nay 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Nay 
 
Chairman Greenwood stated he’d like to proceed with an amended Resolution. 
 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Garber, seconded by Supervisor Hodges, Resolution 20-28R 
was approved by the following roll call vote: 
 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Nay 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Nay 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
*See Attachment A* 
 
Agenda Item 10.  NEW BUSINESS 
 
a. Resolution 20-29 to Accept Federal Cares Coronavirus Relief Funds and Authority 
to Expend 
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Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator, presented Resolution 20-29. On May 12, 2020, 
King William County received communication from the Secretary of Finance for the 
Commonwealth reflecting the local allocation of the CARES relief funds.  Per the U.S. Census 
Bureau’s population data, King William County is eligible for $1,496,097 in relief funds.  
These funds may be used for qualifying expenses related to the COVID-19 impact.  
Expenditures eligible must have been incurred during the period that begins March 1, 2020 
and ends on December 30, 2020 and must be related to COVID-19 impact and designation 
as such is at the discretion of the locality. Funds may not be used to make up for lost 
revenue and any funds remaining as of December 30, 2020 will be returned to the 
Department of Accounts.  
 
Supervisor Moren requested the Board be brought a list of recommended uses for the 
monies at the next meeting.  
 
Upon the motion of Supervisor Hodges, seconded by Supervisor Garber, Resolution 20-29 
was approved by the following roll call vote:  
 
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 

 
RESOLUTION 20-29 

KING WILLIAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ACCEPTANCE OF  
FEDERAL CARES CORONAVIRUS RELIEF FUNDS AND  

AUTHORITY TO EXPEND 
 

WHEREAS, the Congress of the United States passed and the President signed the 
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security (CARES) Act of 2020 to provide 
funding assistance to state, local, territorial, and tribal governments for the direct impact of 
the COVID-19 pandemic; and  

 
WHEREAS, the County Administrator was notified on May 12, 2020 of the local 

allocation for Federal CARES Coronavirus Relief Funds to the County in the amount of 
$1,496,097; and 

 
WHEREAS, to accept the Federal CARES Coronavirus Relief Funds, the King William 

County Board of Supervisors must certify that they have the authority to request direct 
payment on behalf of the locality from the Commonwealth of Virginia of revenues from the 
Coronavirus Relief Fund (CFR) pursuant to Section 601(b) of the Social Security Act, as 
added by Section 5001 of the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act, Pub. L. 
No. 116-136, div. A, Title V (March 27, 2020); and 

 



 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of the King William County Board of Supervisors 
Regular Meeting of May 18, 2020 

Page 14 of 17 
 

WHEREAS, King William County proposes to use the funds received as direct 
payment from the Commonwealth of Virginia under Section 601(b) of the Social Security 
Act will be only to cover those costs that:  a) are necessary expenditures incurred due to 
the public health emergency with respect to the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19); b) 
were not accounted for in the budget most recently approved as of March 27, 2020, for the 
locality and;  c) were incurred during the period that began on March 1, 2020, and ends on 
December 30, 2020; and 

 
WHEREAS, King William County understands that any funds not expended or that 

will not be expended on necessary expenditures on or before December 30, 2020, by the 
locality or its grantee(s), must be returned to the Commonwealth of Virginia no later than 
December 30, 2020; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the King William County Board of Supervisors 
hereby approves the acceptance of the Federal CARES Coronavirus Relief Funds in the 
amount of $1,496,097 from the Commonwealth of Virginia, Department of Accounts and 
authorizes the County Administrator, Director of Financial Services and the Chair of the 
Board of Supervisors to sign the certificate and return it by May 22, 2020 to the 
Department  of Accounts, Attention:  Local CRF Certification, P.O. Box 1971, Richmond, VA 
23218-1971. 
 
Agenda Item 11.  ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS FROM COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 
a. Board Information 
 
County Administrator, Bobbie Tassinari, noted the information items provided.   
 
Agenda Item 12.  BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS 
 
Supervisor Moren stated the County can spend $250,000 for a pavilion in West Point but 
cannot spend $48,000 for its employees. 
 
Supervisor Garber stated it was a hard decision, but the right one.  
 
Supervisor Moskalski thanked everyone for attending and stated his disappointment as 
well. 
 
Supervisor Hodges wished everyone a happy and safe Memorial Day.  
 
Chairman Greenwood stated the board would continue to work together. 
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Agenda Item 13.  CLOSED MEETING 
 
a.  Motion to Convene Closed Meeting 
 
Upon motion of Supervisor Moren, seconded by Supervisor Hodges, the Board acted to 
convene a Closed Meeting pursuant to § 2.2-3711(A) (8) of the Code of Virginia to consult 
with legal counsel on a specific legal matter requiring the provision of legal advice by 
counsel. 
 
The roll call vote on the motion was as follows: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
 
b.  Motion to Reconvene in Open Session 
 
Having completed the Closed Meeting, Chairman Greenwood reconvened the regular 
meeting back to order in Open Session. 
 
c.  Certification of Closed Meeting 
 
Chairman Greenwood called for a motion to approve Standing Resolution 1 (SR- 1) In 
accordance with Section 2.2-3717(D) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.  
 
Supervisor Hodges moved that the King William County Board of Supervisors adopt the 
following SR-1 Resolution certifying that the Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity 
with the requirements of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; the motion was 
seconded by Supervisor Moskalski. 
 
Chairman Greenwood announced the motion was properly moved and properly seconded; 
he called for any discussion. There being no discussion among Board members SR-1 was 
adopted.   
 
The roll call vote in favor of this motion was as follows: 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - 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 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the 
King William County Board of Supervisors that such closed meeting was conducted in 
conformity with Virginia law, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Board of Supervisors 
on this 18th day of May, 2020, 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 18th day of May, 2020. 
 
Agenda Item 14.  APPOINTMENTS 
 
There were no appointments. 
 
Agenda Item 15. ADJOURN 
 
Upon motion of Supervisor Hodges, second by Supervisor Garber, the meeting was 
adjourned by the following roll call vote: 
 
 
Supervisor, 2nd District:  Travis J. Moskalski – Vice Chairman  Aye 
Supervisor, 3rd District:  William L. Hodges     Aye 
Supervisor, 4th District:  C. Stewart Garber, Jr.    Aye  
Supervisor, 5th District: Edwin H. Moren, Jr.     Aye 
Supervisor, 1st District:  Stephen K. Greenwood - Chairman   Aye 
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COPY TESTE: 
 
 
                  
Stephen K. Greenwood, Chairman Olivia S. Lawrence 
Board of Supervisors Deputy Clerk to the Board  



AGENDA ITEM 7.b. 



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: June 22, 2020

TO: King William County Board of Supervisors

FROM: Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services

SUBJECT: Monthly Expenditures
May 2020

County Expenditures are as follows:

County Administration Funds 1,407,238.39          

Department of Social Services   126,195.41             

Comprehensive Services Act 50,724.86               

Tax Refunds   -                          

Total County Administration, Social Services,
CSA & Tax Refunds Amount: 1,584,158.66          

180 Horse Landing Road # 4, K ing William, Virginia    23086
Phone:   804-769-4929  

Fax:   804-769-4964
www.kingwilliamcounty.us



AGENDA ITEM 7.c. 



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 

(804) 644-4803 – Richmond 

 
 
TO:   Board of Supervisors 
  Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator 

 
FROM:    Dr. David White, Superintendent  
  Staci Longest, Finance Coordinator     

 
SUBJECT:   Transfer of funds    

 
DATE:   June 5, 2020 
 
 
The King William County Public School Board, Superintendent, and Finance Coordinator are requesting that 
King William County Board of Supervisors approve moving FY2019 carry over of $71,725 from (190) School 
Reserve Fund to our (205) School Operating Account  for the balancing of the FY2021  budget.  We have made 
many cuts to our budget during the past few months and with the approval to transfer these funds we will 
have a balance budget. 
 
Documentation of entry and support from the audited statements are attached.  
 









AGENDA ITEM 8.a.
KWCPS

No Attachment 



AGENDA ITEM 9.a. 



 
 
 

                                                                                                                                             Board of Supervisors 
        
County Administrator 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 
 

 
180 Horse Landing Road #4  King William, Virginia 23086 

804-769-4927  fax: 804-769-4964 
www.kingwilliamcounty.us  

King William County 
Est. 1702 

 
 
 
MEMO 
 
 
DATE:   June 22, 2020 
 
TO:   King William County Board of Supervisors 
    
FROM:  Bobbie H. Tassinari, County Administrator 
 
RE: Proposed Amendment to King William Code Chapter 26, Courts; Section 26-32; 

Court Costs for Funding of Court House and Courtroom Security Personnel 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
The Virginia General Assembly, 2020 Session, amended §53.1-120.D. “…..may assess a sum not to exceed 
$20 as part of the costs in each criminal or traffic case in its district….”  This is an amendment allowing 
localities to increase the current fee of $10.00 up to a maximum $20.00 to support the Courtroom Security 
Personnel managed by the Sheriff’s Office. (Attachment A) 
 
The County implemented the fee in June 2002, via Ordinance Amendment to Code of King William 
County, Virginia Chapter 9, Article V “Assessment of Court Costs” Section 9.72 (The current Section 9.72 
will be renumbered 9.74).   The vote was unanimous by the Board of Supervisors. (Attachment B) 
 
The County amended the fee in August 2007, via Ordinance Proposed Amendment to King William County 
Code Chapter 26; Courts; Section 26-32; Court Costs for Funding of Court House and Courtroom Security 
Personnel.  The fee was raised from $5.00 to the maximum of $10.00 as approved by the 2007 General 
Assembly. (Attachment C) 
 
The Board of Supervisors was provided the information at the June 8th Work Session with the request by 
staff to consider approving after the Public Hearing to be held at the June 22, 2020 Board meeting. 
 
 



 
 
 

                                                                                                                                             Board of Supervisors 
        
County Administrator 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 
 

 
180 Horse Landing Road #4  King William, Virginia 23086 
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ACTION REQUESTED 
 
Staff has published a Public Hearing Note for the June 22, 2020 Board of Supervisors Regular meeting.  A 
formal vote will be requested at the June 22, 2020 meeting. (Attachment D) 
 
Staff recommends amending the King William County Ordinance to increase the fee from $10.00 to $20.00 
per Senate Bill 149, 2020 General Assembly Session. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 

• Attachment A – Senate Bill 149, General Assembly 2020 
• Attachment B – June 2002 Ordinance Implementing Fee 
• Attachment C – August 2007 Ordinance Amending Fee 
• Attachment D – Public Hearing Notice 
• Attachment E – Ordinance 05-20 Amendment to King William County Code Chapter 26, Courts; 

Section 26-32 
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June 22, 2020 Meeting 
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ORDINANCE 05-20 1 

An Ordinance to Amend the King William County Code, 2 
Chapter 26. Courts, Section 26-32, Court Costs for Funding of Court 3 

House and Courtroom Security Personnel. 4 
 5 

WHEREAS, King William County is authorized by Virginia Code §53.1-120 to 6 
assess a sum not in excess of $10.00 as part of the costs in each criminal or traffic case in 7 
its district or circuit court in which the defendant is convicted of a violation of any statute 8 
or ordinance; and 9 

 10 
WHEREAS, King William County adopted an ordinance at the June 2002 Board of 11 

Supervisors meeting authorizing the collection of such fee; and 12 
 13 

WHEREAS, on August 2007 the King William County Board of Supervisors 14 
amended, per the changes implemented by the 2007 Session of the General Assembly, 15 
increasing the fee from $5.00 to $10.00; and 16 

 17 
WHEREAS, the 2020 Session of the General Assembly has amended §53.1-120 to 18 

increase the maximum allowable fee from $10.00 to $20.00; and 19 
 20 

WHEREAS, the proposed amendment has been advertised by the Board and a 21 
public hearing was conducted on June 22, 2020 on the proposed amendment; and 22 

 23 
WHEREAS, the Board believes it appropriate to amend the King William County 24 

Code, Chapter 26. Courts, Section 26-32, Court Costs for Funding of Court House and 25 
Courtroom Security Personnel as recommended by staff; and 26 

 27 
WHEREAS, the amendment shall be effective July 1, 2020; and 28 

 29 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED, that the Board of Supervisors of 30 
King William County, Virginia, does this June 22, 2020, repeal the current fee and adopt 31 
the proposed fee effective July 1, 2020. 32 



AGENDA ITEM 9.b. 



 
 

                                                                                                                    Board of Supervisors 

  
  Ron W. Etter, Director William L. Hodges, First District 

Community Development Travis J. Moskalski, Second District 

 Stephen K. Greenwood, Third District 

 C. Stewart Garber, Jr., Fourth District 

  Edwin H. Moren, Jr., Fifth District  
 

  

 

King William 
County 

Est. 1702 

 

 

TO:  Board of Supervisors 

 

FROM: Ron Etter, Director of Community Development 

 

SUBJECT: CUP 01-20 

 

DATE: June 22, 2020 

 

 

Summary of Request for CUP 01-20 

 

The applicant, Verizon Wireless, is requesting a Conditional Use Permit in order to construct a 250-foot self-

supporting communication tower (254’ with the lightening rod).  The proposed tower is to be located at 

13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road, Tax Map Parcel 55-15G and consists of 25.01 acres.  The property is a 

wooded parcel with a home and outbuilding.   The property is zoned A-C, (Agricultural-Conservation) and is 

located in the West Point District.  The closest existing tower is the State Police tower which is 

approximately 3.3 miles away from the Site.  

 

Attachments 

 

Application 

Receipt 

Information Packet  

Elevation View of Proposed Tower 

Public Hearing Notice 

Public Notice-Owner, Applicant and Adjacent Property Owners 

Balloon Test 

Plat 

Zoning Map 

GIS View 

Pictures 

Existing Tower Locations 

Deed, Legal Documents 

Telecommunication Tower Ordinance 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

History 

 

On November 24th, 2014, the Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance #14-07 which added Article XIX 

“Telecommunication Towers” to the Zoning Ordinance.  This set in place additional processes and 

development standards for telecommunication tower development.  A copy of Article XIX is attached to this 

report. 

 

Compliance with Article XIX: 

 

The application is in compliance with all requirements of this section.   

 

Public Notice: 

 

Legal ads were run in the Tidewater Review on June 10th and 17th for the Board of Supervisor’s Public 

Hearing.  Notices to the owner/applicants and adjacent property owners were mailed on June 1, 2020.  Staff 

posted a sign in front of the property indicating there is a pending zoning action and provided contact 

information.  

 

 

Balloon Test: 

 

The applicant mailed notices of the balloon test and community meeting to adjacent property owners and 

placed a notice in the Tidewater Review.  The applicant conducted a balloon test to simulate the tower’s 

height on March 10, 2020.  A representative was available on-site during the balloon test to answer 

questions.    

 

Community Meeting: 

 

The applicant held a community meeting on March 16, 2020 at 6:30 p.m. at the VFW Post 8356 to present 

their proposal and receive feedback.  Only one member of the public attended.   

 

Public Input: 

 

Staff met with one adjacent property owner who had concerns about the potential radio frequency 

interference with his equipment, but had no concern with the tower visibility from their property during the 

balloon test. 

