BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULAR MEETING
DECEMBER 8, 2015

At the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Floyd County, Virginia, held on
Tuesday, December 8, 2015 at 8:30 a.m. in the Board Room of the County Administration
Building thereof;,

PRESENT: Case C. Clinger, Chairman; Lauren D. Yoder, Vice Chairman; Virgel H.
Allen, J. Fred Gerald, Joe D. Turman, Board Members; Terri W. Morris, County Administrator;
Cynthia Ryan, Assistant County Administrator.

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m. with the reading of the
handicapping statement.

The Opening Prayer was led by Supervisor Gerald.
Supervisor Allen led in the Pledge of Allegiance.
The minutes of November 17, 2015 were presented to the Board for approval.

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Gerald, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the minutes of November 17, 2015 as presented.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

The monthly disbursements were presented to the Board for approval.

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Turman, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the monthly disbursements as presented.
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 7a — Subdivision plats as approved by Agent for November 2015 — Ms.
Lydeana Martin, Subdivision Agent, next appeared before the Board. She said this calendar year
has probably had the fewest lots created since the bust in the late 2000s. We still had about 100
surveys to review in the year but just a small number of lots created with each one. The Planning
Commission did review a sketch proposal on a townhouse development just outside town and
will continue that this month. We have some legal questions that we are waiting on Jim
Comwell who was not able to be with us. We are waiting on his insight on that.
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I also wanted to mention on the Economic Development side I had an inquiry about a
potential location for a solar array in the region, looking for about 60 acres. In researching this I
came across something that I wanted to share with you. We did submit a site on that by the way.
[ contacted the State Corporation Commission to find out who taxes solar arrays in the
Commonwealth. It turns out their interpretation of the Code of Virginia Section §58.1-3660 is
that localities do not have the right to tax solar arrays of 20 megawatts or less. This doesn’t seem
good to me. The very next code section § 58.1-3661 says that counties, cities, or towns may
exempt or partially exempt solar equipment from local taxation, which seems to me to imply that
you do have the right to do it. However they carved out this thing in the previous section saying
you can’t do it if it is 20 megawatts or less. Twenty megawatts is very large.

Chairman Clinger wondered if they were thinking about real estate?

Ms. Martin replied no they weren’t talking about real estate.

Chairman Clinger continued I was wondering about the exemption part. We could
exempt them on the real estate.

Ms. Martin replied, maybe, but it specifically talks about certified solar energy
equipment, facilities, or devices. I just wanted to mention that to you in case. Iknow you are
working on your request to the General Assembly. They could give you all the authority by
reducing that 20 megawatts to 2 megawatts or something that would be a much smaller array. I
just wanted to mention that to you because I think over time we are likely to see more.

Chairman Clinger said I am surprised. I thought if it was over 20 megawatts...

Ms. Martin said it is just the opposite of what I thought or what you would think. The
person I spoke to conceded he had argued for a different interpretation of that but the official
interpretation was that localities can’t set that. Anyway I just wanted to mention that to you.

Yesterday I spoke to the folks who participated in our C4 competition and they are
starting their machine shop. They are out on Franklin Pike in a little building near the
intersection. It will be a small machine shop, but a very specialized shop. Right now they are
hoping to get the building up in the next couple of weeks and open in February or March. That
was good news.

Agenda Item 7b — November 2015 Department of Inspections Report — Ms. Morris
reported that we are down considerably from last year at this time both in residential and
commercial but fees are running a little bit higher because of the manufactured home category.
This is for your information.

Agenda Item 7¢ — Local Government Agreement between the Virginia Department of
Health and Floyd County — Ms. Morris explained that this is the FY 16 agreement with the health
department. It is the same agreement we see every year that outlines the amount of local funds
and also a copy of all the services the agency provides. The budget amount indicated is



$103,189 and if you will remember the budget was $100,000 and then you appropriated the
$3,189 in August.

Chairman Clinger said that was so we would get more coverage. Do we know for a fact
that they are open for more days now?

Ms. Morris confirmed that to her knowledge they are.

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Turman, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the FY 2016 Local Government Agreement between the
Virginia Department of Health and Floyd County and to authorize the County Administrator to
execute the Agreement (Document File Number 850).

Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 7d — Resolution of Appropriation for the Second Six Months of the Budget
for the Fiscal Year Beginning on January 1, 2016 and Ending June 30, 2016 — Ms. Morris
explained that these are the same amounts as approved for the first half of the year in July with
the exception of school debt which is zeroed out because 100% of that amount was appropriated
at the beginning of the year.

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Yoder, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the Resolution of Appropriation for the Second Six Months of
the Budget for the Fiscal Year Beginning on January 1, 2016 and Ending June 30, 2016
(Document File Number 851).

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 7e — Legislative Recommendations — Ms. Morris said that she took the list
from last year and updated a few things and added some new items. Ms. Morris took out the
Industrial Hemp because they approved that last year.

» Items d) Funding for Public Libraries and e) Funding for the Library of
Virginia were added at the request of the Library Board.

» Item t) Maintain public sector role in onsite sewer program was added per a
VACO request to the health department. Several of the bigger areas of the
state would like the health department to get out of the septic siting services
because they have so many soil scientists in their area. We are not that lucky
here in this area. We have a few here in the county. Pulaski County has no
soil scientists within their county. The way I wrote that was to keep it so we



had options of Department of Health or private sector providing direct
services, but with Health continuing to have oversight.

» Item u) Economic Development was added because of a VACO request also.
Economic Development needs more and continued Federal and State funding
and technical assistance.

» ltem v) Recycling was added which states Floyd County supports additional
efforts by the State to develop markets for recycled materials. Markets are
almost nonexistent at some points.

» Item w) Truck Access was requested from our Economic Development
Authority to request assistance to improve truck access in and around the
Town of Floyd, particularly to the Commerce Park. We also asked for
improved access from both Interstates 81 and 77.

Supervisor Turman asked if we were going to add item x for the issue discussed by
Lydeana?

Ms. Morris confirmed that could be added.

