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Agenda
Board of Supervisors
Montgomery County, Virginia

Regular Meeting
Monday, September 14, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

CALL TO ORDER

INTO CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting
for the purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Riner Public Safety Site

@) Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Probable
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing in Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consultation
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Mountain Valley Charitable Foundation —Shawsville
Middle School Athletic Facilities

(1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment, Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. MBC Development Corporation
2. Personnel

Agenda, September 14, 2015
Page 1 of 4





VI.

VII.

VIII.

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRESENTATIONS, RECOGNITIONS AND AWARDS

A.

Finance Department — Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting

The Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting has been
awarded to Montgomery County by the Government Finance Officers Association
of the United States and Canada (GFOA) for its comprehensive annual financial
report ( CAFA).

The Certificate of Achievement is the highest form of recognition in the area of

governmental accounting and financial reporting. This is Montgomery County’s
27" Award.

Virginia Department of Transportation
David Clarke, VDOT, will provide an update on road projects/issues in
Montgomery County.

PUBLIC HEARING

1.

Boundary Line Adjustment Agreement — Town of Christiansburg

County’s intent to approve a proposed Boundary Line Adjustment
Agreement between the County of Montgomery and the Town of
Christiansburg and will thereafter consider for passage a resolution
approving the Agreement.

The Agreement is authorized by Section 15.2-3106 et seq. of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amended, and provides that the boundary line between the
Town of Christiansburg and the unincorporated area of the County of
Montgomery will be changed by moving 12.117 acres from the incorporated
Town of Christiansburg boundary into the unincorporated area of the County of
Montgomery. The proposed boundary adjustment area is located on the northeast
boundary of the Town of Christiansburg and the unincorporated area of the
County of Montgomery adjacent to Cinnabar Road and the U.S. Route 460 By-
Pass, shown more particularly on the Agreement entitled “Boundary Adjustment
Survey for Montgomery County, Situated in Town of Christiansburg, Virginia”,
dated 19 Aug 2015.
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IX. PUBLIC ADDRESS

X. ADDENDUM

XI.  CONSENT AGENDA

XIl.  INTO WORK SESSION

Commissioner of the Revenue - Proration of Personal Property Tax
EDA Refunding Opportunity

County Financial Polices

County Refunding Opportunity

Veterans Monument Park — Town of Christiansburg

agbrownE

XIIl. OUT OF WORK SESSION

XIV. NEW BUSINESS

Prices Fork Food Initiative Planning Grant

Proclamation — Crime Prevention Month, October 2015

Proclamation — Red Ribbon Week, October 25-31-2015

Proclamation — Help Save the Next Girl Month, October 2015 and Help Save the
Next Girl Day, October 17, 2015

Cow>

XV. COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

XVI. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

1. Parks and Recreation Master Plan Survey
The survey is available through September 30, 2015 on the County website or
through this link: http://bit.ly/mcpr2015

XVII. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS

XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS
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XIX. ADJOURNMENT

FUTURE MEETINGS

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, September 28, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting
Regular Meeting

Tuesday, October 13, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, October 26, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting
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TO: The Honorable Board of Supervisors

FROM: F. Craig Meadows, County Administrator
L. Carol Edmonds, Deputy County Administrator

DATE: September 14, 2015

SUBJECT: AGENDA REPORT

l. CALL TO ORDER

1. INTO CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting
for the purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position or
Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Riner Public Safety Site

@) Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Probable
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing in Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consultation with
Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public Body
Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring Provision of
Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Mountain Valley Charitable Foundation —Shawsville
Middle School Athletic Facilities

(1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment, Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. MBC Development Corporation
2. Personnel
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VI.

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Closed Meeting to return
to Regular Session.

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County 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 Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia 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 (ii) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion conveying the closed meeting were heard, discussed or considered
by the Board.

VOTE
AYES
NAYS

ABSENT DURING VOTE

ABSENT DURING MEETING

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
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VIl. PRESENTATIONS, RECOGNITIONS AND AWARDS

A

Finance Department — Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting

The Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting has been
awarded to Montgomery County by the Government Finance Officers Association
of the United States and Canada (GFOA) for its comprehensive annual financial
report ( CAFA).

The Certificate of Achievement is the highest form of recognition in the area of
governmental accounting and financial reporting. This is Montgomery County’s
27" Award.

Virginia Department of Transportation
David Clarke, VDOT, will provide an update on road projects/issues in
Montgomery County.

VIll. PUBLIC HEARING

A

SUBJECT: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

The following public hearing was advertised pursuant to law in the “NEW RIVER
VALLEY” Section of the Roanoke Times on August 31, 2015 and September 6,
2015:

1. Boundary Line Adjustment Agreement — Town of Christiansburg
County’s intent to approve a proposed Boundary Line Adjustment
Agreement between the County of Montgomery and the Town of
Christiansburg and will thereafter consider for passage a resolution
approving the Agreement.