 

Planning Commission Approval 

 

The Planning Commission voted 5 to 0 to approve the project with the following conditions: 

 

1) The CUP shall permit a telecommunication tower for which a valid and current building permit is 

issued within two (2) years of conditional use permit approval.  For any construction which does not 

have a valid and current building permit at the end of the initial two (2) year period; the applicant may 

seek an extension for the deadline of any remaining construction from the Zoning Administrator.  A 

request for an extension shall be submitted in writing to the Zoning Administrator prior to the 

expiration.  The Zoning Administrator shall consider the compliance history with these conditions 

and the Code of King William County in the decision to grant the request.  If the Zoning 



 
 
 
 
 

Administrator does not grant the extension, the request shall be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors 

for consideration and action.  

2) No signage of any type may be placed on the tower or accompanying facility other than notices, 

warnings, and identification information required by law. 

3) The tower must meet all Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Federal Communications 

Commission (FCC) and any other agency of the federal government. 

4) Verizon Wireless must provide a Nonionizing Electromagnetic Radiation Report (NIER) which 

contains information on the amount of electromagnetic radiation emissions generated by the 

telecommunication antenna installation. The report shall be in a format acceptable to the Federal 

Communications Commission (FCC) and shall also include the following information:  

Electromagnet Emissions (EME) site studies, EME site modeling, non-lonizing radiation (NIR) 

modeling, site safety plans, site remediation.  The NIER report must be submitted prior to obtaining 

approval of a building permit.  

5) All utilities leading to the site will be placed underground, unless prohibited by the State or Federal 

agency regulating such utilities. 

6) All E-911 calls received by the tower shall be routed to public safety answering points in accordance 

with Federal and State law. 

7) The tower must be lit in compliance with FAA requirements. 

8) The tower must have a galvanized steel finish.  Dish antennas will be of a neutral, non-reflective color 

with no logos.   

9) The equipment cabinets and any necessary buildings must be neutral colors.  The tower compound 

must be fenced with an eight (8) foot high fence and the compound will need to be surrounded with 

landscaping, which will screen the base of the tower and the ground equipment.  The security fencing 

shall be screened with a ten (10) foot landscape buffer consisting of evergreen trees.  The tower must 

be equipped with an anticlimbing device.  All fencing to be maintained by the applicant. 

10) Once the tower is no longer active or in use for a 24-month period, it shall be considered abandoned 

and the owner of the tower shall remove the tower within 90 days. Removal includes the removal of 

the tower, all tower and fence footers, underground cables and support buildings. When a tower is 

deemed to be abandoned, an owner wishing to extend the time for removal shall submit an application 

stating the reason for such extension. The Zoning Administrator may extend the time for removal or 

reactivation up to 60 additional days upon a showing of good cause. If the antenna support structure 

or antenna is not removed within the specified time, the County may contract for removal. Thereafter, 

the county may cause removal of the antenna support structure with costs being borne by the owner of 

the tower or the land owner. All costs of removal shall be charged to the landowner and become a lien 

on the property on which the tower is located. A bond shall be submitted to the County for the total 

cost of removal plus 25%. 
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King William County 
Public Hearing Notice 

 
The Board of Supervisors of King William County, Virginia will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, June 22, 
2020, at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter, in the Board Meeting Room of the County Administration 
Building, 180 Horse Landing Road, King William, Virginia, or virtually via Zoom Meeting, to receive 
public comment on the following matter: 
 

CUP-01-20:  Owners – Robert H. Green, Jr. and Jana D. Green 
                      Applicant – Euan Fuller – Verizon Wireless 
 

A request for a Conditional Use Permit to construct a 250 foot self-supporting communication tower 
(254’ with the lightening rod).  The proposed tower is to be located at 13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road, 
Tax Map Parcel 55-15G and consists of 25.01 acres.  The property is zoned A-C, (Agricultural-
Conservation) and is located in the Sweet Hall District.  The Future Land Use Map in the 2016 
Comprehensive Plan indicates Rural Land use for the property.   
 
All interested persons may appear and present their views at the above time and place, or via the Zoom 
Meeting, as applicable.  Please call to day of the meeting or check the County’s website to confirm if 
the meeting will be held at the Administration Building or via Zoom. If a member of the public cannot 
attend, comments may be submitted by mail to 180 Horse Landing Road, #4, King William, VA  23086; by 
email to sgraham@kingwilliamcounty.us or by calling 804-769-4980. Comments received by 12:00 noon 
on the day of the hearing will be distributed to the Board Members and made a part of the public 
record.  All records pertaining to this matter may be viewed in the Office of Community Development at 
180 Horse Landing Road, King William, VA during regular business hours.  Anyone needing assistance or 
accommodations under the provisions of the American with Disabilities Act should contact the Office of 
Community Development at (804)769-4980 or sgraham@kingwilliamcounty.us. 
 
By Authority of 
Ron W. Etter  
Director of Community Development 
Secretary to the Planning Commission 
Ad to run June 10 and 17, 2020 
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CUP 01-20 
Verizon Wireless 

13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
Tax Map Parcel - 55-15G 

 
Adjacent Property Owners: 
 

1) Keep Truckin Road Service, LLC 
P.O. Box 609 
West Point, VA  23181 
28814 King William Road 
Zoned B-2 – 1.97 acres 
55-17A 

 
2) Weems A. McFerrin 

28740 King William Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 4.25 acres 
55-17 

 
3) Brandon W. Mason 

Denise Woodring Mason 
355 W. St. Johns Church Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 5.46 acres 
55-32A 

 
4) Peter V. Henderson 

235 E. St. Johns Church Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 5.46 acres 
55-16 

 
5) Gwendolyn S. Smith 

317 Brantley Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 6.53 acres 
55-15B 

 
6) Jacqueline Webb 

501 Brantley Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 5.03 acres 
55-15C 
 
 
 



 
7) Douglas W. Erbaugh 

Gail Garber Erbaugh 
13088 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Left of 13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
Zoned A-C – 30 acres 
55-15F 

 
8) Benjamin J. Edwards, III 

28856 King William Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 7.75 
55-31 

 
9) Laura Watkins 

85 Waterview Drive 
Newport News, VA  23608 
48 Cobbs Lane 
Zoned A-C – 5.03 acres 
55-18M 

 
10) James W. Lang 

Barbara A. Lang 
13149 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 5.03 acres 
55-18p 

 
11) Douglas W. Erbaugh 

13088 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Zoned A-C – 5 acres 
55-18C 

 
12) Peter V. Henderson 

Connie W. Henderson 
5806 Mooretown Road 
Williamsburg, VA  23188 
King William Road 
Zoned A-C – 494.53 acres 
55-32 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
13) James L. Smith, Jr. 

c/o James Bahari 
12015 Ancient Spring Drive 
Louisville, KY  40245 
Located at the end of Brantley Road 
Zoned A-C – 9.08 acres 
55-15 

 
14) Vernon Kelley 

Grace Kelley 
13034 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
Located two lots beyond the proposed site 
Zoned A-C – 5 acres 
55-18D 
 



Mr. Euan Fuller 
Verizon Wireless 
1111 E. Main Street, Suite 1905 
Richmond, VA  23219 

 

 
 

  
Mr. and Mrs. Robert H. Green, Jr. 
13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 

 
 

  
Keep Truckin Road Service, LLC 
P.O. Box 609 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 
Mr. Weems A. McFerrin 
28740 King William Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 Mr. and Mrs. Brandon W. Mason 
355 W. St. Johns Church Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 Mr. Peter V. Henderson 
235 E. St. Johns Church Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 
 

Ms. Gwendolyn S. Smith 
317 Brantley Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 Ms. Jacqueline Webb 
501 Brantley Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 
 

Mr. and Mrs. Douglas W. Esbaugh 
13088 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

Mr. Benjamin J. Edwards, III 
28856 King William Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 Ms. Laura Watkins 
85 Waterview Drive 
Newport News, VA  23608 
 

 Mr. and Mrs. James W. Lang 
13149 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 

Mr. and Mrs. Peter V. Henderson 
5806 Mooretown Road 
Williamsburg, VA  23188 
 

 Mr. Douglas W. Esbaugh 
13088 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 

 Mr. James L. Smith, Jr. 
c/o Mr. James Bahari 
12015 Ancient Springs Drive 
Louisville, KY  40245 
 
  

Mr. and Mrs. Vernon Kelley 
13044 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
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June 1, 2020 
 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Robert H. Green, Jr. 
13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road 
West Point, VA  23181 
 
RE:   Application for A Conditional Use Permit 01-20, To Construct a Communication Tower on      

Property Located At 13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road, Tax Map Parcel 55-15G.  
 
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Green: 
 
The Board of Supervisors will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, June 22, 2020, at 7:00 p.m. in the Board 
Meeting Room of the County Administration Building, 180 Horse Landing Road, King William, Virginia or via 
the Zoom Meeting, (please call the office or check the County’s website) as applicable, to consider your 
request for a conditional use permit in order to construct a communication tower on your property located 
at 13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road, tax map parcel 55-15G.   
 
Your attendance is strongly encouraged.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Sherry L. Graham 
Zoning Administrator 
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ORDINANCE 06-20 1 
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CUP-01-20 2 

SWEET SUE SOLAR ENERGY CENTER 3 
 4 

WHEREAS, Section 86-800 of the King William County Code provides for the development of 5 
telecommunication towers associated with properties in the A-C, Agricultural-Conservation zoning 6 
district following review and approval of a Conditional Use Permit; and 7 

WHEREAS, applicant Verizon Wireless submitted a Conditional Use Permit application, CUP-8 
01-20, on behalf of the Property Owners Robert H. Green Jr. and Jana D. Green proposing to construct 9 
a 250-foot self-supporting communication tower (254’ with the lightening rod). The proposed tower 10 
is to be located at 13191 Mount Olive Cohoke Road, Tax Map Parcel 55-15G.    11 

WHEREAS, staff in the King William County Department of Community Development have 12 
proposed conditions to mitigate potential impacts of the use on the public; and 13 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to recommend that the Board of 14 
Supervisors approve such application as proposed; and 15 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors conducted a public hearing on June 22, 2020 to consider 16 
CUP-01-20; and 17 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the King William County Board of Supervisors this 22nd day 18 
of June, 2020, hereby approves CUP-01-20, with the following conditions: 19 

1) The CUP shall permit a telecommunication tower for which a valid and current building 20 
permit is issued within two (2) years of conditional use permit approval.  For any 21 
construction which does not have a valid and current building permit at the end of the initial 22 
two (2) year period; the applicant may seek an extension for the deadline of any remaining 23 
construction from the Zoning Administrator.  A request for an extension shall be submitted 24 
in writing to the Zoning Administrator prior to the expiration.  The Zoning Administrator 25 
shall consider the compliance history with these conditions and the Code of King William 26 
County in the decision to grant the request.  If the Zoning Administrator does not grant the 27 
extension, the request shall be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for consideration and 28 
action.  29 

2) No signage of any type may be placed on the tower or accompanying facility other than 30 
notices, warnings, and identification information required by law. 31 

3) The Applicant will provide one total vertical space on the proposed tower to King William 32 
County for the County’s emergency services equipment at no cost; provided that the County 33 
submits an application to the Applicant through its contractor, KGI, the County agrees to 34 
execute a zero-dollar lease agreement and the County otherwise agrees to abide by Verizon 35 
Wireless’ Collocation Guidelines. The County will not sublet its space on the tower or ground. 36 

4) The tower must meet all Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Federal Communications 37 
Commission (FCC) and any other agency of the federal government. 38 

5) Verizon Wireless must provide a Nonionizing Electromagnetic Radiation Report (NIER) 39 
which contains information on the amount of electromagnetic radiation emissions generated 40 
by the telecommunication antenna installation. The report shall be in a format acceptable 41 
to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and shall also include the following 42 
information:  Electromagnet Emissions (EME) site studies, EME site modeling, non-ionizing 43 
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radiation (NIR) modeling, site safety plans, and site remediation.  The NIER report must be 44 
submitted prior to obtaining approval of a building permit.  45 

6) All utilities leading to the site will be placed underground, unless prohibited by the State or 46 
Federal agency regulating such utilities. 47 

7) All E-911 calls received by the tower shall be routed to public safety answering points in 48 
accordance with Federal and State law. 49 

8) The tower must be lit in compliance with FAA requirements. 50 
9) The tower must have a galvanized steel finish.  Dish antennas will be of a neutral, non-51 

reflective color with no logos.   52 
10) The equipment cabinets and any necessary buildings must be neutral colors.  The tower 53 

compound must be fenced with an eight (8) foot high fence and the compound will need to 54 
be surrounded with landscaping, which will screen the base of the tower and the ground 55 
equipment.  The security fencing shall be screened with a ten (10) foot landscape buffer 56 
consisting of evergreen trees.  The tower must be equipped with an anticlimbing device.  All 57 
fencing to be maintained by the applicant. 58 

11) Once the tower is no longer active or in use for a 24-month period, it shall be 59 
considered abandoned and the owner of the tower shall remove the tower within 90 60 
days. Removal includes the removal of the tower, all tower and fence footers, 61 
underground cables and support buildings. When a tower is deemed to be 62 
abandoned, an owner wishing to extend the time for removal shall submit an 63 
application stating the reason for such extension. The Zoning Administrator may 64 
extend the time for removal or reactivation up to 60 additional days upon a showing 65 
of good cause. If the antenna support structure or antenna is not removed within the 66 
specified time, the County may contract for removal. Thereafter, the county may 67 
cause removal of the antenna support structure with costs being borne by the owner 68 
of the tower or the land owner. All costs of removal shall be charged to the landowner 69 
and become a lien on the property on which the tower is located. A bond shall be 70 
submitted to the County for the total cost of removal plus 25%. 71 
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MEMO 
 
DATE:   June 22, 2020 
 
TO:   King William County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM:   Natasha Joranlien, Director of Financial Services 
 
RE: Escrow Agreement Amendment Relating to the Defeasance of a General 

Obligation School Bond, Series 2002B 
 
SUMMARY 
 
General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002A:   
The Board of Supervisors through Resolution 18-64 approved the creation of an escrow agreement 
relating to the defeasance of General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002A.  The escrow agreement to 
fulfill the debt service funding was approved to come from the Unassigned General Fund balance.  The 
2002A bond was selected by the County to pay off early thus reducing the annual debt service payment.  
Because the bond was not eligible to be paid off early, the County elected to work with the Virginia 
Public School Authority to create an escrow account to allow defeasance of the debt. 
 
General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002B: 
The Board of Supervisors, as part of the FY 2019 budget, agreed to support utilizing current year funds 
to defease the General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002B.  The original plan was to create an escrow 
account to defease the balance of the debt service.  In April 2019, the County was notified by VPSA that 
the 2002B bond was eligible to be refinanced.  At that juncture, the decision was made to pay off the 
balance of the debt service rather than escrow the funds.  With the pre-payment of the 2002B bond the 
County was also eligible as part of the overall refunding 4-years to receive $52,152.77 over a 4-year 
period. 
 
The funding method proposed to pay off the 2002B bond included $907,328.32 reimbursed to the 
County for prepayment of specific expenditures related to the Hamilton Holmes Middle School 
Renovation Project prior to the bond sale. In addition, as part of the FY2019 budget, the Board approved 
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utilizing operational revenues in the amount of $546,416.  These two funding sources would provide 
enough revenue to pay off the 2002B bond. 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
 
The County was notified in June 2019 of the following: 
 
The County issued two series of bonds in 2002 through VPSA as part of the VPSA 2002B Bond 
series.  One was called Series A and the other Series B.  In 2018, the County set up an escrow to pay off 
the 2002A VPSA bonds.  In addition, the County took the opportunity in 2019 to pay off the 2002B VPSA 
bonds that were not previously defeased.  Due to the terms used to name the bond issues (Series A and 
B of Series 2002B), VPSA used the funds provided in 2019 to pay off the 2002A portion of the 
bonds.  The County was under the impression and had directed VPSA to pay off the 2002B portion.  The 
County is now revising the 2018 escrow agreement to make it applicable and sufficient to pay off the 
Series B portion of the 2002B Bonds instead of the Series A portion.  The County is not paying any 
additional amounts on either bond to pay them off.  The 2002A bonds have been paid in full, and the 
2002B bonds will be paid in full from the amended escrow at maturity in 2022.   
 