Chairman Clinger said that he would like to leave in item i, but wonders if the wording
on transient occupancy tax should be struck because we already have that issue.

Ms. Morris said that could be struck.

Vice Chairman Yoder said the way item i is currently worded it is more of a general
statement that counties should have that authority. He does not think we are talking about Floyd
in particular in item i.

Chairman Clinger asked if Vice Chairman Yoder thinks we should specify Floyd in there,
as we do in other items like truck access?

Vice Chairman Yoder responded that in some ways it is two different things we are
talking about. Counties should have the same authority as the cities and towns do. I agree with
that, but I also think Floyd County should be granted their own right to a meals tax. If we stay
under the same system where we don’t have it without approval, then I would like to see us get
that approval. It is almost two different issues. On the one hand we should have the right to do
anything we want to, but on the other hand if we are not allowed to do anything we want to then
we should be granted the opportunity to have a meals tax.

Chairman Clinger asked if Vice Chairman Yoder wanted a separate line to keep the
issues separate?

Vice Chairman Yoder replied that personally he would like to see at the very top of the
page something about Floyd County getting a meals tax as the number one item. I think that is
one of the most important things to me that they can actually do very easily. I want it at the top
of the page so if the whole list isn’t read at least that item is read.



Chairman Clinger said he discussed it with Delegate Nick Rush the other day and was
told the caucuses are against any type of tax increase. However, Chairman Clinger supports
putting it in there. Another idea discussed with Delegate Rush was something like how we did
the transient occupancy tax, how 3/5 of the amount has to go back into tourism. I suggested we
could earmark the funds back for something such as school buses with the money having its own
line category. That way maybe we could paint it a little bit better because instead of a tax
increase it was going to fund something. Delegate Rush didn’t seem too enthused about that
either. He said he would bring it up.

Vice Chairman Yoder explained that the way it works in general terms, if the local
representatives want to give a county the privilege of having that authority, normally it sails
through without any opposition. You can use any excuse you want to but that is really what it
boils down to. If our delegate and our senator wanted to allow us to have that authority, it would
probably happen.

Chairman Clinger said that he was for moving it up on the list, but would like to see
instead of having it go right into the general fund, that if we do enact a meals tax that it goes to
school buses. We’ve estimated a meals tax would bring in $170,000 which is two school buses a
year. If we did put a meals tax in have it tied to something. One of the things Delegate Rush
brought up is if they did a meals tax they would like to see it offset by a reduction in the regular
tax, so you would just be trading one for the other.

Vice Chairman Yoder said he would even take that because you would at least be
diversifying the tax base a little bit.

Chairman Clinger agreed but said he would like to see it go to the purchase of something.

Supervisor Turman said you would be gaining one place and losing it somewhere else so
you wouldn’t really have gained anything.

Vice Chairman Yoder pointed out the other side of the equation. We are getting more
and more of a tourism base here in the County. There are more and more people travelling in the
County which is costing us money. Any way we can charge those people who are coming in,
instead of charging the people who live here would only be fair.

Supervisor Turman agreed.

Chairman Clinger added as I mentioned to Terri before, I think the maximum we could
do would be 4% and I would like to see part of that go to school buses and part to our solid waste
because of all the trash generated from the tourists. If the legislature doesn’t go through with it,
I’ve been investigating code, and we can do it. We would put it on a referendum without having
to go through the whole signature thing. That way we can specify where it went to if we don’t
get the support in Richmond.

Ms. Morris asked for clarification if she should just put in something in general about the
ability to enact the tax as the first item, but not necessarily what it was going to be used for?



Chairman Clinger confirmed that is what was being requested.

Vice Chairman Yoder said if they would negotiate with us at all. Four years ago when it
was put in that was the way it was written. It had to be offset with a reduction in real estate. But
to me that is still a win because next year you can set your tax base at whatever you want. At
least then you would have your meals tax. It is a one year delay essentially.

Supervisor Allen expressed his opinion that it would never pass.

Chairman Clinger said you don’t know that a future board would do that.

Vice Chairman Yoder agreed but at least at that point you have your meals tax.
Supervisor Allen said that this is too big a gamble in his opinion.

Chairman Clinger instructed Ms. Morris to move up the meals tax to being the Board’s
number one priority. He asked the other Board members how they wanted the priority worded.

Vice Chairman Yoder said make it two different lines. Leave the current item exactly as
it is written. Put in a whole new line specific for a meals tax for Floyd County.

Ms. Morris said she would put the meals tax specific to Floyd County item as number
one.

Chairman Clinger said on the Floyd County one do we want to specify our request
without an offsetting reduction? I think that would be a big thing on persuading the Board to
make it go forward. That offset last time may have kept it from going through unanimously. If
we are asking for pie in the sky, then we should ask for it.

Vice Chairman Yoder said we are not going to get it; I would just be happy to make them
read it at this point.

Chairman Clinger asked the other Board members if they want to see these again before
Ms. Morris sends it out?

Vice Chairman Yoder said that he trusts Ms. Morris’ judgement, but there are two other
items he would like to discuss. Item g on Stormwater Regulations I agree that we should be able
to opt out, but I also think non-Chesapeake Bay watershed communities shouldn’t even be
managed in any type of stormwater regulation.

Chairman Clinger agreed that our water doesn’t go there so why should we be grouped in
with that.

Vice Chairman Yoder said I don’t know how that would need to be written. As long as
we are mandated to have a Chesapeake stormwater permit, then we ought to be able to opt out of
managing it. I still go back to the fact that I don’t even know why we are in the program. On the



other one I just fundamentally disagree with item t — maintain public sector role in onsite sewer
program. To me it is a conflict of interest to have the health department both plan and oversee
their own plans.

Chairman Clinger said item t says not health department only but them along with the
private sector. Not to do away with the health department because it would be cost prohibitive to
go out there and hire a soil engineer.

Vice Chairman Yoder restated [ think it is a conflict of interest for them to do both.
Chairman Clinger asked the board members if they wanted to strike or modify item t?
Vice Chairman Yoder said personally he would strike item t.

Chairman Clinger said others were nodding yes so item t would be struck.

Vice Chairman Yoder asked what would be done with item g on stormwater regulations?

Chairman Clinger said I agree that we shouldn’t even be a part of it because we don’t go
to Chesapeake Bay. All counties not directly contributing to the Chesapeake Bay should not be a
part of it.

Ms. Morris said we could say counties continue to be allowed to opt out.

Vice Chairman Yoder said I would leave what is there but add to it by saying non-
Chesapeake Bay watersheds be allowed to opt out of the program. Essentially that is what we
did several years ago. We were basically just exempted.

Chairman Clinger said it all came about because we would not sign the papers.

Vice Chairman Yoder said I am talking about before that. Evidently they are going to get
even more difficult from some of the things talked about at the VACO meeting.

Chairman Clinger asked if there were any requests for changes or modification on the
current wording.

On a motion of Supervisor Yoder, seconded by Supervisor Turman, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the Legislative Recommendations with the changes requested
and to authorize the County Administrator to send the Recommendations to our Delegate and
Senator (Document File Number 852).

Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye
Agenda Item 6b — At 9:00 a.m., the Chairman called for the Public Comment Period.



Marcie Morrison, Burk’s Fork District, said she had brought some pictures with her to
show Moles Road, the entrance to Buffalo Mountain trailhead. Over the past 10 years a lot of
work has been done to it to make it a really nice trail. There are a lot of elderly in the
community who can go up there as well. We have a lot of people coming in. Just this last
weekend there were 20 cars parked down there. The end of state maintenance sign at Moles
Road, there is just a short little jaunt up that hill. That hill is impassable so now we have people
parking all along the road and into the road. Down the street I get about 5 or 6 people a day on
my road as well which is Wild Mountain Road. Nathan Moles has the horse farm there and they
are having problems with people parking in there at their farm to walk up. A lot of the elderly
people don’t realize how much further that walk up there is. It is an extra mile straight up. They
hear there is a nice easy trail to go up. They get there and find it is not a nice, easy trail at all.
With my Subaru up until this week I could make it up that hill. But now I cannot make it up that
hill anymore. I made three attempts to get up there and that wasn’t happening. I do have some
pictures of the road to show you. I am asking that you do whatever it takes to get VDOT to
move that end of state maintenance sign up so they can proceed up to the Buffalo. This is a big
attraction and brings a lot of business into our community. The tags we see on the road are from
all over the place. They are very scared when they come to my house. It is another bumpy road
back up and they don’t know where they are going. I thought this would be a great opportunity
for the community to make sure our “star” is taken care of and all of the work that has been put
in is taken care of.

Supervisor Turman said he is pretty familiar with this but wants to know if she is talking
about the wide place at the foot of the hill where people pull over and park, then it is upgrade and
cuts back to the right up to the top of the mountain?

Ms. Morrison said there is one wide place where people pull over that is not someone’s
driveway and has signs saying “please do not park.” They are parking in those spots and also
pulling where there is not much room into the road. The people who have made it up the hill are
coming down the hill, skidding, and there are cars halfway into the road there. There is another
spot as well that does not have to do with the state maintenance which is a blind curve coming
round. If you get people right at the same time who can’t see, it is a one lane really dangerous
spot. The traffic there is pretty busy. It is not a slow road by any means.

Chairman Clinger told Ms. Morrison that public comment is supposed to be one-sided
and her time was up. However, if there was no other public comment, the Board would take a
quick break to look at the photos Ms. Morrison brought. No one else came forward to speak
during Public Comment so a short break was taken and Board members looked at the pictures
Ms. Morrison brought.

Agenda Item 8 — Closed Session — Personnel §2.2-3711 A. 1.

On a motion made by Supervisor Allen and seconded by Supervisor Yoder, and
unanimously carried, it was resolved to go into closed session under Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph
A.1, Discussion, consideration, or interviews of prospective candidates for employment,



assignment, appointment, promotion, performance, demotion, salaries, disciplining, or
resignation of specific public officers, appointees, or employees of any public body.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Turman, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to come out of closed session.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Turman, seconded by Supervisor Gerald, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to adopt the following certification resolution:

CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION
CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant to an
affirmative recorded vote on the motion to close the meeting to discuss property in accordance
with Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph A.3 of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act;

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law;

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

Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 6¢ — Ms. Tammy Belinsky, Secretary of Floyd County Electoral Board —
Ms. Belinsky introduced the full Electoral Board who were present in the audience. She
explained that there were a couple of issues the Electoral Board wanted to address. Both of the
issues will result in financial consequences. The first issue is that the Virginia Department of
Elections was sued by a couple of individuals in the Democratic Party over the voter photo ID



law. The lawsuit doesn’t involve us at all. But a number of localities in the State were served
third party document subpoenas for the litigation. We were served this subpoena in mid to late
September when we were trying to get ready for the election. I have one copy of the lawsuit but
I also brought a copy of the document subpoena so you can see how burdensome this request is.
We have started to respond. The bottom line is that we have got engaged with other localities
who have hired an attorney to help us through the process. Amy, Dale and I spent about 13
hours getting together our meeting minutes since 2008, agendas, and budget information. We
responded to some very simple requests, but there are some ridiculous requests in the document
subpoena. We just wanted to let you know that we are going to get a bill for legal services
helping us respond to this document subpoena.

Chairman Clinger asked if all the counties using the same lawyer were sued with the
document subpoena.

Ms. Belinsky explained that the Virginia Association of Registrars quickly hired an
attorney and got the Registrars Association to band together. Some of the localities were going
to go ahead and respond to it. Other localities were going to be represented by their own
counsel. We talked to Jim Cornwell about that. Then a group of about 21 localities hired an
attorney so the costs will be divided between 21 localities. Needless to say it has been a little
annoying during the election. Since we have a primary coming up on super Tuesday, March 1,
we will be setting up voting machines again. Absentee voting for the primary starts January 14
so we will be right into the election cycle again.