On May 20, 2020, the County received the attached Resolution and Escrow Agreement to clean up the 
error.  The balance of principal and interest due is $ 97,931.00 which will be funding from FY 2020 year 
end reconciliation. 
 
The staff recommends the Board of Supervisors approve Resolution 20-30 and authorize the County 
Administrator to sign the Escrow Agreement. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

• E-mail dated May 20, 2020 from Megan Gilliland, Kaufman & Canoles, P.C. and backup 
documentation  

• Resolution 20-30 Providing for the Execution and Delivery of an Escrow Agreement Relating to 
the Defeasance of a General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002B, of the County of King 
William, Virginia and Approving Other Matters in Connection Therewith. 

• Escrow Agreement 
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1 RESOLUTION 20-30 

2 PROVIDING FOR THE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF AN ESCROW 
3 AGREEMENT RELATING TO THE DEFEASANCE OF A GENERAL 
4 OBLIGATION SCHOOL BOND, SERIES 2002B, OF THE COUNTY OF KING 
5 WILLIAM, VIRGINIA AND APPROVING OTHER MATTERS IN CONNECTION 
6 THEREWITH 

 
 

7 WHEREAS, the County of King William, Virginia (the “County”) is a political 
8 subdivision of the Commonwealth of Virginia (the “Commonwealth”) with the power to issue 
9 school bonds for the purpose of, among other things, designing, acquiring, constructing, and 

10 equipping school facilities; and 
 

11 WHEREAS, the County issued in 2002 its General Obligation School Bond, Series 
12 2002A (the “2002A Bond”), and its General Obligation School Bond, Series 2002B (the 
13 “2002B Bond”), each of which was sold to the Virginia Public School Authority (“VPSA”); and 

 
14 WHEREAS, the County previously determined to defease the 2002A Bond pursuant 
15 to an Escrow Agreement, dated November 1, 2018, by and between the County and U.S. Bank 
16 National Association, as escrow agent (the “2002A Escrow Agreement”); and 

 
17 WHEREAS, as a result of a separate defeasance of the 2002A Bond through VPSA, the 
18 funds held under the 2002A Escrow Agreement are no longer necessary for the defeasance 
19 of the 2002A Bond; and 

 
20 WHEREAS, the County has decided to defease the 2002B Bond to the maturity thereof 
21 pursuant to an Escrow Agreement, dated as of the date of its execution and delivery (the 
22 “2002B Escrow Agreement”), by and between the County and U.S. Bank National Association, 
23 as Escrow Agent (the “Escrow Agent”); and 

 
24 WHEREAS, the County desires to use the funds held in the escrow fund under the 
25 2002A Escrow Agreement to fund, in part, the escrow fund for the defeasance of the 2002B 
26 Bond; and 

 
27 WHEREAS, the form of the 2002B Escrow Agreement has been made available to the 
28 members of the Board of Supervisors of the County (the “Board”) and filed in the County’s 
29 records; 

 
30 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF KING 
31 WILLIAM, VIRGINIA: 

32 1. Approval of Escrow Agreement. The 2002B Escrow Agreement shall be in 
33 substantially the form made available at this meeting, which is hereby approved, with such 
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34 completions, omissions, insertions and changes (including a change of the date thereof) as 
35 may be approved by the Chairman and the Vice Chairman of the Board and the County 
36 Administrator, any of whom may act, which approval shall be evidenced conclusively by  the 
37 execution and delivery of the 2002B Escrow Agreement. 

38 2. Execution and Delivery of Escrow Agreement. The Chairman and the Vice 
39 Chairman of the Board and the County Administrator, any of whom may act, are each hereby 
40 authorized and directed to execute the 2002B Escrow Agreement on behalf of the County 
41 and to deliver it to the Escrow Agent. 

 
42 3. Authorization of   Execution and   Delivery of Other Documents. The 
43 Chairman and the Vice Chairman of the Board, the County Administrator and other 
44 appropriate officials of the County are each hereby authorized to execute and deliver all 
45 other certificates, instruments and documents in the name and on behalf of the County and 
46 to take all such further action (a) as they may consider necessary or desirable to carry out 
47 the intent and purpose of this Resolution and the defeasance of the 2002B Bond, or the 
48 execution, delivery and performance of the 2002B Escrow Agreement, or (b) as may be 
49 reasonably requested by the Escrow Agent in connection with any of the foregoing. 

50 4. Investment Authorization. The County hereby authorizes the Chairman and 
51 the Vice Chairman of the Board and the County Administrator, any of whom may act, and the 
52 Escrow Agent to (i) submit a subscription for the purchase and issue of United States 
53 Treasury Securities - State and Local Government Series, (ii) obtain competitively a portfolio 
54 of securities and/or (iii) invest the funds deposited with the Escrow Agent as otherwise 
55 permitted by the 2002B Escrow Agreement and by law until the final maturity date of the 
56 2002B Bond. Furthermore, the County hereby authorizes the Escrow Agent to transfer the 
57 funds currently held in the escrow fund under the 2002A Escrow Agreement to fund, in part, 
58 the escrow fund established under the 2002B Escrow Agreement for the defeasance of the 
59 2002B Bond. 

60 5. Other  Actions. All other actions of County officials taken heretofore or 
61 hereafter in conformity with the purposes and intent of this Resolution and in furtherance of 
62 the defeasance of the 2002B Bond are ratified, approved and confirmed. 

63 6. Limitation of Liability of Officials of the County. No covenant, condition, 
64 agreement or obligation contained herein shall be deemed to be a covenant, condition, 
65 agreement or obligation of any officer, employee or agent of the County in his or her 
66 individual capacity, and no officer of the County executing the 2002B Escrow Agreement 
67 shall be liable personally on the 2002B Escrow Agreement or be subject to any personal 
68 liability  or  accountability  by  reason  of  the  execution  and delivery  thereof. No officer, 
69 employee or agent of the County shall incur any personal liability with respect to any other 
70 action taken by him or her pursuant to this Resolution, provided he or she acts in good faith. 

71 7. Costs and Expenses. The County agrees to pay all costs and expenses in 
72 connection with the defeasance of the 2002B Bond, including the fees and expenses of the 
73 County Attorney, bond counsel to the County, the County’s financial advisor, the Escrow 
74 Agent and the verification agent. 
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75 8. Repeal of Conflicting Actions. All resolutions, ordinances or parts thereof in 
76 conflict herewith are repealed. 

 
77 9. Effective Date. This Resolution and the provisions contained herein shall 
78 become effective immediately upon enactment. 

 
79 

 
80 CERTIFICATION 

81 The undersigned Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, 
82 Virginia hereby certifies (1) that the foregoing constitutes a true, correct and complete copy 
83 of a Resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of King William, Virginia 
84 at a meeting duly called and held on June 22, 2020, with the members present and absent 
85 and voting on the Resolution as set forth below; (2) that such meeting was duly convened 
86 and held in all respects in accordance with law; and (3) that the foregoing Resolution has not 
87 been repealed, revoked, rescinded or amended. 
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MEMO 

DATE:  

TO: 

FROM: 

June 22, 2020 

King William County Board of Supervisors 

Julie Mills, Fiscal Specialist Senior/Procurement & Accounts Payable 

SUBJECT: Addendum to King William County Procurement Policy 

SUMMARY 

King William County Procurement Policy was adopted on January 26, 2015.  The Finance staff is 
recommending the following amendments to the King William County Procurement Policy.  The 
recommendations will streamline handling and review of purchase contracts, improve the 
effectiveness of the County’s purchasing efforts, reduce expenditures related to procurement, and 
avoid unnecessary delays in purchases of routine supplies, materials, services, vehicles, machinery, 
equipment apparatus, construction, repair, and maintenance. 

• Removal of requirement to advertise public notice for invitation to bid.   Due to the cost
associated with the cost of print advertisement, this will reduce the County’s expense for
procurement.   The language has been updated to “may be” advertised.
Per Virginia Public Procurement Act § 2.2-4302.1. Item 2
“In addition, public bodies may publish in a newspaper of general circulation. Posting on the
Department of General Services’ central electronic procurement website shall be required of any state
public body.”

• Request to increase the threshold of purchase order completion requirement from $1,000 to
$5,000.  Staff continues to show their diligence in seeking out multiple sources for the best price
and quality products whatever the product costs.  Increasing the maximum allowed to $5,000
would allow improved efficiency in procurement as well as continue to provide the oversight
needed to ensure the County is receiving the best purchase option.
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• Competition requirement amendments: 
1. For purchases in excess of $1,000 to $3,000 changed to $ 1,000 to $ 5,000 (Departments 

will be required to keep documentation of quotes for audit trail purposes) 
2. For purchases in excess of $3,000 to $10,000 changed to $5,000 to $30,000 
3. For purchases in excess of $10,000 to $60,000 changed to $30,000 to $100,000 

Additional language added requiring purchase order to be approved prior to expending the 
funds. 

 
• Language removed and updated regarding Construction Procurement based on Virginia Public 

Procurement Act § 2.2-4303 Methods of Procurement. 
 

• Request to increase the amount from $25,000 to $ 100,000 for contract review and approval by 
County Attorney.   Financial Services Department has reached out to County Attorney to receive 
standard terms and conditions to be used for contract less than $100,000.  Currently using the 
standard templates for bid documents and contracts created by previous County Attorney. 

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
Staff recommends approval of Resolution 20-31 at the June 22, 2020 Regular Board of Supervisors 
meeting. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Resolution 20-31 
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RESOLUTION 20-31 1 
REVISIONS AND UPDATES TO THE  2 

KING WILLIAM COUNTY PROCURMENT POLICY 3 

WHEREAS, King William County is required to follow the provisions of the Virginia 4 
Public Procurement Act as it applies to purchases made by the officers, departments and 5 
agencies of the County; and 6 

 7 
WHEREAS, §§ 2.2-4343 and 15.2-1231 of the Code of Virginia authorize local 8 

governments to establish centralized purchasing systems and, by adoption of a qualifying 9 
purchasing policy, supersede many of the requirements of the Virginia Public Procurement 10 
Act; and 11 

 12 
WHEREAS, the Board adopted the King William County Procurement Policy on 13 

January 26, 2015, by Resolution 15-04 and updated the Policy on August 8, 2016 and 14 
September 24, 2018; and 15 

 16 
WHEREAS, the County continues to grow and the number of purchases of supplies, 17 

materials, services, vehicles, machinery, equipment, apparatus, construction, repair and 18 
maintenance required for municipal government operations continue to increase, and it is 19 
prudent and desirable for the County to become more efficient by streamlining organization 20 
processes; and 21 

 22 
WHEREAS, the Financial Services Department has recommended changes to 23 

incorporate into the Procurement Policy to streamline handling and review of purchase 24 
contracts, improve the effectiveness of the County’s purchasing efforts, reduce expenditures 25 
related to procurement, and avoid unnecessary delays in purchases of routine supplies, 26 
materials, services, vehicles, machinery, equipment, apparatus, construction, repair, and 27 
maintenance necessary to provide public service to its citizens. 28 

 29 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William Board of Supervisors 30 

does hereby approves and adopt the following amendments to the King William County 31 
Procurement Policy (deletions strike through; amendatory language appearing in 32 
italicized/underlined font): 33 

 34 
Article I. Purpose, Application, General Provision and Definitions 35 
1-4 Definitions  36 
(h) Competitive Sealed Bidding 37 
2.  Public notice of the invitation to bid at least ten (10) calendar days prior to the 38 

dates set for receipt of bids by posting on the King William County website and may be 39 
advertised in at least one a newspaper of general circulation in King William County. 40 

 41 
Article II. Purchasing Agent: Competition Requirements 42 
2-1 Delegation of authority 43 

 44 
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The Purchasing Agent shall serve as the principal public purchasing official for the 45 
County and shall be responsible, under the supervision of the Board, for the procedures 46 
and methods used in the procurement of all goods, services, insurance, and construction 47 
as well as the management and disposal of surplus materials. The authority of the 48 
Purchasing Agent shall specifically, but without limitation, include the authority to select 49 
the method of procurement to be used and the authority to negotiate and execute 50 
contracts on behalf of the County for any and all procurements or for the disposition of 51 
materials.  The Purchasing Agent shall ensure that all purchasing   activities are conducted 52 
in accordance with the provisions of this policy.  The  Purchasing Agent may not delegate 53 
approval of the use of competitive negotiation instead of competitive sealed bidding as 54 
required by Subparagraph (h) of Section 2-3 of this policy, the declaration of a purchase 55 
as sole source as provided in Subparagraph  (e) of Section 2-4 of this policy, nor the 56 
signing of purchase orders for amounts greater than $3,000 $5,000. In other matters the 57 
Purchasing Agent may delegate his authority to a duly authorized agent or agents.  58 

Unless the Purchasing Agent specifically provides to the contrary, each 59 
administrator, as defined in this policy, is authorized and shall be responsible for 60 
initiating purchases in accordance with this policy for all goods and services to be used 61 
by the agency under such administrator. Such administrator may delegate the authority 62 
to make purchases to an agent or agents under his control, but every purchase in excess 63 
of $1,000 $5,000 shall be approved by the administrator. Any purchase in excess of 64 
$1,000 $5,000 shall require a request for purchase from the using agency and a 65 
corresponding purchase order issued by the Purchasing Agent. Every formal contract and 66 
purchase order shall be executed by the Purchasing Agent. The administrator shall 67 
indicate approval of any purchase requiring the same by signing the request for the 68 
purchase. The authority of the Purchasing Agent does not include approval of specific 69 
items to be procured by the Department of Social Services, the Constitutional Officers, or 70 
other public bodies who have by agreement become subject to this policy, when sufficient 71 
funds have been appropriated to such entity or officer for the purpose of the procurement 72 
and this policy has been followed. The Purchasing Agent with regard to such entities and 73 
officers shall, however, by signing all purchase orders for such procurements prior to the 74 
placement of a firm order, certify compliance with this policy and any procedures issued 75 
pursuant to it. The Purchasing Agent shall not execute a purchase order if such 76 
procurement has not been in compliance with this policy and any procedures developed 77 
pursuant to it.   78 

 79 

Article II. Purchasing Agent: Competition Requirements 80 
2-3 Competition requirements 81 

Prior to any purchase of goods or services, reasonable price competition is desired. 82 
Reasonable price competition shall depend on the amount of the purchase and is defined 83 
in the following circumstances:   84 
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(a) For purchases in the amount of $1,000 or less, no permanent 85 
documentation of solicitation of prices is required. The individual making the purchase is 86 
expected to compare prices by telephone, catalog or other appropriate means.   87 

(b) For purchases in excess of $1,000 and not greater than $3,000 88 
$5,000, telephone calls shall be placed to at least two suppliers of the item. Oral quotes 89 
shall be obtained from the suppliers and a memo of the telephone conversation shall be 90 
made showing the item requested, date, time, company name, and price quoted. The 91 
Department will be required to keep documentation of quotes to be used in audit trail.    92 

(c) For purchases in excess of $3,000 $5,000 but not greater than 93 
$10,000 $30,000 at least three (3) suppliers shall be contacted. Telephone (provided a 94 
memorandum is made of the supplier called and the item on which the quote is requested) 95 
or written contacts are acceptable. Documentation is required. Requests for quotation 96 
may also be posted on the County’s web site and on the purchasing web site maintained 97 
by the Virginia Department of General Services if deemed appropriate by the Purchasing 98 
Agent. Prospective suppliers shall be required to submit a written quote within a specific 99 
time stated in the solicitation in order to receive further consideration.  A Purchase Order 100 
is required before the funds may be committed and been expended. 101 

(d) For purchases in excess of $10,000 $30,000 but not greater 102 
than $60,000 $100,000, written solicitations and quotes are required and at least four (4) 103 
suppliers shall be contacted. Telephone solicitations for purchases less than $20,000 104 
(provided a written memorandum is made of the supplier contacted and the item on 105 
which the quote is requested) are acceptable. The supplier shall be required to submit a 106 
written quote within the specified time to be further considered. Requests for quotation 107 
shall be posted, at least fifteen (15) ten (10) days prior to the due date, on the County’s 108 
web site and on the purchasing web site maintained by the Virginia Department of General 109 
Services and, if deemed appropriate by the Purchasing Agent, may be published in a 110 
newspaper of general circulation in King William County.  A Purchase Order is required 111 
before the funds may be committed and been expended.    112 

(e) When a procurement transaction is made under (a), (b), (c) or 113 
(d) above the purchase shall be made from the offeror quoting the lowest price or best 114 
value unless the Administrator, using the evaluation factors in this policy for competitive 115 
negotiation or competitive sealed bidding as the case may be, documents in writing the 116 
reason for the determination that in the best interest of the county such purchase should 117 
be made from another offeror quoting a higher price. Such determination for purchases 118 
in excess of $3,000 $5,000 shall be approved by the Purchasing Agent.   119 

(f) Purchases other than those set out in the following 120 
subparagraph (g) that in the aggregate or in the sum of all phases are expected to be in 121 
excess of $60,000 $100,000 shall be made by either competitive sealed bidding or 122 
competitive negotiation as defined in this policy.   123 

(g) Purchases of professional services as that term is defined in 124 
§2.2- 4301 of the Code of Virginia, when the cost of such services is expected to exceed 125 



Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 
June 22, 2020 Meeting 

_____________________________________________________ 
 

Page 4 of 5 
 

$60,000.00, shall be made in accordance with the process set forth in § 2.2- 4302.2 of the 126 
Code of Virginia.    127 

(h) The Purchasing Agent shall have the authority to use 128 
competitive negotiation in the place of competitive sealed bidding (when those methods 129 
are required) to procure any goods, services or insurance, after documenting in advance 130 
the basis therefore in writing, as required by § 2.2-4303(C), Code of Virginia. Insurance 131 
may be procured through a licensed agent or broker selected in the manner provided for 132 
the procurement of things other than professional services set forth in § 2.2-4302.2, Code 133 
of Virginia, if the basis for doing so is approved by the Board. Construction in excess of the 134 
amount listed in subparagraph (f) of this section may be procured only by competitive 135 
sealed bidding, except that competitive negotiation may be used, upon a determination 136 
made in advance by the Purchasing Agent in writing, after making the findings required 137 
by § 2.2- 4303(D), Code of Virginia, to procure contracts for the construction of highways 138 
and any draining, dredging, excavation, grading or similar work upon real property.   139 

(i) The purchase of goods or nonprofessional services, but not 140 
construction or professional services, may be made by reverse auctioning. However, bulk 141 
purchases of commodities used in road and highway construction and maintenance, and 142 
aggregates shall not be made by reverse auctioning.   143 

(j) Construction may be procured under a ‘cooperative contract’ 144 
made available by another public body provided the public body is less than a straight line 145 
distance of 75 miles from the territorial limits of King William County. The installation of 146 
artificial turf or other athletic surfaces shall not be subject to the limitations prescribed in 147 
this subdivision.   Construction may be procured only by competitive sealed bid, except 148 
that competitive negotiation may be used in the following instances: 149 

(j) By any public body on a fixed price design –build basis or 150 
construction management basis as provided in Chapter 43.1 of the VPPA. 151 

(k) By any public body for the construction of highways and 152 
any draining, dredging, excavation, grading or similar work upon real property 153 
upon a determination made in advance by the public body and set forth in writing 154 
that competitive sealed bidding is either not practicable or not fiscally advantageous 155 
to the public, which writing shall document the basis for this determination.  156 

Nothing in this section shall prevent the use of competitive sealed bidding or 157 
competitive negotiation in procurements under $60,000 $100,000, if deemed 158 
appropriate by the Purchasing Agent.  159 

Article III. Administrative Provisions 160 
3-18 Approval of certain purchases required 161 
 162 
Except as provided for emergency purchases, all purchases in excess of $3,000    163 

$5,000 shall be specifically approved by the County Administrator for the Board, or by 164 
the appropriate approving authority, prior to the issuance of a purchase order. 165 
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Emergency purchases may be approved after the fact. The request for approval shall 166 
identify the method of price competition used in the procurement.   167 

3-19. Contract requirements and legal review.   168 
The terms and conditions of procurements in excess of $25,000 $100,000 shall be 169 

reviewed and approved by the County Attorney prior to solicitation. Advertisements for 170 
Formal Invitations for Bids (IFB) and Requests for Proposals (RFP) for procurement of 171 
construction or services in excess of $25,000 $100,000 shall be reviewed by the County 172 
Attorney prior to advertising. Contracts signed by all parties and containing, or incorporating 173 
by reference, all applicable terms and conditions shall be required for procurements of 174 
services or construction in excess of $25,000. Such contracts and all amendments and 175 
changes thereto shall be approved as to form by the County Attorney.   176 

 177 
APPENDIX 1 178 

2. Public notice of the Request for Proposal at least 10 days prior to the date set for 179 
receipt of proposals by posting on the Department of General Services' central 180 
electronic procurement website or other appropriate websites. Additionally, public 181 
bodies shall may publish in a newspaper of general circulation in the area in which 182 
the contract is to be performed so as to provide reasonable notice to the maximum 183 
number of offerors that can be reasonably anticipated to submit proposals in 184 
response to the particular request. Posting on the Department of General Services' 185 
central electronic procurement website shall be required of any state public body. 186 
Local public bodies are encouraged to utilize the Department of General Services' 187 
central electronic procurement website to provide the public with centralized 188 
visibility and access to the Commonwealth's procurement opportunities. In addition, 189 
proposals may be solicited directly from potential contractors. Any additional 190 
solicitations shall include certified businesses selected from a list made available by 191 
the Department of Small Business and Supplier Diversity; and    192 
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DATE:  June 22, 2020 
 
TO:  King William County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Natasha Langston, Director of Financial Services  
 
SUBJECT:  Resolution 20-32 – Financial Policies Adoption 
 
Summary 
 
Background 
Financial policies provide written guidance for how local government officials and staff should 
approach fiscal issues and core financial areas. 
 
Most local government decisions are driven by fiscal health.  Citizens expect our county to deliver 
essential services.   To fulfill those expectations, the county must invest in infrastructure, reserve 
funds for pension obligations, and take steps to assure their financial wellbeing for years to come. 
 
Effective financial policies are essential to the county’s fiscal health and can help the Board, 
management, and staff make the right decisions for the citizens now and in the future.  They provide 
stability and continuity over the years as staff and elected officials turn over by establishing what 
actions are acceptable and unacceptable, identifying who is responsible for taking certain actions, and 
providing standards to measure the county’s performance. 
 
Recommendation(s) 
Staff recommends approval of proposed Financial Policies 
 
Attachment 
 

• Resolution 20-32  
• Attachment A  
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KING WILLIAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

FINANCIAL POLICIES 

 

King William County has a responsibility to carefully account for public funds, to manage its 
finances prudently, and to diligently and effectively allocate its resources to provide the citizens 
the governmental services they desire. Fiscal integrity is critical and should form the basis of the 
County’s management and decision-making processes of its fiscal affairs.  The primary objective 
of establishing Financial Policies is to provide a framework within which sound financial decisions 
may be made for the long-term betterment and stability of the County. The County’s financial 
policies will provide guidelines and goals to guide its financial practices.  

The goals of the Financial Policies are to:  

• Guide King William County Board of Supervisors in reaching a consensus on the 
financial condition desired for the County. 

• Provide a link between long-range financial planning and current operations. 
• Promote long-term financial stability by establishing clear and consistent guidelines. 
• Provide a framework for evaluating the fiscal impact of budgetary decisions related to 

providing government services and programs. 
• Reduce the risks to the County of experiencing fiscal crises. 
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1.0  Operating Budget Policy 

1. King William County will prepare and approve an annual budget per Code of Virginia, 
Title 15.2-2503. The County will annually adopt and execute a budget for such funds as 
may be required by law or by sound financial practices and generally accepted accounting 
principles. The budget shall control the levy of taxes and the expenditure of money for all 
County purposes during the ensuing fiscal year. The County budget shall be balanced 
within all available operating revenues, including fund balance, and adopted by the Board 
of Supervisors.   
• King William County does not intend to issue tax or revenue anticipation notes to 

fund operations.  The County’s intent is to manage cash to prevent cash flow needs. 
 
2. Revenues will be projected conservatively, but realistically, considering: 

• Historical trends; 
• The volatility of the revenue sources; 
• Inflation and other economic conditions; and 
• The costs of providing directly associated services. 

3. Expenditures will be projected conservatively considering: 

• A conservative, but likely, scenario of events (versus “worst case scenario”); 
• Specific, identified needs of programs and services; 
• Historical consumption and trends; and 
• Inflation and other economic conditions. 

4. An unplanned operating contingency line item shall be included in the annual operating 
budget to provide for the ability to react to unforeseen circumstances in operations that 
arise during the fiscal year.  An amount equivalent to 0.005% of general government 
expenses will be set aside for the operating budget contingency reserve.  The contingency 
line item shall be an annual appropriation that will not accumulate or carry forward from 
fiscal year to fiscal year.   

5. The County will prepare the capital improvement budget in conjunction with estimates of 
available revenues in order to assure that the estimated costs and future impact of capital 
projects on the operating budget will be considered prior to its inclusion in the Capital 
Improvements Plan. 

6. The operating budget preparation process will be conducted in such a manner as to allow 
decisions to be made regarding anticipated resource levels and expenditure requirements 
for the levels and types of services to be provided in the upcoming fiscal year. The 
following budget procedures will ensure the orderly and equitable appropriation of those 
resources: 

• Operating budget requests are initiated at the department level within targeted 
guidelines set by the County Administrator. 
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7. Budget adjustments within a department involving transfers from one category – i.e., 
personnel (pay and benefits), capital and operations - to another shall be approved by the 
County Administrator. 

8. Beginning in the first year subsequent to the adoption of these policies, quarterly cash basis 
actual-to-budget financial reports prepared after bank statement reconciliation will be 
provided to the Board of Supervisors.  The reports will be provided within 45 days after 
the end of the quarter to enable the Board of Supervisors to monitor the budget. 

9. Any amendments to the budget “which exceed one percent of total expenditures shown in 
the current adopted budget or the sum of $500,000, whichever is lesser, and be 
accomplished by publishing a notice of the meeting and a public hearing once in a 
newspaper having general circulation” at least seven days prior to the meeting date (Code 
of Virginia, Title 15.2-2507). 

 

2.0  Capital Budget Policy 

1. The County will approve an annual capital budget as an integral part of its total County 
budget.   The capital budget will align with a 5-year Capital Improvements Plan (CIP). 

2. The County will coordinate the development of the capital budget with the development of 
the operating budget so that future operating costs, including annual debt service, 
associated with the new capital projects will be projected and included in operating budget 
forecasts. 

3. The 5-year Capital Improvements Plan will include all new facilities and major 
improvements to buildings and real estate as well as all projects requiring debt financing. 
The CIP will include sources of funding for the capital projects, including operating 
revenues, Restricted General Fund balances, non-General Fund departmental reserves, 
grants, capital leases, and debt financing. 

4. Emphasis will continue to be placed upon a viable level of “pay-as-you-go” capital 
construction to fulfill needs in the Board’s approved Capital Improvements Plan. 

5. The acquisition of vehicles, IT hardware and software, and other depreciable equipment 
and machinery shall be considered in the capital budget in addition to the Capital 
Improvements Plan and shall reflect the departments to which they should be charged. 

6. Upon completion of a capital project, any remaining appropriated funds in that project will 
be returned to the original appropriating fund. Any transfer of remaining funds from one 
project to another must be approved by the Board of Supervisors. 

7. The County shall maintain a capital budget that includes the Capital Improvements Plan 
and a plan for the acquisition and replacement of vehicles, IT hardware and software, and 
depreciable equipment and machinery. 
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• The County will provide funding for vehicles, IT hardware and software, equipment 
and machinery as part of the annual budget to replace assets at the end of their 
useful life, or to upgrade capital assets as appropriate. 

• The County’s objective is to use pay-as-you-go funding (using cash resources) to 
acquire those items.  Other sources will supplement cash funding such as lease 
purchase agreements, bonds, General Fund Balance, reserves and grants, when 
available. 

• The County shall conduct a periodic physical inventory annually of all vehicles, 
computers, and depreciable equipment and machinery. 

 

3.0  Debt Management Policy 

1. Introduction 

King William County recognizes that a formal debt policy is essential to effective financial 
management. Adherence to a debt management policy signals that a locality is well managed and, 
therefore, is likely to meet its debt obligations in a timely manner and is also a recommended 
practice of the Government Finance Officers Association. Debt management policies are written 
guidelines, allowances, and restrictions that guide the debt issuance practices. Adherence to a 
debt policy helps to ensure the County maintains a sound financial position. 

The debt policy is to be used in conjunction with applicable laws and regulations and with the 
operating and capital budgets and other financial policies of the County. Objectives of the debt 
policy have been set to assist the County in: 

• Funding a Capital Improvement Plan 
• Maintaining an appropriate mix of pay-as-you-go and debt funding 
• Maintaining an adequate fund balance, including an appropriate amount of unassigned fund 

balance 
• Structuring debt repayment schedules that provide for reasonable and equitable annual 

payments 

2. Debt Instruments 

The County will use appropriate debt instruments to provide funding for capital assets at the lowest 
cost with minimal risk: 

General Obligation Bonds: 

General obligation bonds are bonds secured by a promise to levy taxes in an amount necessary to 
pay debt service, principal and interest, coming due each fiscal year. General obligation bonds 
are backed by the full faith and credit of the County. These bonds are authorized by a referendum 
or by non-voted (2/3’s) authorization by the governing body. The non-voted authorization allows  

governments to issue up to two-thirds of the previous year’s net debt reduction without a 
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referendum. 

Revenue and Special Obligation Bonds: 

Revenue bonds are bonds that pledge revenues generated by the debt-financed asset or by the 
operating system of which that asset is a part. Special obligation bonds are bonds that are payable 
from the pledge of revenues other than locally levied taxes. 
 
Other Financing Arrangements: 

Installment financings are an alternative financing method that does not require voter approval. 
Certificates of participation or limited obligation bonds represent an undivided interest in the 
payments made by a public agency pursuant to a financing lease or an installment purchase 
agreement. The security for this financing is represented by a lien on the property acquired or 
constructed. 