Ms. Belinsky addressed the second issue the Electoral Board is here to talk about and
request your support and action. We propose to move the polling place from the Rescue Squad
201 to Floyd Elementary School. It is out of the district but it is within the legal bounds of
where we are allowed to put a polling place. It is within 1 mile of the precinct boundary. We
have met with Dr. Harris and he is supportive to do whatever needs to be done to accommodate
voters. We want to be able to do that by the primary. This requires the Board of Supervisors to
advertise and have a public hearing. On our part we would need to notify the voters in a timely
manner. There will be some costs incurred in mailing notices.

Chairman Clinger asked if this needs to be done by resolution?

Ms. Morris replied that the Board of Supervisors would be amending an ordinance by
public hearing.

Chairman Clinger instructed Ms. Morris to draft the change to the ordinance. The Board
of Supervisors would vote to take the change to a hearing. We post it after we vote at least two
weeks before a public hearing date. I’m not sure on that one. Do we have to wait 30 days after
the hearing date before we take action on it? Iknow some of the different ordinance changes
have different requirements as far as how long we have to wait. If that one does not have a
waiting period, then after the hearing we can vote on it at that time.

Vice Chairman Yoder asked to change a polling place do we have to have to do an
ordinance? Or is it because we are moving it outside of the district?
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Ms. Morris answered we already have an ordinance and it covers both of those things.
We are fortunate that it doesn’t have to be approved by the Department of Justice anymore. That
is what used to make it take so long,

Chairman Clinger said theoretically we could agree by consensus to have Ms. Morris
pursue this, get Mr. Cornwell to draft it, and at our first meeting in January we can take action on
it if we are comfortable with the language. We could advertise it at that time. Possibly by our
first February meeting we could have the whole thing done so you can mail it out, which would
give you only 1 month.

Ms. Belinsky and Ms. Amy Ingram agreed with the timeline outlined and said it would
give them just enough time.

Chairman Clinger asked if the Board was comfortable with the idea of moving the polling
place to the elementary school.

Vice Chairman Yoder responded something needs to be done.
Chairman Clinger said I think we have consensus. He directed Ms. Morris to talk to Jim
Cornwell. He told the Electoral Board that they could go ahead and get their letters ready if they

wanted to. We will try to act on it and have it ready for you by our first Board meeting in
February.

Vice Chairman Yoder asked if they had any idea about the timeline on the court case?

Ms. Belinsky replied no, they haven’t been back in touch with the attorney. We got in
touch with them the week before Thanksgiving.

Ms. Ingram said the trial right now is scheduled for the Tuesday before March 1.

Chairman Clinger asked if we are just following the state law with IDs and so forth? I
don’t understand how we got singled out from some of these other counties.

Ms. Belinsky responded that in her view they are harassing us. I don’t know what they
are looking for in our minutes. I don’t think there is anything in our minutes. There is nothing
there. We are following the law. The Department was sued and many, many localities were
served subpoenas. I don’t know how many got document subpoenas.

Ms. Ingram said she believes 40 localities got document subpoenas.

Supervisor Turman expressed his belief that the plaintiff is just fishing.

Vice Chairman Yoder confirmed that the localities have not been sued, just the
Department.
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Ms. Belinsky responded that is correct. We are just third parties.

Chairman Clinger invited them to come to the first meeting in January if they wanted to
give any input. The date of the first meeting in January will be set today.

On a motion made by Supervisor Allen and seconded by Supervisor Turman, and
unanimously carried, it was resolved to go into closed session under Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph
A.1, Discussion, consideration, or interviews of prospective candidates for employment,
assignment, appointment, promotion, performance, demotion, salaries, disciplining, or
resignation of specific public officers, appointees, or employees of any public body.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Gerald, seconded by Supervisor Allen, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to come out of closed session.
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Allen, seconded by Supervisor Gerald, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to adopt the following certification resolution:

CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION
CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant to an
affirmative recorded vote on the motion to close the meeting to discuss property in accordance
with Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph A.3 of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act;

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law;

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

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
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Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 6d — Mr. David Clarke, Virginia Department of Transportation — Mr. Clarke
explained that while the Board members were in closed session he had the opportunity to talk to
Ms. Morrison about Moles Road. Chris Price met with people from the Virginia Department of
Conservation and Recreation a couple of weeks ago. We are figuring out a way to deal with the
gap between the end of state maintenance and the trailhead. We will see what we can do with
that. It might be that we bring it in as a state road under the Recreational Access program or
setting up a maintenance agreement with them to keep that in shape as well as the rest of the
road. We also might take a couple of trees out of the curve. I will talk to the Board when we get
some specifics on that. We might have to use some construction money to do some
improvements on that short of paving it.

Chairman Clinger asked if it would be a secondary surface or keeping it gravel?

Mr. Clarke replied keep it gravel at this point, but maybe doing some geometric widening
of some curves to improve sight distance. We can do that pretty easily. When it comes 6-year
plan time we can talk about what kind of funding we have and where you want it. We’ll hold a
public hearing on that.

Mr. Clarke said there was a concern last time on some of the shoulders on 221. We are
working on that. It should have started today. The last month or so we have been dealing with
large and small flood issues and erosion. I know the small roads are in pretty bad shape because
of that. Some of the roads we worked on need work again. People are doing a good job of
calling the VDOT number. It actually helps a lot because all of that gets logged in as a work
order system. Our superintendents pay close attention to that and work those items into their
schedules. I have a long list of items that need work.

Mr. Clarke said that Hope Road is open. The pipe is in there. It is the last one that had
been closed. We put in two 84” pipes and a couple of smaller overflow pipes. Water was so
high that we couldn’t do the endwall poured on there. We are working on a way of pumping
water to divert it so we can make progress on the headwall.

Mr. Clarke said he is not sure when Pioneer Way in the Industrial Park will come into the
system officially, but we can probably do snow removal on it. It is a short road and we will
make sure it is on our list.

Mr. Clarke said that we have been doing a lot of pipe replacements, most of them flood
related. We are starting some stuff on Rt. 221 today. We have not started the guardrail request
on Rt. 8 south of town but they are on the schedule.

Chairman Clinger asked if the guardrails would be put up in the spring?