An Installment Purchase Contract is an agreement in which the equipment or property is acquired 
and periodic payments, which are sufficient to pay debt service, are made.  The County will use 
this type of financing for short-term equipment purchases of 3 to 5 years. 

The County will use pay-as-you-go funding for capital improvements or capital assets having a 
cost of less than $250,000 or assets having a useful life of less than 10 years unless budgetary 
restraints require the use of financing to acquire the necessary funding for those capital 
improvement or capital assets. 
 
3. Purposes for Debt Issuance 

The County may issue debt for the purpose of acquiring or constructing capital assets including 
land, buildings, machinery, equipment, fixtures and any other eligible expenses of the project and 
for making major renovations to existing capital improvements, for the good of the public. 
Exceptions to this rule will be considered on a case-by-case basis to determine if the contemplated 
debt is in the best interests of the County. Long-term debt shall not be used to finance ongoing 
operational expenses. When applicable, debt issuance will be pooled together to minimize 
issuance expense. 

Before issuing any new debt, the County will consider the following factors: 

• Global, national and local financial environment and economy 
• Current interest rates and expected interest rate changes 
• Cash position and current debt position 
• Availability of funds to repay 
• Urgency of current capital needs and flexibility to cover future needs 
• Appropriate debt issuance practices and debt structuring 

 

4. Debt Structure 

The debt structure is made up of the life of the debt, interest rate and principal maturity schedule. 
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This debt could be general obligation, revenue or special obligation bonds, or other installment 
financings. The cost of taxable debt is higher than the cost of tax-exempt debt. However, the 
issuance of taxable debt is mandated in some circumstances, and may allow flexibility in 
subsequent contracts with users or managers of the improvements constructed with the bond 
proceeds.  The County will usually issue obligations on a tax-exempt basis, but may 
occasionally issue taxable obligations when there is an expected benefit from doing so.  The 
County shall establish an affordable debt level to ensure sufficient revenue is available to pay 
annual debt service. 

General obligation bonds will generally be competitively bid with no more than a 20-year life 
unless there are compelling factors which make it necessary to extend beyond this point and 
applicable law allows a longer term. In a competitive sale, the County may sell its debt obligations 
in which any interested underwriter or syndicate is invited to submit a proposal to purchase an 
issue of bonds. The bonds are awarded to the underwriter presenting the best bid according to 
stipulated criteria set forth in the notice of sale. 

Negotiated sales or private placements, however, may be used where allowed when complex 
financing or sales structure is a concern with regard to marketability. In a negotiated sale, the 
bonds may be sold through an exclusive arrangement between the County and an underwriter or 
underwriting syndicate. At the end of successful negotiations, the issue is awarded to the 
underwriters. This method offers flexibility for the County. The criteria used to select an 
underwriter or syndicate in negotiated sales should include, but not be limited to the following: 
overall experience, marketing philosophy, capability, previous experience, underwriter’s 
discount, and expenses. 

Debt service for each issue will be structured in an attempt to minimize the County’s interest 
payments over the life of the issue while taking into account the existing debt obligations of the 
County. Any debt issued shall not have a maturity date beyond the useful life of the asset being 
acquired or constructed by the debt proceeds. 

 
5. Debt Ratios 

The County will use an objective, analytical approach to determine the amount of debt to be 
considered for authorization and issuance. This process involves the comparison of generally 
accepted debt ratios from comparable counties to the current County ratios. The ratios will be re-
evaluated every five (5) years or sooner as market conditions dictate. 

The County shall adhere to the following: 
 
Net Direct Debt per Capita 
 
This ratio measures the burden of direct debt placed on the population supporting the debt. This 
ratio is widely used as a measure of an issuer’s ability to repay debt. The County’s general 
obligation debt as a percentage of the assessed value of real taxable property. 

Net Direct Debt as a Percentage of Assessed Valuation 
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This ratio measures debt levels against the property tax base that generates the tax revenues, 
which are the main source of debt repayment. The County will maintain its debt at no more that 
3% of the countywide assessed value. 
 
Net Direct Debt Service as Percentage of Operational Budget 
 
This ratio reflects the County’s budgetary flexibility to adapt spending levels and respond to 
economic condition changes. The County will maintain its net debt service at no more than 10% 
of the operational budget. 
 
6. Refinancing of Outstanding Debt 

The County will continually review the County’s outstanding debt and recommend issues for 
refunding as market opportunities arise. Debt shall be refinanced only for the purpose of 
achieving debt service savings, unless required to achieve specific debt management goals of the 
County.  The estimation of net present savings should be, at a minimum, in the range of 4% of 
the refunded maturities before a refunding process would be considered unless the County 
otherwise determines the annual savings warrants the refunding. The County will not refinance 
debt for the purpose of deferring scheduled debt service, unless unique circumstances are present. 

The County may issue advance refunding bonds when advantageous, legally permissible, and 
prudent and a net present value savings is achieved. Advance refunding transactions are those 
undertaken in advance of the first date the refunded debt can be called for optional redemption, 
and will require an establishment of an escrow account for the defeasance of the refunded debt. 
All costs incurred in completing the refunding shall be taken into account when determining the 
net present value savings. 
 
7. Pay-As-You-Go Funding 

The County shall use pay-as-you-go and other alternative sources of funding for capital projects 
to minimize debt levels. To have an effective pay-as-you-go program, at least one funding source 
must be identified that is consistent, reliable and large enough to provide for capital needs in an 
amount that reduces dependency on debt. In order to reduce the impact of capital programs on 
future years, the County will annually appropriate funds for its capital improvement plan. The 
County will also appropriate proceeds from all county land sales and other capital assets as 
deemed appropriate for capital projects. This practice will allow additional funding of capital 
improvement projects and reduce the County’s dependence on borrowing. Pay-as-you–go 
funding will save money by eliminating interest expense on the funded projects and will improve 
financial flexibility in the event of sudden revenue shortfalls or emergency spending. 

 
8. Issuance of Debt 

The scheduling and amount of bond sales and installment purchase transactions will be 
recommended by the Finance Director and the County Administrator. The Board of Supervisors 
must approve the sale. These decisions will be based upon the identified cash flow requirements 
for each project to be financed, market conditions, and other relevant factors including debt ratios.  
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9. Arbitrage Liability Management 

The County will maintain a system of record keeping and reporting to meet the arbitrage and 
rebate compliance requirements of the federal tax code. This effort includes tracking investment 
earnings on bond proceeds, calculating rebate payments in compliance with tax law, and remitting 
rebatable earnings to the federal government in a timely manner in order to preserve the tax-
exempt status of the County’s outstanding debt issues. 

It is the County’s policy to minimize the cost of arbitrage rebate and yield restriction while strictly 
complying with the applicable laws. Because of the complexity of arbitrage rebate regulations 
and the severity of non-compliance penalties, arbitrage calculation will be performed by qualified 
arbitrage professionals in strict adherence to applicable laws and regulations. These calculations 
will be done in accordance with required Internal Revenue Service reporting dates. 
 
10. Financing Team 

The County will provide for a solicitation and selection process for securing all professional 
services required in connection with any debt issues. The service professionals selected will be 
required to develop and implement the County’s debt management policy with the goal of 
continuity, quality service and competitive prices. 

 
11. Administration and Implementation 

 
The County Administrator and the Finance Director are responsible for the administration and 
issuance of debt including the completion of specific tasks and responsibilities included in this 
policy with approval of the Board of Supervisors. 

4.0  Fund Balance Policy 

1. Purpose 
 
Establish key elements of the financial stability of the County by setting guidelines for the General 
Fund balance. Available fund balance is an important measure of economic stability. It is essential 
that the County maintain adequate levels of available fund balance in order to ensure against 
unanticipated events that would adversely affect the financial condition of the County and 
jeopardize the continuation of County services and/or activities and to provide the capacity to: 
 

• Provide sufficient cash flow for daily financial needs; 
• Offset significant economic downturns or revenue shortfalls; 
• Provide funds for unforeseen expenditures related to emergencies; 
• Adhere to Local Government Finance Officers Association minimum fund balance 

recommendations 
• Provide citizens with a stable property tax rate 

 
This policy will also establish guidelines for the replenishment of the County’s fund balance in 
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the event that the fund balance falls below the required levels set forth herein. 

2. Definition 
 

a. Fund balance. Fund balance is the difference between assets and liabilities reported in a 
governmental fund. An accounting distinction is made between classifications of fund 
balance based on restrictions on the use of fund balance. These classifications as defined 
by the Government Finance Officers Association are (1) Non-spendable, (2) Restricted, 
(3) Committed, (4) Assigned, and (5) Unassigned. 

 
b. Non-spendable fund balance: Non-spendable fund balance are the components of fund 

balance that cannot be spent because they are either (a) not in a spendable form or (b) 
contractually required to be maintained intact. 

 
c. Restricted fund balance: Restricted fund balance are the components of fund balance that 

have constraints placed on the use of resources either (a) externally imposed by creditors 
(such as through debt covenants), grantors, contributors or laws or regulations of other 
governments or (b) imposed by law through constitutional provisions or enabling 
legislation. Example, Split Levy legislation. 

 
d. Committed fund balance: Committed fund balance are the components of fund balance 

that are used for specific purposes pursuant to constraints imposed by formal action of the 
government’s highest level of decision-making authority. In King William County, the 
highest level of decision-making authority would be considered the Board of Supervisors. 
These self-imposed limitations must be set in place prior to year-end, but can be calculated 
after year-end to be considered committed for that fiscal year end. In addition, to be 
considered committed, the limitations that were imposed at the highest level of decision-
making authority must also require the same action to remove or modify the limitations.  

 
e. Assigned fund balance: Assigned fund balance are the components of fund balance that 

are constrained by the government’s intent to be used for specific purposes, but are neither 
restricted nor committed. These assignments can occur any time before the issuance of 
financial statements to be considered assigned for that fiscal year end. Further, this 
assignment ability can be delegated by the Board of Supervisors to an appropriate person 
(i.e. County Administrator or Director of Finance). 

 
f. Unassigned fund balance: Unassigned fund balance is the remainder of fund balance that 

has not been reported in another classification and represents assets that are available to 
appropriate for future purposes. 

 
g. Available fund balance: Available fund balance is the total fund balance less the total of 
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non-spendable fund balance and fund balance restricted for stabilization by state statute. 
 
3. Policy 

 
a. The King William County Board of Supervisors formally establishes the goal of 

maintaining unassigned fund balance in the General Fund in an amount of twenty (20) 
percent (approximately 2-3 months) of the General Fund expenditures and outflows at 
the end of each fiscal year. It is the duty of the Director of Finance to ensure the Board 
of Supervisors is informed on the annual unassigned fund balance level. If the level nears 
the allowed range, the Director of Finance will make recommendations on where that 
level should be. If any significant event or change occurs during a fiscal year which the 
Director of Finance believes will lead to the County being below the allowed range, the 
Director of Finance will notify the Board of Supervisors. 

 
b. If the unassigned fund balance level exceeds the twenty (20) percent ceiling in a given 

year, the Board of Supervisors delegates authority to assign the funds for the purpose of 
paying for future capital and capital project needs to the Director of Finance. 
Alternatively, Director of Finance may recommend to the Board of Supervisors that a 
budget amendment be adopted to move the amount above the ceiling to a capital project 
fund. 

 
c. The County’s budget and revenue spending policy provides for programs with multiple 

revenue sources. The Director of Finance will use resources in the following hierarchy: 
bond proceeds, federal funds, state funds, local funds and county funds. For purposes of 
fund balance classification, expenditures are to be spent from restricted fund balance first, 
followed in order by committed fund balance, assigned fund balance and lastly unassigned 
fund balance. The Director of Finance has the authority to deviate from this practice if it 
is in the best interest of the County. 

 
d. The independent auditor of the County shall monitor the County’s compliance with this 

established Fund Balance Policy. The auditor shall report related findings and 
recommendations annually as part of the County audit. 

 
4. Replenishment of Fund Balance 

 
a. If it is anticipated at the completion of any fiscal year that the projected or estimated 

amount of fund balance falls below the required levels set forth in section 3, the County 
Administrator shall prepare and submit in conjunction with the proposed budget a plan for 
the expenditure reductions and/or revenue increases necessary to restore the amount of 
fund balance to the minimum requirements within two (2) fiscal years. 



Proposed for Adoption by King William County Board of Supervisors 
June 22, 2020 Meeting 

_____________________________________________________ 
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RESOLUTION 20-32 1 
 2 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING KING WILLIAM COUNTY FINANCIAL POLICIES  3 
 4 
 WHEREAS, the King William County has a responsibility to ensure it handles public 5 
funds appropriately; and  6 
 7 
 WHEREAS, written, adopted financial policies have many benefits in assisting the 8 
Board with financial management of the County; and 9 
 10 
 WHEREAS, the Finance Department recommends that Board adopt financial policies 11 
that promote sound financial management practices designed to meet the Board’s goals and 12 
objectives; and   13 
 14 
 WHEREAS, staff has prepared King William County Financial Policies document that 15 
outlines procedures and safeguards for public fund management; and  16 
 17 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the King William County Financial Policies, 18 
attached hereto as Attachment A is hereby adopted. 19 



AGENDA ITEM 11.a. 
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King William County 
Est. 1702 

Date:  June 22, 2020 
 
To:  King William County Board of Supervisors 
 
From:  Bobbie Tassinari, County Administrator 
 
RE:  FY2020 Mid-Year Actuals vs. Appropriated 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
The mid-year appropriated versus actuals for fiscal year 2020 are attached for your review.  As of 
June 15, 2020, General Fund revenue collections are 92.3% of the projected annual level 
 
General Fund expenditures are at 95.7% of the projected annual level.  The percentage reflects the 
initial and quarterly payments transferred to outside agencies, regional partners and the KWCPS.  As 
revenue is collected these percentage differences will better align with revenue collections. 
 
Budget Amendments identified within the report include: 
 

• Resolution 19-60 rolling funds ($6,700) forward to FY20 to help offset the increased costs 
associated with new legal counsel.   

• Resolution 19-61 rolling funds ($23,771.88) forward to FY20 for the EDA to utilize in starting 
up a grant incentive program. 

• Resolution 20-04 approving the use of General Fund Unassigned funds ($62,688) to support 
three (3) new Fire Medic positions within the Fire and Emergency Medical Services 
Department. 

• Resolution 20-11(R1) reimbursing the County for expenditure related to KWCPS 
($181,940.49). 

• Resolution 20-21 increasing the local match and appropriating the anticipated Commonwealth 
of Virginia funds to the County Department of Social Services (Local $52,579 and State 
$28,312 for a total of $80,891). 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 

• FY2020 General Fund Revenue to Date 
• FY2020 General Fund Expenditures to Date 
• FY2020 Other Funds Revenue to Date 
• FY2020 Other Funds Expenditures to Date 
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GENERAL FUND REVENUE 
CATEOGRY

FY2020 REVENUE 
APPROPRIATED 

AMOUNT
Y-T-D REVENUE 

COLLECTED

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL REVENUE 

DIFFERENCE
Real Property Taxes $12,382,831.00 $10,630,951.84 $1,751,879.16
Public Service Corp. Tax $440,000.00 $402,653.57 $37,346.43
Personal Property Tax $3,628,410.00 $3,705,179.27 -$76,769.27
Machinery & Tools Tax $1,716,819.00 $1,893,475.96 -$176,656.96
P & I on Taxes $306,000.00 $332,358.46 -$26,358.46
Other Local Taxes $1,347,820.00 $1,150,938.06 $196,881.94
Consumer’s Utility Tax $220,000.00 $228,315.65 -$8,315.65
Utility Gross Receipts $70,000.00 $44,457.41 $25,542.59
BPOL Tax $375,000.00 $411,813.74 -$36,813.74
Motor Vehicle License Tax $415,000.00 $427,360.38 -$12,360.38
Bank Stock Tax $104,000.00 $134,929.00 -$30,929.00
Recordation & Wills Tax $205,000.00 $290,487.64 -$85,487.64
Food & Beverage Tax $420,000.00 $391,421.75 $28,578.25
Animal Licenses $5,750.00 $5,113.00 $637.00
Land Use Fees $20,000.00 $41,829.01 -$21,829.01
Transfer Fees $500.00 $706.50 -$206.50
Permit & Other Licenses $294,500.00 $354,304.05 -$59,804.05
Fines & Forfeitures $80,500.00 $62,504.61 $17,995.39
Bank Interest $75,000.00 $113,707.75 -$38,707.75
Rev. From the Use of Property $50,000.00 $63,366.00 -$13,366.00
Court Costs $18,900.00 $3,903.10 $14,996.90
Commonwealth Atty Fees $1,250.00 $1,166.55 $83.45
Charges for Law Enforcement $300.00 $316.05 -$16.05
Charges Comm. Dev. $750.00 $479.00 $271.00
Prior Yr Exp. Refunds $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Local Rev. Agreements $3,500.00 $4,043.80 -$543.80
Local Rev. Agreements - Other $400.00 $16,551.82 -$16,151.82
Recovered Costs $44,800.00 $26,485.94 $18,314.06
Non-Categorical Aid $1,570,331.00 $1,487,630.87 $82,700.13
Constitutional Officers $1,340,085.00 $1,072,718.95 $267,366.05
Other Categorical Aid $127,300.00 $154,254.31 -$26,954.31
Public Safety $50,000.00 $39,855.70 $10,144.30
Fund Transfers $260,391.00 $200,000.00 $60,391.00
SUB-TOTAL $25,575,137.00 $23,693,279.74 $1,881,857.26
FY2020 SUPPLEMENTAL 
FUNDING $93,159.88 $0.00 $93,159.88
TOTAL $25,668,296.88 $23,693,279.74 $1,975,017.14  
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GENERAL FUND 
EXPENDITURE CATEOGRY

FY2020 EXPENSE 
APPROPRIATED 

AMOUNT Y-T-D EXPENDITURES

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL EXPENDITURES 

DIFFERENCE
General/Financial Administration 1,580,185.00$                      1,577,639.62$                        2,545.38$                               
Board of Elections 190,923.00$                         149,867.25$                           41,055.75$                             
Courts 353,909.00$                         282,532.82$                           71,376.18$                             
Commonwealth's Attorney 336,925.00$                         282,509.36$                           54,415.64$                             
Law Enforcement 2,775,946.00$                      2,261,070.85$                        514,875.15$                           
Fire and Rescue Services 1,286,302.00$                      1,635,119.51$                        (348,817.51)$                          
Correction and Detention 991,535.00$                         873,351.68$                           118,183.32$                           
Inspections 187,571.00$                         170,656.46$                           16,914.54$                             
Other Protection 142,080.00$                         117,623.06$                           24,456.94$                             
Sanitation and Waste Removal 884,681.00$                         865,746.34$                           18,934.66$                             
Maintenance/Building/Grounds 716,623.00$                         $727,685.81 (11,062.81)$                            
Health and Special Needs 183,007.00$                         183,007.00$                           -$                                        
Community Aid 758,312.00$                         710,900.40$                           47,411.60$                             
Planning and Community 
Development 571,881.00$                         $513,016.85 58,864.15$                             
Environmental Management 46,936.00$                           $46,936.00 -$                                        
Miscellaneous 710,193.00$                         727,004.26$                           (16,811.26)$                            
Clearing Accounts -$                                      -$                                        -$                                        
Transfers 13,858,128.00$                    $13,448,462.20 409,665.80$                           
SUB-TOTAL 25,575,137.00$            24,516,550.81$              1,058,586.19$                
FY2020 SUPPLEMENTAL 
FUNDING 93,159.88$                   -$                              93,159.88$                     
TOTAL 25,668,296.88$            24,516,550.81$              1,089,058.07$                 
 
NOTE:  CARES Relief funds for COVID related expenditures will be reimbursed and reflected in the 
July Mid-Year Report. 
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OTHER FUNDS - REVENUE:

REVENUE CATEOGRY OTHER FUNDS
FY2020 REVENUE 
APPROPRIATED 

AMOUNT
Y-T-D REVENUE 

COLLECTED

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL REVENUE 

DIFFERENCE NOTES
School Reserve Fund - 190 $200,000.00 $0.00 $200,000.00
Virginia Public Assistance (Social Services) - 201 $1,390,972.00 $1,027,436.71 $363,535.29

CARES Act - 202
$1,496,097.00 $1,496,097.00 $0.00

Funds recevied due to 
COVID-19

Regional Animal Shelter - 204 $309,638.00 $313,352.27 -$3,714.27
School Operating Fund - 205 $26,670,406.00 $25,029,381.83 $1,641,024.17

School Textbook Fund - 206
$360,000.00 $134,866.50 $225,133.50

Current FY projected at 
$145,412 with $214,588 PY 
revenue equaling total.  

School Cafeteria Fund - 207 $939,430.00 $756,535.98 $182,894.02
Forfeiture Asset Revenue - Sheriffs Office - 208 $5,000.00 $826.23 $4,173.77
Forfeiture Asset Revenue - Commonwealth 
Attorney's Office - 209 $1,000.00 $93.15 $906.85
Four-For-Life - 210 $18,000.00 $0.00 $18,000.00
Fire Programs - 211 $39,000.00 $25.00 $38,975.00
Victim Witness Program - 213 $128,399.00 $47,178.62 $81,220.38
Childrens Services Act - 220 $1,398,362.00 $826,966.65 $571,395.35
Employee Recognition Fund - 221 $2,000.00 $5,542.21 -$3,542.21
Leave Pay Out Fund - 222 $30,000.00 $2,241.06 $27,758.94

Emergency Management Services Billing Fund - 240
$300,000.00 $178,707.73 $121,292.27

Cash Proffer Fund - 305

$435,500.00 $205,688.55 $229,811.45

Current FY projected at 
$185,000 with $265,000 PY 
revenue equaling total.  Have 
exceeded current year 
projections.

Capital Improvement Plan Fund - 310 $2,243,450.00 $1,563,197.88 $680,252.12
School Capital Improvement Plan Fund - 315 $2,140,690.00 $777,807.62 $1,362,882.38  
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OTHER FUNDS - REVENUE:

REVENUE CATEOGRY OTHER FUNDS
FY2020 REVENUE 
APPROPRIATED 

AMOUNT
Y-T-D REVENUE 

COLLECTED

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL REVENUE 

DIFFERENCE NOTES  
 

Debt Service Fund - 401
$2,340,690.00 $2,391,358.61 -$50,668.61

Additional funds received due 
to refinancing package.

Water Fund - 501

$550,000.00 $503,757.80 $46,242.20

Current FY projected at 
$300,000 with $95,000 PY 
revenue equaling total.  Have 
exceeded current year 
projections.

Sewer Fund - 502

$175,000.00 $357,270.00 -$182,270.00

Current FY projected at 
$80,000 with $250,000 PY 
revenue equaling total.  Have 
exceeded current year 
projections.

Parks and Recreation Fund - 503
$284,408.00 $174,613.76 $109,794.24

Current FY projected at 
$184,408 with $100,000 PY 
revenue equaling total.  

School Health Insurance Fund - 606 $3,426,000.00 $3,203,835.42 $222,164.58
School Regional Alternative Education Fund - 705 $516,224.00 $450,192.93 $66,031.07
School Regional Adult Education Fund - 710 $252,110.00 $263,607.35 -$11,497.35
State Sales Tax Fund - 734 $2,885,361.00 $2,491,751.26 $393,609.74
VJCCCA Fund - 737 $186,249.00 $151,421.50 $34,827.50
Project Life Saver Fund - 790 $5,500.00 $1,200.00 $4,300.00
DARE Fund - 791 $900.00 $3,487.40 -$2,587.40
Sheriff's Donation Fund - 792 $1,250.00 $1,010.00 $240.00
Fire & EMS Donation Fund - 793 $1,000.00 $2,807.39 -$1,807.39
Horse Rescue Fund - 794 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SUB-TOTAL $48,732,636.00 $42,362,258.41 $6,370,377.59
FY2020 AMENDMENT TO FUNDING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL - OTHER FUNDS $48,732,636.00 $42,362,258.41 $6,370,377.59  
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OTHER FUNDS - EXPENDITURES:

EXPENDITURE CATEOGRY OTHER FUNDS FY2020 EXPENSE 
APPROPRIATED Y-T-D EXPENSE

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL EXPENSE 

DIFFERENCE
School Reserve Fund - 190 $200,000.00 $177,807.62 $22,192.38
Virginia Public Assistance (Social Services) - 201 $1,390,972.00 $1,145,509.76 $245,462.24
Regional Animal Shelter - 204 $309,638.00 $293,067.76 $16,570.24
School Operating Fund - 205 $26,670,406.00 $21,992,827.22 $4,677,578.78
School Textbook Fund - 206 $360,000.00 $309,752.21 $50,247.79
School Cafeteria Fund - 207 $939,430.00 $772,000.30 $167,429.70
Forfeiture Asset Revenue - Sheriffs Office - 208 $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00
Forfeiture Asset Revenue - Commonwealth 
Attorney's Office - 209 $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00
Four-For-Life - 210 $18,000.00 $3,240.00 $14,760.00
Fire Programs - 211 $39,000.00 $21,731.51 $17,268.49
Victim Witness Program - 213 $128,399.00 $79,852.24 $48,546.76
Childrens Services Act - 220 $1,398,362.00 $791,253.37 $607,108.63
Employee Recognition Fund - 221 $2,000.00 $1,549.71 $450.29
Leave Pay Out Fund - 222 $30,000.00 $43,577.75 -$13,577.75

Emergency Management Services Billing Fund - 240
$300,000.00 $148,492.27 $151,507.73

Cash Proffer Fund - 305 $435,500.00 $450,645.00 -$15,145.00
Capital Improvement Plan Fund - 310 $2,243,450.00 $1,695,120.69 $548,329.31
School Capital Improvement Plan Fund - 315 $2,140,690.00 $1,793,102.64 $347,587.36
Debt Service Fund - 401 $2,340,690.00 $2,408,824.65 -$68,134.65  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

                                                                                                                                             Board of Supervisors 
        
County Administrator 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 
 

 
180 Horse Landing Road #4  King William, Virginia 23086 

804-769-4927  fax: 804-769-4964 
www.kingwilliamcounty.us  

King William County 
Est. 1702 

 
 
 
 

OTHER FUNDS - EXPENDITURES:

EXPENDITURE CATEOGRY OTHER FUNDS FY2020 EXPENSE 
APPROPRIATED Y-T-D EXPENSE

APPROPRIATED VS 
ACTUAL EXPENSE 

DIFFERENCE  
Water Fund - 501 $550,000.00 $280,317.59 $269,682.41
Sewer Fund - 502 $175,000.00 $37,631.47 $137,368.53
Parks and Recreation Fund - 503 $284,408.00 $215,133.73 $69,274.27
School Health Insurance Fund - 606 $3,426,000.00 $3,694,249.08 -$268,249.08
School Regional Alternative Education Fund - 705 $516,224.00 $383,619.91 $132,604.09
School Regional Adult Education Fund - 710 $252,110.00 $235,617.04 $16,492.96
State Sales Tax Fund - 734 $2,885,361.00 $2,491,708.20 $393,652.80
VJCCCA Fund - 737 $186,249.00 $152,516.57 $33,732.43
Project Life Saver Fund - 790 $5,500.00 $5,117.57 $382.43
DARE Fund - 791 $900.00 $0.00 $900.00
Sheriff's Donation Fund - 792 $1,250.00 $285.00 $965.00
Fire & EMS Donation Fund - 793 $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00
Horse Rescue Fund - 794 $0.00 $2,100.00 -$2,100.00
SUB-TOTAL $47,236,539.00 $39,626,650.86 $7,609,888.14
FY2020 AMENDMENT TO FUNDING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL - OTHER FUNDS $47,236,539.00 $39,626,650.86 $7,609,888.14  



KING WILLIAM COUNTY
LEGAL SERVICES /COUNTY ATTORNEY   SANDS ANDERSON PC
FY2020

BILLING PLANNING ZONING COMMISSIONER TREASURER BOS C.A. COVID MISC TOTAL
Sep-19 3,965.00                     6,003.00               2,762.50    2,827.50  15,558.00    
Oct-19 2,215.41                     17,181.67             3,250.00    1,630.42    59.75        24,337.25    
Nov-19 5,005.00                     16,266.17             1,061.67    5,183.66    71.60        27,588.10    
Dec-19 2,915.00                     4,842.50               -              5,460.00    96.50        13,314.00    
Jan-20 7,875.83                     5,395.00               3,141.67    3,282.50    53.50        19,748.50    
Feb-20 9,274.15                     7,345.00               751.50                   2,002.33    3,072.53    26.25        22,471.76    
Mar-20 1,430.00                     2,925.00               -                         3,250.00    4,062.50    3,185.00  2.00          14,854.50    
Apr-20 65.00                           8,169.67               1,110.67               704.16        2,697.50    325.00     13,072.00    

May-20 4,192.50                     503.75                   1,378.32               1,755.00    2,437.50    195.00     10,462.07    

Subtotal 36,937.89                   68,631.76             3,240.49               17,927.33  27,826.61  3,705.00  3,137.10  161,406.18  

Additional Legal costs 
Paid to: Description:

8/29/2019 3,792.68    Greehan, Taves & Pandak Commerce Park
10/10/2019 2,613.18    Greehan, Taves & Pandak Commerce Park
11/27/2019 1,973.75               Appraisal Group King William Place

1/8/2020 550.00                   Appraisal Group King William Place
1/31/2020 1,875.50               Appraisal Group King William Place
4/29/2020 3,987.50               Appraisal Group King William Place
5/14/2020 2,500.00    VRSA EE grievance

36,937.89                   77,018.51             3,240.49               17,927.33  36,732.47  3,705.00  3,137.10  178,698.79  
21% 43% 2% 10% 21% 2% 2%
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NACo National Call Q&A 
May 12 and May 21, 2020 

The following questions were submitted to NACo staff during national membership calls on May 12 and May 21 
focused on the availability of COVID-19 testing and recent legislative proposals to address the COVID-19 pandemic, 
respectively. 

The May 12 call featured officials from the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) and the May 21 
reviewed two specific congressional proposals for state and local pandemic relief funding: the U.S. House-passed 
Health and Economic Recovery Omnibus Emergency Solutions (HEROES) Act (H.R. 6800) and the State and Municipal 
Assistance for Recovery and Transition (SMART) Act (S. _), which was recently introduced by Sens. Bob Menendez 
(D-N.J.) and Bill Cassidy (R-La.). 