Mr. Clarke replied they are pretty close; they can do that type of work during the winter.
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Supervisor Gerald mentioned that the potholes on Horse Ridge Road are getting worse.
The ones on Rt. 221 toward Indian Valley Road are still bad.

Supervisor Allen said there are two gravel roads in his district — Thomas Farm and
Thompson — that have a lot of deep potholes. Supervisor Allen expressed his appreciation to Mr.
Clarke.

Supervisor Turman said the issue on Moles Road had already been addressed with Mr.
Clarke. He also expressed his appreciation to Mr. Clarke and his staff.

Vice Chairman Yoder pointed out that Jack” Mill Road has a deep ditch in it that would
be completely impassable if you got on that side of the road. I've received a couple of
complaints on Rt. 221 where the paving was done right at the county line north toward Roanoke-
Bent Mountain. He has been told that a lot of the reflectors can’t be seen. I've had several
people call me and say it is really hard to see the reflectors. Right off Thomas Farm is
Countyline — Church Road. T haven’t driven the whole thing but I delivered hay up there to a
lady off of Shooting Creek and it is bad up in there. I guess the ditches have been plugged up
enough there is water running down the road almost all the time. Even when it hasn’t rained for
a few days [ will drive up in there and there will be standing water in the road, a few inches deep.
I also noticed they were doing surveying out at the intersection at Check on Rt. 221 and am
curious about an update there. VDOT had a lot of flags out.

Mr. Clarke replied they are doing survey work, not changing the alignment, but maybe
putting up a flashing light. I will get a schedule on that for you.

Vice Chairman Yoder said [ know I will be getting calls from people in that area about
that intersection. He also expressed his appreciation to Mr. Clarke.

Chairman Clinger told Mr. Clarke you already brought up the ditches on Rt. 221 that I
mentioned last time. On Rt. 8 up toward Simmons Store, the road has some ditches in there as
well, not as deep as the ones by Slaughters. The sidewalks we talked about using the Safe
Schools Fund, is there any movement on that?

Mr. Clarke answered that we can actually do that outside of that program if you like.
Some extra funding was given to each county for safety and operational improvements. This
would be a good place to use that money, I think.

Chairman Clinger asked what do we have to do to move that forward with getting that
done then? '

Mr. Clarke replied we need to go out and identify the spot with whoever is familiar with
it to get the quantities and where they want it. We went up there a couple of days ago and I don’t
know if any of those trees are going to be in the way. It will depend on which side you want to
put it. It might be better to put it on the right going up. I think you have a little more room on
the right and you have a sidewalk you can join in to and a little after you have a parking lot. I
don’t know what you do with that part.
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Chairman Clinger said I don’t know about going on the right since the sidewalk ends on
Wood’s Gap before the intersection whether you can do two crosses.

Mr. Clarke replied that’s the thing. We need to meet with somebody like the principal
and see what they prefer to get a plan. We’ve got a concrete contract and they are doing some
stuff in town right now on the sidewalks. We’ve got some really good prices on it. It is a good
choice for that safety money to spend on that. I don’t know how you want to do it, maybe the
Superintendent of Schools?

Ms. Morris said we will get that worked out for you.

Chairman Clinger said I think it would be a good thing to do. We’ve got the money there
and we should use it.

Supervisor-elect Kuchenbuch asked if they were talking about the elementary school?
Chairman Clinger clarified that it was the high school.
Supervisor-elect Kuchenbuch asked what about the elementary school?

Chairman Clinger explained that it would be necessary to get right-of-ways to the
elementary school and get those signed. I would love to see something done.

Supervisor-elect Kuchenbuch said I would too because there are children who walk down
there.

Chairman Clinger agreed that he would love to have it there. It is a lot easier for right
now because we stop right at the high school sign. We have this money to take it right up the
hill.

Mr. Chris Price explained that the reflectors were put in on a cooler day and wax paper
covered the reflectors to give the epoxy time to cure out. The wax paper is being removed this
week.

Supervisor Turman pointed out that on Rt. 221 there were still signs up that Rt. 758
would be closed. He asked if they were replacing another culvert up there?

Mr. Clarke said no, we need to take those signs down.

Agenda Item 6e — Mr. Corbin Stone; Robinson, Farmer, and Cox — Presentation of FY 15
Audit — Mr. Stone and Mr. Scott Wickham handed out a spiral-bound County of Floyd Audit
Presentation for Year Ended June 30, 2015 and a Summary Information on the Implementation
of GASB Nos. 68 and 71. Mr. Stone said the audit went very well this year. We had adjusting
entries but your staff did a good job of identifying those areas we needed to address and help us
come up with the adjusting entries. You got an unqualified opinion on your audit report, which
means we think that the numbers are right. We are pretty pleased with that and this was a year of
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implementing some pretty tough standards. We were able to come here, get the audit done and
meet the November 30 deadline of the State.

Mr. Scott Wickham reiterated that the staff did a great job. On page 1 there are some
audit recommendations on items we noted during our audit but they are not of enough concern to
put in the audit report, but we did want to mention them. Last year we had several others and
they were corrected which we are happy to see.

Mr. Wickham said on the EMS billing process we would like to have a second person
involved in that because of the number of write-offs in that type of industry. There is a little bit
of risk there. We just want a second set of eyes checking off on those billings and write-offs.

During FY15 the school board centralized the School Cafeteria accounts which is good
for controls. The school board is reconciling that account and sending copies to the Treasurer’s
Office. We recommend the Treasurer go ahead and put that into the Bright system so it is in the
County’s records and not just held at the school board.