A recording of the May 12 COVID-19 testing call can be found here. To listen to a recording of the May 21 legislative 
update call, click here.  

Click the links below to view questions by category: 

- COVID-19 Testing for States and Localities 
- Key State and Local Government Provisions in the HEROES Act and SMART Act Proposals 
- Counties and the Coronavirus Relief Fund (CRF) 

 

COVID-19 Testing for States and Localities 

1. What is the likelihood of more tests being available for the general public in the near future? 

The availability of tests will likely vary in each state and locality. States, counties and other local jurisdictions 
continue to lead the way on testing in our communities and make decisions around testing sites and 
availability. A directory of local health departments can be accessed at this link. 

2. At what date is FEMA planning to give testing supplies to states? 

In terms of supply distribution, states, counties and other local jurisdictions continue to lead the way on 
testing in our communities and make decisions around testing sites and availability. A directory of local 
health departments can be accessed at this link. FEMA’s resource page for state, local and tribal 
governments can be found at this link. 

3. Going into hurricane season, how will emergency shelters in coastal states handle tests from a logistical 
perspective? 

Earlier this month, FEMA issued special guidance for state, local and territorial officials to prepare for 
hurricane season amid the COVID-19 pandemic. In addition to FEMA’s guidelines, CDC issued federal 
guidance around testing; however, decisions around testing logistics are made by state and local public 
health authorities. A full directory of county and city health departments can be accessed at this link. 

http://send.naco.org/link.cfm?r=3AvriGCUAZOzKIDNjfHawA~~&pe=26fXp1dQ9WlPj2QLydR0eO1FUW4q706EftQ9JcEi3sCDxoYyuZUDZkGcMj148hjj6sIP1BOf1i1DdzQndy7pdw~~&t=sqatyQ2QYWtM2ZNAq_nYvg~~
http://send.naco.org/link.cfm?r=3AvriGCUAZOzKIDNjfHawA~~&pe=82xDJocTu9yUc_6FbJZfyjohUBR2n9Y4FZ5P1LSXx2cHI9k7kKaHSu0Hg0SKIkuuO98zUUifaAWJm5wheGsUIQ~~&t=sqatyQ2QYWtM2ZNAq_nYvg~~
https://www.naco.org/events/covid-19-testing-and-counties-local-role-diagnostic-blueprint
https://www.naco.org/resources/video/press/media-call-recording-call-county-leaders-coronavirus-pandemic_may-21
https://www.naccho.org/membership/lhd-directory
https://www.naccho.org/membership/lhd-directory
https://www.fema.gov/coronavirus/governments
https://www.fema.gov/media-library-data/1589997234798-adb5ce5cb98a7a89e3e1800becf0eb65/2020_Hurricane_Pandemic_Plan.pdf
https://www.naccho.org/membership/lhd-directory
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4. What will testing capabilities look like in the next few months? How will available tests evolve? 

There are currently two available tests for COVID-19: viral tests and antibody tests. 

• A viral test tells you if you have a current infection. 
• An antibody test tells you if you had a previous infection. 

In terms of how the testing landscape will evolve, federal legislators have taken steps to broaden testing 
capacity at the state and local level. On the legislative side, the Families First Coronavirus Response Act 
(FFCRA) legislation passed in March established free COVID-19 testing for all individuals, including those 
with private insurance, Medicare Advantage or Original Medicare, Medicaid, CHIP, VA, FEHBP and TRICARE, 
as well as the uninsured.   

On the administrative side, the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) has partnered with 
pharmacy and retail companies to scale up testing availability in more communities across the country. 
These companies are coordinating with state and local governments to: 

• Provide faster, less invasive and more convenient testing 

• Protect health care personnel by eliminating direct contact with individuals showing symptoms 

• Expand testing to under-tested and socially vulnerable communities across the country  

HHS issued state-by-state information for pharmacy and retail companies that provide testing. The White 
House also published testing guidance as federal, state and local leaders consider next steps on reopening. 
Additionally the agency recently sent a comprehensive report to Congress required by the Paycheck 
Protection and Healthcare Enhancement Act passed last month on the federal government’s COVID-19 
Strategic Testing Plan.  

 
Locally speaking, however, states, counties and other local jurisdictions continue to lead the way on testing 
in our communities and make decisions around testing sites and availability. A directory of local health 
departments can be accessed at this link. 

5. Some insurance companies are denying payment for COVID-19 testing unless it is deemed medically 
necessary. How will this impact testing costs for small local governments and rural hospitals that test 
asymptomatic individuals?  

The Families First Coronavirus Response Act (FFCRA) legislation passed in March established free COVID-19 
testing for all individuals, including those with private insurance, Medicare Advantage or Original Medicare, 
Medicaid, CHIP, VA, FEHBP and TRICARE, as well as the uninsured. According to CMS guidance on the FFCRA, 
plans and issuers must provide this coverage without imposing any cost-sharing requirements (including 
deductibles, copayments, and coinsurance) or prior authorization or other medical management 
requirements. 

CDC has advised rural clinicians to work with their state and local health departments and commercial 
laboratories to facilitate COVID-19 testing. The agency continues to work with states, localities, health 
insurance plans and other stakeholders on implementation of FFCRA. A full list of FAQs on FFCRA and CARES 
Act implementation can be found at this link. 

https://www.hhs.gov/coronavirus/community-based-testing-sites/index.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Testing-Overview-Final.pdf
https://delauro.house.gov/sites/delauro.house.gov/files/HHS_COVID_Testing_Report.pdf
https://delauro.house.gov/sites/delauro.house.gov/files/HHS_COVID_Testing_Report.pdf
https://www.naccho.org/membership/lhd-directory
https://www.cms.gov/files/document/FFCRA-Part-42-FAQs.pdf
https://www.cms.gov/files/document/FFCRA-Part-42-FAQs.pdf
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Also within HHS, the Health Resources and Services Administration (HRSA) has also issued specific guidance 
for coronavirus testing in rural communities. 

6. How can counties be sure that testing supplies and personal protective equipment (PPE) reach state and 
local governments most in need?  

Strong intergovernmental partnerships are needed to ensure proper disbursement of testing supplies, PPE 
and other resources to areas hit hard by the pandemic. Although states, counties and other local 
jurisdictions are making decisions around testing sites and availability, in many cases, federal agencies will 
oversee distribution of funding for key programs and resources needed by state and local governments.  

One example of a successful supply chain comes from a multi-jurisdictional partnership between New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Rhode Island and Massachusetts. Together, the states 
will “work together to identify the entire region’s needs for [products], aggregate demand among the 
states, reduce costs and stabilize the supply chain.” The partnership will also coordinate supply availability 
based on each state’s health care infrastructure and what supplies are needed by local governments to 
effectively respond to the crisis.  

Additional resources and county examples of pandemic response efforts can be found at this link. 

7. Has the CDC issued guidance for state and local health officials to encourage testing among racial and 
ethnic minority populations? What resources are there for individuals who may experience language 
barriers or who distrust medical providers? 

The CDC recently published information to help prevent the spread of COVID-19 in racial and ethnic 
minority communities. The federal government is also providing guidance to slow coronavirus transmission 
in schools, workplaces and community settings, including those serving racial and ethnic minorities. 
Language assistance for CDC publications and guidance can be found at this link. 

8. How are federal immigration detention centers responding to COVID-19 outbreaks in facilities?  

According to information on the Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) website, federal immigration 
authorities have responded by suspending social visitation in all detention facilities and officials are closely 
tracking the outbreak by screening and managing potential exposure among detainees. The agency is 
additionally “working with state and local health partners to determine if any detainee requires additional 
testing or monitoring to combat the spread of the virus.” More information can be found at this link. 

9. Will the CDC or other federal agencies release further guidance on mitigation strategies for meat 
processing plants and nursing homes?  

Yes. The CDC has issued specific guidance for meat packing facilities, available at this link and has released 
extensive guidance on preparing for, mitigating and testing for COVID-19 in nursing homes and long term 
care facilities, which can be accessed here. The Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) also 
published a Toolkit on State Actions to Mitigate COVID-19 Prevalence in Nursing Homes. 

 

https://www.hrsa.gov/rural-health/coronavirus/frequently-asked-questions
https://cortlandvoice.com/2020/05/03/gov-cuomo-announces-joint-multi-state-agreement-with-neighboring-states-to-buy-ppe-medical-equipment/
https://www.naco.org/covid19/topic/community-health
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/need-extra-precautions/racial-ethnic-minorities.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/communication/guidance-list.html?Sort=Date%3A%3Adesc
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/communication/index.html
https://www.ice.gov/coronavirus
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/community/organizations/meat-poultry-processing-workers-employers.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/long-term-care.html
https://www.cms.gov/files/document/covid-toolkit-states-mitigate-covid-19-nursing-homes.pdf
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10. In our region, we had some nursing homes denying us access for testing. In response, our governor signed 
an emergency executive order to gain access to nursing homes to complete testing for staff and residents. 
Are other states taking similar steps?  

Yes. Multiple states including New York, Arizona, Florida, Maryland, Texas, New Jersey, Delaware, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania and South Dakota are moving forward with plans to test residents and staff at long-
term care facilities. Many states announced these initiatives after new state data and calls from the federal 
government stressed the need for more robust testing efforts. Recent data shows that in most states, long-
term care facility deaths account for at least a third of total COVID-19 fatalities. 

11. Can you share a recording of the call and a list of speakers?  

A recording of the call can be found here: COVID-19 Testing and Counties: The Local Role in the Diagnostic 
Blueprint. 

Speakers included: 

• Dr. Henry Walke, Director, Division of Preparedness and Emerging Infections, Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention (CDC) 

• Dr. Carl Newman, Deputy Chief Scientist, Defense Threat Reduction Agency (DTRA), U.S. 
Department of Defense (DoD) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.kff.org/health-costs/issue-brief/state-data-and-policy-actions-to-address-coronavirus/
https://apnews.com/1a169a537c6fb7f9ab824c49a6757b0c
https://apnews.com/1a169a537c6fb7f9ab824c49a6757b0c
https://www.npr.org/sections/coronavirus-live-updates/2020/05/09/853182496/for-most-states-at-least-a-third-of-covid-19-deaths-are-in-long-term-care-facili
https://www.naco.org/events/covid-19-testing-and-counties-local-role-diagnostic-blueprint
https://www.naco.org/events/covid-19-testing-and-counties-local-role-diagnostic-blueprint
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Key State and Local Government Provisions in the HEROES Act and SMART Act Proposals 

NACo’s analysis of the HEROES Act can be found at this link. 

To view a press release about the SMART Act, click here. 

1. Do the HEROES Act and the SMART Act both require the states to share funding with local governments? 

The SMART Act requires that states provide money to local governments within 15 days. The requirement 
for states to quickly deliver funding to localities was a key NACo priority in development of the SMART Act 
proposal. The HEROES Act provides direct funding to counties, so that money would bypass the states 
completely 

2. Is there a U.S. House companion bill to the U.S. Senate’s SMART Act? 

Reps. Tom Reed (R-N.Y.) and Mikie Sherrill (D-N.J.) are leading bipartisan companion legislation in the U.S. 
House.  The U.S. House bill is also cosponsored by Reps. Josh Gottheimer (D-N.J.), Peter King (R-N.Y.), Tom 
O’Halleran (D-Ariz.), Fred Upton (R-Mich.), Ted Lieu (D-Calif.), Brian Fitzpatrick (R-Pa.), Debbie Dingell (D-
Mich.) and Elise Stefanik (R-N.Y.). 

3. Does the HEROES Act funding for state and local governments treat all counties the same, regardless of 
whether they received funds in the previous round? 

The HEROES Act would provide direct and flexible funding to counties of all sizes regardless of whether they 
received funds in the previous round. The county portion would be based on a population formula with a 
minimum allocation per county. 

4. Can funds from the HEROES Act be used to reimburse funds expended from other federal formula funds, 
such as TANF or WIOA? What if these funds are used for COVID-related services for clients? 

No. The direct funds provided to counties under HEROES Act would not be eligible for services currently 
funded by other federal programs.  

5. To clarify, does the funding for states and local governments in the HEROES Act allow relief funds to 
replace lost revenue? 

Yes. The HEROES Act would add “lost revenue” along with “expenditures” as eligible activities for existing 
CARES Act’s Coronavirus Relief Fund (CRF) and any new federal fiscal aid. 

 

 

 

https://www.naco.org/resources/naco-analysis-counties-health-and-economic-recovery-omnibus-emergency-solutions-heroes-act
https://www.cassidy.senate.gov/newsroom/press-releases/cassidy-menendez-introduce-bipartisan-smart-fund-to-help-frontline-states-communities-in-covid-19-fight
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Counties and the Coronavirus Relief Fund (CRF) 

View NACo’s analysis of the Coronavirus Relief Fund here. 

6. Under the CARES Act, can we use the Coronavirus Relief Fund (CRF) for salaries of law enforcement, 
corrections officers and health providers, even if budgeted?  

According to U.S. Treasury information published on May 4, CRF may support a “broad range of uses,” 
including payroll expenses for several classes of employees whose services are “substantially dedicated to 
mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency.” These employees include public safety, 
public health, health care, human services and similar employees whose services are substantially 
dedicated to mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency. Payroll and benefit costs 
associated with public employees who could have been furloughed or otherwise laid off but who were 
instead repurposed to perform previously unbudgeted functions substantially dedicated to mitigating or 
responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency are also covered. 

This would include, for example, the costs of redeploying corrections facility staff to enable compliance with 
COVID-19 public health precautions through work such as enhanced sanitation or enforcing social 
distancing measures; the costs of redeploying police to support management and enforcement of stay-at-
home orders; or the costs of diverting educational support staff or faculty to develop online learning 
capabilities, such as through providing information technology support that is not part of the staff or 
faculty’s ordinary responsibilities. However, Treasury notes that a public function does not become a 
“substantially different use” merely because it is provided from a different location or through a different 
manner.  

7. Is there any prohibition for a county to fund a religious nonprofit, such as Catholic Charities, with CRF 
dollars?  

There is no clear language in Treasury’s guidance that would not allow CRF dollars to be used for religious 
nonprofits. Currently, there are a few counties that are using their dollars towards supporting nonprofits 
(non-religious). However, the county must be sure to note WHY payments to religious nonprofits are a 
COVID-19 related expense. 

8. Would both grants and loans to small businesses be reimbursable under the CARES Act? 

According to U.S. Treasury guidance, CRF funds can be used to cover expenditures related to the provision 
of grants and short-term loans to small businesses to reimburse the costs of business interruption caused 
by required closures. 

9. Is there a list of counties that are directly eligible for funding under the CARES Act Coronavirus Relief 
Fund?   

Yes. The U.S. Treasury has a list of eligible local governments that can be found here.  

10. We heard FEMA and the White House announced that CRF payments are allowed to be used towards the 
FEMA cost share. However, is that allowed for direct CRF counties (entitlement) or just non-entitlement? 

https://www.naco.org/resources/naco-brief-coronavirus-relief-fund
https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Frequently-Asked-Questions.pdf
https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Guidance-for-State-Territorial-Local-and-Tribal-Governments.pdf
https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Eligible-Units.pdf
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On a May 20 White House COVID-19 call, intergovernmental affairs staff stated that President Trump 
approved that CRF payments will be allowed to be used towards the FEMA cost share requirements under 
the Stafford Act. During this same call, FEMA IGA officials confirmed that CRF payments can be used towards 
the cost share. We expect additional guidance from the U.S. Treasury to be released in the coming days. It 
is our understanding that counties, both entitlement and non-entitlement, can use CRF payments for the 
FEMA cost share. There has been no communication from the U.S. Treasury, FEMA or the White House that 
there is any sort of distinction between the two. However, we do know that there are still ongoing 
conversations on exact details of this new information and that the U.S. Treasury and FEMA plan to release 
additional guidance.  

 

 

 



 THE COUNTY OF

January 499 Ytd. 1850

January 6 Ytd. 22

January 17 Ytd. 109

King_William...Serving…

Bay Transit began providing public transportation services to the citizens of King William County, five days a week, in 

October 2001.  New Freedom services for the disabled started in FY 2011.  Following is a snapshot of the services delivered 

year-to-date FY 2020.
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February 457 Ytd. 2307
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February 23 Ytd. 132

King_William...Serving…

Bay Transit began providing public transportation services to the citizens of King William County, five days a week, in 

October 2001.  New Freedom services for the disabled started in FY 2011.  Following is a snapshot of the services delivered 

year-to-date FY 2020.
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March 429 Ytd. 2736

March 3 Ytd. 31

March 20 Ytd. 152

King_William...Serving…

Bay Transit began providing public transportation services to the citizens of King William County, five days a week, in 

October 2001.  New Freedom services for the disabled started in FY 2011.  Following is a snapshot of the services delivered 

year-to-date FY 2020.
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P.O. Box 610 • 5306 Old Virginia Street Urbanna, VA 23175 • 804-758-2386 • www.bayaging.org 
 

HEALTH • HOUSING • TRANSPORTATION 

 
May 18, 2020 
 
Dear County Administrator: 
 
Bay Aging is pleased to provide you with following updates related to our COVID-19 activities and 
CARES Act funding.  
 
First, our Bay Transit division received official notice last week of an additional operating grant 
through the CARES Act that will support the majority of our operating budget for FY 2021.   These 
funds are not subject to typical local match requirements.   As a result, we are able to reduce our 
previous budget request for Bay Transit by 75% for FY2021.   This CARES Act funding was designed 
to reduce the budgetary demands on our localities while maintaining public transit service, so we 
hope this will help as you finalize your annual budgets during this trying time. We will follow up with 
actual numbers later this week.    
 
Second, Bay Aging has received requests from several localities to provide services under the CARES 
Act funding that has recently been made available to towns and counties, and we wanted to offer our 
services to all our local partners as we continue operating through this crisis.   
 
For the past two months Bay Aging frontline workers have been placing their own lives at risk to 
ensure our older adults and people living with disabilities continued to receive the care they needed 
to stay healthy.  While requests for Bay Transit services have dropped significantly, we continue full 
service while drivers ensure that critical medical appointments can be met and that essential 
workers can commute to their jobs.  Volunteers and staff are delivering meals, picking up groceries 
and prescription medications, and providing critical in-home care services so older adults and people 
living with disabilities can remain in their homes and reduce the risk of infection.   
 
We enhanced meal delivery by engaging more than 15 local restaurants in preparing hot dinners for 
our clients, which are being delivered by a team of volunteers established specifically for this 
program.   We have also expanded services with a mobile food pantry, purchasing and delivering 
groceries to 250 residents over the last week.  
 
In the meantime, other staff maintained a remote work and remote customer interaction 
infrastructure to be responsive to needs in a more sustainable capacity.   
 
Through these new, COVID-related programs Bay Aging is ideally positioned to continue serving our 
community during this crisis.  In so doing we could efficiently leverage a portion of your CARES Act 
funding that must be spent on COVID-19 mitigation before the end of 2020 
 
Please contact Kathy Vesley,  President / CEO at 804-758-2386 x1217 or kvesley@bayaging.org to 
discuss this further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Kathy Vesley 
President / CEO 

mailto:kvesley@bayaging.org


 

 

Bay Aging Responds to the COVID-19 Pandemic 

 

“Helping Neighbors” initiative launches across the Northern Neck and Middle Peninsula 

To support seniors, and those with underlying health conditions, to stay safely in their homes during the 

Coronavirus outbreak, Bay Aging launched its “Helping Neighbors” initiative throughout the Northern 

Neck and Middle Peninsula in late April.  Since April 27th, we have been delivering over 1,300 home 

cooked meals per week (nearly 5,500 per month) to area residents who want to stay in their homes and 

stay safe during this crisis. Several people have also signed up for meal, grocery and prescription 

medicine deliveries through the Bay Aging website.  Helping Neighbors is operating in addition to Bay 

Aging’s Meals on Wheels program. 

“The best people to help their communities are those within them,” said Kathy Vesley, President and 

CEO of Bay Aging.  “We also launched Helping Neighbors in support of area businesses.  We were very 

intentional about partnering with local restaurants as COVID-19 is clearly both a public health and 

economic crisis.  Helping Neighbors will assist in addressing both issues and, thanks to volunteer 

recruitment support we received from Delegate Keith Hodges, we are fortunate to have a large enough 

cadre of volunteers to make it happen.” 

The meals are being prepared by seventeen area restaurants including Angelo’s Pizza Co. in Montross, 

Linda’s Diner in Mathews, Nino’s Pizza in Callao, Bella’s in Tappahannock, Olivia’s in the Village 

(Gloucester) and Denson’s Chesapeake Bay Farm to Table restaurant in Colonial Beach.  As Brian Oliff, 

owner of Angelo’s noted, “I’ve made some sound investments in my life but the one that yields the 

greatest return is helping people in need.  We’re going to be preparing fried chicken, fresh fish, beef 

dishes and lots of fresh vegetables.  It will be a really varied and healthy menu all made with love.” 

Tony & George’s Seafood & Italian Restaurant helps kick-off service  

Helping Neighbors was pilot tested in mid-April in West Point when 

the appreciative residents of Bay Aging’s Winters Point senior 

apartments were treated to delicious home cooked meals donated 

by Tony & George’s Seafood & Italian Restaurant.  The meals were 

delivered by head waitress Carmen Mayfield, who has worked at 

Tony & George’s for over fifteen years.  Ms. Mayfield, clad in a 

protective mask and gloves, greeted residents with the enticing 

aroma of fried chicken, mashed potatoes with gravy, green beans, a 

warm dinner roll and a homemade brownie for dessert. “The 

Winters Point residents gave us a card thanking us for our kindness.  

It was lovely seeing the appreciation on their faces,” Ms. Mayfield 

said.   



Bay Aging website provides Community Services List 

Through a survey of area grocery stores and pharmacies, Bay Aging developed a guide that identifies 

businesses that offer special shopping hours for older residents, curbside delivery and even home 

delivery services. This comprehensive list of area grocery stores and pharmacies and any relevant 

services they are offering can be found at: https://bayaging.org/community-services-during-covid-19-

em…/ 

Senior Outreach Call Center: staying in touch despite social distancing 

Social distancing is the new normal.  This is especially true for the 317 

households of vulnerable seniors living in Bay Aging’s ten income-restricted 

senior apartments across the core service area.  The new senior outreach 

call center was established for staff to conduct regular wellness checks with 

almost 1,600 apartment residents, day care, congregate, and Meals on 

Wheels consumers several times weekly.   Wellness checks have always 

been an integral part of Bay Aging’s Meals on Wheels service so making 

phone calls or waving and talking from afar are very important to prevent 

loneliness and isolation while social distancing.  

 

Bay Transit focuses on passenger and driver safety  

There are many heroes who deserve recognition during this crisis 

including the men and women driving buses for our nation’s transit 

systems and our own Bay Transit drivers and staff.  As much as possible, 

Bay Transit continues to operate as “normal” providing on demand 

services throughout the area from Monday through Friday from 6 AM 

to 6 PM.  To safeguard drivers and riders alike, employee health checks 

are performed on all Bay Transit employees at the beginning of their 

shift every day, including checking for COVID-19 symptoms and taking 

their temperature.  All buses are being disinfected several times a day.  

To minimize passenger and driver interaction, Bay Transit has 

suspended all fare collection.  That means all passengers ride for free 

until further notice.  As customers call in to schedule rides, they are pre-

screened.  To facilitate social distancing while on the bus, we limit buses 

to a maximum of three people, have installed plexiglass barriers around 

the driver’s seat and have seats taped off to keep riders separated from each other and away from the 

bus driver.  In coordination with area hospitals, Bay Transit has suspended stops at Urgent Care facilities 

and hospitals along our fixed route lines in Gloucester and Essex County.  As customers call in to 

schedule rides, we are asking them to limit travel to essential rides to work, medical appointments, the 

bank and shopping for necessities and we ask riders to wear face masks while riding on Bay Transit 

buses.  

 

 

https://bayaging.org/community-services-during-covid-19-emergency/?fbclid=IwAR2iv1TlzxJtopWALnNya-4Y2qB115VvNXc2T0bkDDdkXF4iwD8wfrXmfl4
https://bayaging.org/community-services-during-covid-19-emergency/?fbclid=IwAR2iv1TlzxJtopWALnNya-4Y2qB115VvNXc2T0bkDDdkXF4iwD8wfrXmfl4


Surging demand for meals 

Increased food insecurity is an unfortunate 

biproduct of the COVID-19 crisis. Bay Aging’s 

Meals on Wheels program has experienced a 

surge in demand resulting in an eighty-one 

percent increase in the number of meals we are 

serving to over 20,350 per month.  Enrollment 

has also expanded from the addition of clients 

from Bay Aging’s Adult Day Care and Active 

Lifestyle Centers which were closed in 

accordance with the Governor’s orders.  Shelf 

stable meals are augmenting meal deliveries to 

further safeguard recipients from food 

shortages and meals are complemented with 

fresh fruits and vegetables through our 

partnership with Healthy Harvest Food Bank.  

Some meals being delivered to younger people 

with disabilities who do not meet Older 

Americans Act qualifications, and some to 

children in the homes of older adults, are being 

 paid for with private monies.   

   

Food Lion gift cards help those in need 

Helping Neighbors is just one of several initiatives Bay Aging has launched in response to the COVID-19 

crisis.  Through a generous donation from the Food Lion Feeds Foundation, Bay Aging is also distributing 

Food Lion gift cards to a hundred of the neediest seniors throughout the region.  “These gift cards will 

be a lifeline to many area residents who are in dire need of toiletries, pet food and other necessities not 

provided through our Meals on Wheels program,” said Bay Aging’s President and CEO Kathy Vesley.  "At 

Food Lion, we're committed to nourishing our neighbors, and we know the towns and cities we serve 

are counting on us more than ever during this unprecedented time,” said Jim Giffin, local Food Lion 

Director of Operations. "We're proud to support organizations such as Bay Aging that are working hard 

to help make sure our neighbors don't have to worry about where their next meal will come from." 

The New Normal: virtual training and telehealth 

Bay Aging’s VAAACares team completed a statewide VIRTUAL training to certify twenty-five additional 

health coaches.  Statewide Health Coaches are conducting telephonic interventions and when needed, 

will pick-up food from local Food Bank, etc. and deliver to the patient’s door.   

Bay Aging’s Home Care Services division continues to provide in-home aid services for those who are 

nursing home eligible. We are serving between 25 and 30 clients per day.  Aides are equipped with 

gloves and masks for in-home visits and are also calling 81 clients on a routine basis to check on them 

and ensure their needs are being met. 

 

Veteran Meals on Wheels Volunteer Carol Hamlett and 

Middlesex Board of Supervisors Vice Chairman John 

Koontz delivering meals. 



Taking care of veterans 

 

Bay Aging’s Veteran Directed Care program staff have maintained current services for approximately 

250 employers and over 300 employees while enrolling new veterans as referrals are received from 

Veterans Administration Medical Centers.  Bay Aging also led a nationwide web training session about 

using telehealth to enroll veterans into Veteran Directed Care and check in with them during the 

pandemic.   

 

Dementia Friendly Middle Peninsula and Northern Neck 

 

To support people living with dementia and 

their caregivers, an online newsletter 

containing resources for community 

assistance related to COVID-19 and what 

families need to know during COVID-19 was 

distributed to community organizations and 

clients.  The coronavirus pandemic can be especially challenging for people living with dementia.  We 

believe it is important for people to know they are not alone during these challenging times.  Our new 

Dementia Friendly Middle Peninsula and Northern Neck website can be found at: 

https://dementiafriendlympnn.wordpress.com/about/. 

 

Partnerships and activities established due to the pandemic: 

 

• Kathy Vesley, President and CEO of Bay Aging was appointed to the Governor’s Task Force on 

Long Term Care as Impacted by COVID-19 

• Collaborated with area public schools, with special thanks to the Middlesex and Essex County 

Public School Boards, to redeploy Personal Protection Equipment (PPE) and cleaning supplies no 

longer needed after schools were closed 

• Volunteer recruitment support for the Helping Neighbors initiative from Delegate Keith Hodges 

and his staff 

• Partnered with area restaurants to deliver donated meals to residents of two Bay Aging senior 

apartments in West Point and Urbanna to pilot test Helping Neighbors initiative 

• Area departments of social services, local and state governments, and many other community 

partners 

New funding opportunities 

• Funding requests were submitted to: 

o River Counties Community Foundation  

o Mathews Community Foundation   

o Gloucester Community Foundation   

o Meals on Wheels America  

o Dominion Energy 

o Food Lion Feeds Foundation 

o The Walmart Foundation  

https://dementiafriendlympnn.wordpress.com/about/


o The Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development  

 

• Bay Aging has received generous donations from the following: 

o The Gloucester Rotary Club  

o Atlantic Spray Systems 

o The Gloucester Ruritan Club 

o The Abingdon Ruritan Club 

o The Middlesex County Rotary Club 

o Anthem HealthKeepers Plus  

o Kelsick Specialty Market 

o Food Lion Feeds Foundation 

o The Walmart Foundation 

o The Joyful Hands Ladies Circle (Severn Church) 

Summary:  

Bay Aging appreciates the many community partners, volunteers and donors who have helped us deploy 

these initiatives and quickly respond to COVID-19 challenges.  We continue to explore, plan and launch 

new programs such as our “Mobile Food Pantry” which will begin the week of May 11th.  Partnering with 

local community grocery stores such as the Urbanna Supermarket, Bay Aging will purchase and deliver 

bags of shelf-stable groceries to older residents throughout our core service area in the Northern Neck 

and Middle Peninsula.  For more information about how Bay Aging is responding to COVID-19, please 

contact Michael Norvell at mnorvell@bayaging.org or Kathy Vesley at kvesley@bayaging.org. 
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AGENDA ITEM 13.







BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF KING WILLIAM 
KING WILLIAM, VIRGINIA 

Resolution 

SR-I 

At a [regular or special] meeting of the King William County Board of Supervisors held 
in the King William County Administration Building, on the ___ day of ___ � 20 __ : 

Present 

William L. Hodges 
Travis J. Moskalski 
Stephen K. Greenwood 
C. Stewart Garber, Jr.  
Edwin H. Moren, Jr. 

On motion of ______ --3 seconded by _________ , which 
carried the following resolution was adopted: 

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 conduct
ed in conformity with Virginia law; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the King William County Board of 
Supervisors this the ___ day of ______ � 20_, hereby certifies that, to 
the best of each member's knowledge, (I) only public business matters lawfully exempted 
from open meeting requirements by Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to 
which this certification resolution applies, and (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. 



AGENDA ITEM 14.
Appointments

None 

VACANCIES:
Recreation Commission

Social Services Board
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