One of the state requirements for out audits is to review CSA payments and look at case
files for certain things. One of the main things we are looking for is the payments for the
children are approved by the CPMT and that includes the amount and time period. This
information was in the minutes of the CPMT but was not clear in the case files. We’ve talked to
Social Services and they agree. Mr. Stone interjected that occasionally the State will come in
and do a review of the CSA program and that is one of the things they look for. They want to
see in each kid’s case file the amount to be expended for a period of time. For example a file
would show expenditures for that child approved for so many months, then when that approval
expires, another approval with amount and time period. If they don’t see that in the case file,
they assess the county saying we may have reimbursed you more than we should have because
we don’t see approval documented in the file. We are telling all the local governments with
which we work to document what has been approved. This is one of the rare cases in the State
where I have seen the State come and say “you spent the money on what you are supposed to
spend it on, you did everything you are supposed to do, but your paperwork wasn’t really good,
so we are going to ask for our money back.” Clerical errors can cost you here. That is why we
are paying particular attention to this.

Mr. Wickham explained the VIEW expenditures audit recommendation is somewhat
similar to the CSA. Requirements are for certain things and certain types of approval. Four of
the 19 invoices we looked at did not have the service plan we were looking for. Those were
actually transitional VIEW expenditures and the service plan needs to be changed going forward
to have those types of expenditures.

One requirement for the State is that the special welfare account be reconciled with the
Treasurer monthly. There is a little bit of a variance between the ledger held at Social Services
and what the bank account actually had in it. It is probably interest. But those are the types of
things that should be reconciled so we wanted to point that out. That will be a change going
forward.
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At the School Board we had one conflict of interest form that was turned in late. A
change is that the form be done semi-annually so it could possibly have been an oversight as far
as that goes.

On page 4 we have some trend information for you to look at. This is for the General
Fund and the Fire/Rescue Fund together as governmental funds. Total revenues over a 5-year
trend have grown at 3.28%, which is a pretty good trend comparable to what I have seen in other
local governments. Total expenditures are increasing about 1.43%. Having revenues in excess
of expenditures is a good trend to have. That is definitely what led to increasing the fund
balance. At the bottom you will see Other Financial Sources of $1.75 million which is the
capital lease issue right at'the end of the year for the buses and other equipment purchased this
year. It was held in cash at the end of the year so that brought the fund balance up a little bit at
the end of the year.

Over on page 5 Calculation of Operating Reserve we have your fund balances and cash
balances as a percentage of operating expenditures. If you look there toward the bottom the
ending fund balance has a percentage of 28%, which is pretty healthy. That might be a little bit
higher because with the twice a year collection you are receiving a lot of money right at the end
of the fiscal year. But looking at the cash balances as a percentage of operating expenditures,
27% indicates that most of your fund balance is cash which is a little healthier as well.

Mr. Stone added the cash infusion is probably $4 million so you are getting that bump
right before June 30. It inflates your fund balance a little bit.

Chairman Clinger asked realistically with the semi-annual to cover the costs should we
see that number be about 35%-40% then?

Mr. Stone agreed that would be nice. You are certainly not in any danger where you are.
It is a healthy fund balance, but if it were 35%-40% you would have a little bit more in reserve
and if something came up where you absolutely needed the money, you could do it.

Mr. Wickham and Vice Chairman Yoder both said it was a positive trend.

Mr. Stone said a lot of the counties we work with are either flat or not moving in the right
direction, so it is good to see a fund balance growing a little bit. Later on I will tell you why it is
really good to have that fund balance.

Mr. Wickham continued over on page 6 we have the net position, which is the overall
health of the county and includes long term assets such as building and vehicles. You can see a

positive trend there as well with $10.5 million net position in 2015.

Mr. Stone added if you went out of business today and sold everything, theoretically that
is what you would have.

Mr. Wickham said on the bottom of the same page you see $2.6 million in 2015 in things
that are not restricted by debt covenants that you could use however you plan to use that. You
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will see that there is a $1.5 million drop between 2014 and 2015 most of which is attributable to
implementation of GASB 68 which requires net pension liability to be booked.

On page 7 fund balance is similar but deals with the short term such as cash and short
term receivables and short term payables. There is a positive trend there for unassigned fund
balance of about $6 million at the end of 2015. That is a little bit inflated as well. If you look at
the bottom you see 37.28% of the unassigned general fund balance as a percentage of annual
expenditures. Total expenditures including school board, fire and rescue fund and all that is
19.5%, which is trending in the right direction but still not quite the reserve we would like to see.

Mr. Stone explained that the quick ratio on page 8 is your ability to pay your bills that are
due within a year. At approximately 3.5 that is pretty good; anything below 1 you are
technically insolvent; 1-2 not that great; above 2 we consider you healthy. At 3.49 you are in a
pretty good area.

Page 9 has debt service to tax revenue which has gone down probably due more to tax
revenue having gone up. For every dollar you generate in property taxes 16.54% is used to pay
debt service and that is a reasonable percentage.

County debt per capita on page 10 has gone up a little bit but because of GASB 68 we
have included that liability in here. I think the statewide trend for small, rural counties is $2,000
in debt per capita so you are well below that state trend. That trend was before GASB 68. It was
before we put the pension liabilities in there. Even with it you are below what we see statewide.

Page 11 shows school board revenues and expenditures. If this thing went back a few
more years you would see the state peaked and then dropped off. The gap was filled in by
federal funding for a couple of years and that federal funding has gone away. The increase we
see in expenditures for 2015 were actually largely covered by increases in state aid. You can see
state/federal aid at the top as $13 million and $13.5 million, so a $500,000 increase. 2014
expenditures went from $19.5 million to $20 million so about a $500,000 increase there as well.
It looks like the state revenue is picking up a little bit. I hope that continues.

Vice Chairman Yoder asked what is the difference between the local and the county on
the top chart?

Mr. Stone explained that local is locally generated funds such as cafeteria sales. Mr.
Wickham added donations, expenditure recoveries, and that type of thing.

Mr. Stone pointed the Board’s attention to pages 12 and 13. VRS found some people in
their system — not in Floyd County but out toward the coast — who shouldn’t have been in their
system. They were receiving retirement benefits. They had not been in the VRS system for 20
years. They found one case where a person had only worked in a state agency for 5 years and
received full retirement. VRS asked us to look out there and be sure that the people listed as
Floyd County employees were actually Floyd County employees. We didn’t note any problems
with that. We looked at new hires to be sure they were entered into the VRS system on the right
date. We looked at people who left to make sure they were taken out of the VRS system. The
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problem occurred when a locality had an employee who left the agency and they just never took
them out of the VRS system. But they asked us to look at a number of things. We didn’t have
any problems here. Our sample size is usually about 10% of the population so we didn’t look at
all of your employees but we did look at about 10% of them.

The last letter is the communication with those charged with governance on pages 14-16.
Basically if we have issues during the audit, if Terri and her staff are not cooperative, if they
refuse to give us information or something like that, this is where we put it in this letter. I am
pleased to say that we didn’t have any issues. We still have to write the letter, but it basically
says they were cooperative. It also talks about some of the more significant estimates and things
of that nature of particular importance.

Mr. Stone next discussed the Summary Information on the Implementation of GAS Nos.
68 and 71. Up until 2015 your employees and the school board employees have participated in
the pension plan. We have never put a liability in the books for those pension plans. That is fine
if they are fully funded. So if you put enough money into VRS to fully fund the plan and VRS
has done what they said they were going to do on the investment side in terms of earnings, then
the liability theoretically would be $0. But what has happened is that VRS’ earnings haven’t met
their expected earnings. Every year they certify a rate to you. They say you are going to
contribute some percentage of salaries to the Virginia Retirement System. Once you send it to
them, they say we are going to earn 7% on it. We are going to invest that money and earn 7%.
They haven’t done that. You have upheld your side of the bargain, but they haven’t upheld their
side of the bargain. The County’s pension liability at the end of 2014 — it will always be a year
behind because VRS can’t get them out in time for the audits — the net pension liability is $1.5
million which is about 88% funded.

If they can earn 8% on your money the liability drops to $65,267. If they only earn 6%
on the money, the liability grows to $3.3 million. It lets you know how sensitive that liability is
to changes in the earnings rate. The school board’s net pension liability for the teacher’s pool is
a little more, $16 million. The State has allowed school boards to fund that at less than the
certified rate for several years. That funding is not up to where it should be. At some point the
standard is going to force the State to require local school boards to fund it at the full rate they
certify. Right now this is just a proportional liability. This is the entire pool for the State. You
don’t have a set pool for Floyd County. You just have a percentage of a liability of the overall
pool. All teachers are grouped together. Again if they earn 8% the liability drops; if they only
earn 6% the liability increases. The State does send the school board some funds to cover those
liabilities. They send funds and turn around and have to send it right back. The school board
non-professional employees’ liability is $1.3 million, basically folks other than teachers. That
was funded at 91%. Like Scott said earlier, fund balance looks good. If you are driving a car
and looking at the dash, everything checks out. You guys are doing what you are supposed to be
doing. When we look down the road at these pension liabilities it just means that we are going to
be paying higher VRS rates for an extended period of time trying to catch them up. These
liabilities don’t have to be caught up in any one year, any five years, any ten years. They are
going to be amortized over a 30 year period so you are going to be catching these liabilities up.
The long and short of it is the VRS rates for the school board and county are going to be a little
bit higher trying to catch up these liabilities going forward. But overall, I thought the books of
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the County look very good and like we said the only thing that stands out are these liabilities are
going to come to you further down the road.

Chairman Clinger said they are hitting everybody across the state. There is nothing we
can do to take care of it.

Mr. Stone replied the only thing you can do — you can’t do anything with the teacher’s
pool because you are part of a larger pool. If you decide you want to contribute a little bit more
it doesn’t do you any good. But for the County liability and the non-professional employees if
you wanted to fund more than the VRS has recommended you could do that to reduce these
liabilities. You might think it is crazy, but I did have a local government I work with inquire
about it several years ago. Ifthe market drops 30%-40% and you have a little cash on the
sidelines, I think it would be a good move because VRS can invest in things like stocks and
bonds that you can’t invest in here. They should get a better return than you can get on the
money.

Chairman Clinger said if they are close to a discount rate of 7%, some of the bonds we
hold are only % %, it would be better to prepay. That way we are catching up and getting the
liability off the books. We are in a better net position than we have been in in a long time.

Mr. Stone agreed and said that fund balance goes up and that is one thing you can use it
for. Like I said if the market drops off tomorrow by 40% you might want to call VRS and say
the check is in the mail. It helps you in the long run. It is certainly something to think about as
you watch the markets.

Vice Chairman Yoder said it is pretty high right now.

Mr. Stone said it has been down the last few days, but this fall it has been up.

Chairman Clinger said the portfolio they are carrying must be diversified.

Mr. Stone agreed and said in the audit report there is a schedule with the different types
of investments held. They are doing stuff with money you wouldn’t even think about.

Chairman Clinger asked to fully fund the County’s part of it based on what the audit
results were would be how much?

Mr. Stone replied $1.5 million.

Agenda Item 7f — Quote on speaker system for Board of Supervisors conference room —
Ms. Morris said she received one quote to get an idea of what we were looking at. This quote
also has a recording system built in with it. I don’t know if this is the direction you want to go. I

could try to get more quotes.

Supervisor Turman asked if it was a PA plus recording system?
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Ms. Morris said there would be two microphones up here and one for the speaker itself. I
was surprised the recording part of it was the cheapest part of it.

Supervisor-elect Kuchenbuch said she had some contacts that she would be happy to pass
along to Ms. Morris.

Vice Chairman Yoder asked if there was a chance the recording could be put up on the
website so people could actually listen to the meetings? I don’t know if anybody would want to
do that or not. Some places actually film and put video up. I watched Montgomery County one
time. We had also talked at one time about security.

Chairman Clinger said he would like to see it all bundled together — the security aspect as
well as the cameras here in the hallways.

Ms. Morris replied I'm not sure if Lee Hartman does that or not, but I have some other
contacts I can work with for that part of it.

Supervisor-elect Kuchenbuch suggested Electronix out of Blacksburg. Iknow a private
guy who does this for a living. He has his own company called Midway.

Ms. Morris said that one thing you come up against whenever you have a public building
like this if you are putting cameras in it, the company or people in it have to have criminal justice
service certifications. That knocks out some of the smaller companies.

Vice Chairman Yoder said it would be wise to have a few security measures. I guess one
of the reasons I thought about this is because Roanoke County had a case recently where charges
were filed for assault in one of their buildings. It would protect our employees in some cases.
Personally I think the quote you received is reasonable. Is that for installation and everything?
For something of that price do we have to put it out for bid?

Ms. Morris replied that we could do it as a sole source procurement.

Chairman Clinger said he would like to see a quote with video as well. Idon’t know if
we want to do it as two separate things or all as one bundle. If we do it as one bundle it might be
casier than having two different groups coming in. That way if you are videoing anyway you
will probably have audio on the video so it is just a matter of amplifying what is coming in. I
think you are better off doing it all at once.

Ms. Morris said that she would check on it.

Agenda Item 9 — Old/New Business

Ms. Morris said there was road name request for an area off Parkway Lane. There are

three residences on this road now. They are required to come up with a road name. This will be
at the County’s expense for the sign since it is coming under our ordinance.
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On a motion of Supervisor Yoder and seconded by Supervisor Allen, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to approve the naming of Robin’s Lane, with the cost of the road name to
be paid by the County.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 8 — Closed Session — Personnel §2.2-3711 A. 1.

On a motion made by Supervisor Turman and seconded by Supervisor Allen, and
unanimously carried, it was resolved to go into closed session under Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph
A.1, Discussion, consideration, or interviews of prospective candidates for employment,
assignment, appointment, promotion, performance, demotion, salaries, disciplining, or
resignation of specific public officers, appointees, or employees of any public body.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Turman, seconded by Supervisor Yoder, and carried, it was
resolved to come out of closed session.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye
Supervisor Allen — absent for vote

On a motion of Supervisor Yoder, seconded by Supervisor Allen, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to adopt the following certification resolution:

CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION
CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant to an
affirmative recorded vote on the motion to close the meeting to discuss property in accordance
with Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph A.3 of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act;

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby certifies that, to the

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

Supervisor Allen — aye

Supervisor Gerald — aye

Supervisor Turman — aye

Supervisor Yoder — aye

Supervisor Clinger — aye

Chairman Clinger presented a plaque to Supervisor Allen in appreciation of his service as
a member of the Board of Supervisors.

Agenda Item 8 — Closed Session — Personnel §2.2-3711 A. 1.

On a motion made by Supervisor Allen and seconded by Supervisor Yoder, and
unanimously carried, it was resolved to go into closed session under Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph
A.1, Discussion, consideration, or interviews of prospective candidates for employment,
assignment, appointment, promotion, performance, demotion, salaries, disciplining, or
resignation of specific public officers, appointees, or employees of any public body.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Yoder, seconded by Supervisor Gerald, and carried, it was
resolved to come out of closed session.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — no

On a motion of Supervisor Gerald, seconded by Supervisor Yoder, and unanimously
carried, it was resolved to adopt the following certification resolution:

CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION
CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, this Board convened in a closed meeting on this date pursuant to an
affirmative recorded vote on the motion to close the meeting to discuss property in accordance

with Section 2.2-3711, Paragraph A.3 of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act;

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby certifies that, to the
best of each member’s knowledge (1) only public business matters lawfully exempted from open
meeting requirements under the Virginia Freedom of Information Act were heard, discussed or
considered in the closed meeting to which this certification applies; and (2) only such public
business matters as were identified in the motion by which the closed meeting was convened
were heard, discussed or considered in the meeting to which this certification applies.

Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Agenda Item 9 — Old/New Business continued

On a motion of Supervisor Yoder, seconded by Supervisor Allen, and carried, it was
resolved to appoint Mr. Darrell Keith as a member of the Floyd-Floyd County Recreational
Authority representing the Courthouse District for a four-year term beginning December 17,
2015.

Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Gerald, seconded by Supervisor Turman, and carried, it was
resolved to re-appoint Ms. TracyAnn Costello as a member of the Floyd-Floyd County
Recreational Authority representing the Indian Valley District for a four-year term beginning
December 17, 2015.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Yoder, seconded by Supervisor Gerald, and carried, it was
resolved to re-appoint Mr. Jon Beegle as a member of the Economic Development Authority for
a four-year term beginning December 11, 2015.

Supervisor Allen —no
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

On a motion of Supervisor Turman, seconded by Supervisor Allen, and carried, it was

resolved to appoint Mr. Andrew Finn as a member of the Economic Development Authority for a
four-year term beginning December 11, 2015.
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Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Gerald — no
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

Ms. Morris explained that a resident of the nursing home passed away. The gentleman’s
next-of-kin refused to make any arrangements. Under state code when that happens, the County
is required to make those arrangements. It is usually done by the Sheriff. The next-of-kin just
wanted the remains mailed to her. Sheriff Zeman did not think that was fitting for a veteran of
our country. Sheriff Zeman has made arrangements for the remains to be placed in the Veteran’s
Cemetery in Dublin. The gentleman will be cremated and his remains placed over there. Of
course, we have no funds set up in the budget for this. Years ago we used to get money from the
State for these types of burials, but it has been many years since we have gotten that. Sheriff
Zeman provided you with an outline of costs. We would need to transfer from contingency to a
line item for $2,274.38.

On a motion of Supervisor Turman, seconded by Supervisor Allen, and unanimously
carried, it was approved to transfer $2,274.38 from contingency to 4-001-011010-5899 for the
payment of burial costs for a local veteran.

Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — aye
Supervisor Clinger — aye

The Board of Supervisors discussed and decided to hold an organizational meeting and
public hearing on January 5, 2016 at 8:30 a.m. Ms. Morris suggested that they consider on what
committees they are interested in serving so that can be decided at the organizational meeting.

On a motion of Supervisor Allen and carried, it was resolved to adjourn to Tuesday,
January 5, 2016 at 8:30 a.m.
Supervisor Gerald — aye
Supervisor Allen — aye
Supervisor Turman — aye
Supervisor Yoder — no
Supervisor Clinger — aye

D (B Mgur)

Terri W. Morris, County Administrator