The Agreement is authorized by Section 15.2-3106 et seq. of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amended, and provides that the boundary line between
the Town of Christiansburg and the unincorporated area of the County of
Montgomery will be changed by moving 12.117 acres from the
incorporated Town of Christiansburg boundary into the unincorporated
area of the County of Montgomery. The proposed boundary adjustment
area is located on the northeast boundary of the Town of Christiansburg
and the unincorporated area of the County of Montgomery adjacent to
Cinnabar Road and the U.S. Route 460 By-Pass, shown more particularly
on the Agreement entitled “Boundary Adjustment Survey for Montgomery
County, Situated in Town of Christiansburg, Virginia”, dated 19 Aug 2015.
TAB_A .

Action from Public Hearings
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IX. PUBLIC ADDRESS

X. ADDENDUM

XI.  CONSENT AGENDA

XIl.  INTO WORK SESSION

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session
for the purpose of discussing the following:

Commissioner of the Revenue - Proration of Personal Property Tax ( TAB D )
EDA Refunding Opportunity (TAB _E )

County Financial Polices ( TAB F_)

County Refunding Opportunity (TAB G )

Veterans’ Monument Park — Town of Christiansburg (TAB _H )

AR

XIIl. OUT OF WORK SESSION

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return
to Regular Session.

1. Action Following Work Session

XIV. NEW BUSINESS

A SUBJECT: PRICES FORK FOOD INITIATIVE
PLANNING GRANT - AUTHORIZATION TO
SIGN AGREEMENT

R-FY-16-
PRICES FORK FOOD INITIATIVE PLANNING GRANT
AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE PLANNING GRANT AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Montgomery County has been awarded a $30,000 CDBG
Planning Grant through the Virginia Department of Housing and Community
Development (DHCD) to be used to evaluate and plan the former Prices Fork
Elementary School for use as a food hub, commercial kitchen, restaurant and other
food-based business use; and
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WHEREAS, The Commonwealth of Virginia requires the County and
DHCD to enter into a Planning Grant Agreement in order to accept the CDBG
Planning Grant funds; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the County of Montgomery,
Virginia hereby desires to enter into the Virginia Department of Housing and
Community Development Planning Grant Agreement in order to accept CDBG
grant on behalf of the County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Montgomery, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby
approves the DHCD Planning Grant Agreement by and between the County and
the DHCD; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Montgomery, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes
F. Craig Meadows, Montgomery County Administrator, to execute the DHCD
Planning Grant Agreement on behalf of the County of Montgomery.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Authorize the County Administrator to execute
the Prices Fork Food Initiative Planning Grant
Contract.

JUSTIFICATION: The County was awarded a $30,000 Planning

Grant through the Virginia Department of Housing
and Community Development, to be used to evaluate
and plan the former Prices Fork Elementary School
for use as a food hub, commercial Kitchen, restaurant
and other food-based business use. See TAB _I_ for
a copy of the Planning Grant Agreement.

SUBJECT: PROCLAMATION - CRIME PREVENTION
MONTH - OCTOBER 2015

R-FY-16-
PROCLAIM OCTOBER 2015 AS
CRIME PREVENTION MONTH

WHEREAS, The vitality of our county depends on how safe we keep our
homes, neighborhoods, schools, workplaces, and communities; and

WHEREAS, Crime and fear of crime destroy our trust in others and in
civic institutions, threatening the community’s health, prosperity, and quality of
life; and
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WHEREAS, People of all ages must be made aware of what they can do to
prevent themselves and their families, neighbors, and coworkers from being
harmed by crime; and

WHEREAS, People of all ages must be made aware of the dangers of
crime and how they can protect themselves from becoming victims; and

WHEREAS, The personal injury, financial loss, and community
deterioration resulting from crime are intolerable and require investment from the
whole community; and

WHEREAS, Crime prevention initiatives must include self-protection and
security, but they must go beyond these to promote collaborative efforts to make
neighborhoods safer for all ages and to develop positive opportunities for young
people; and

WHEREAS, Adults must invest time, resources, and policy support in
effective prevention and intervention strategies for youth, and adults must make
sure to engage teens in programs to drive crime from their communities; and

WHEREAS, Effective crime prevention programs succeed because of
partnerships with law enforcement, other government agencies, civic groups,
schools, faith communities, businesses, and individuals as they help nurture
communal responsibility and instill pride.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of
the County of Montgomery hereby proclaims October 2015 as Crime Prevention
Month in Montgomery County, Virginia and urge all citizens, government
agencies, public and private institutions, and businesses to invest in the power of
prevention and work together to make Montgomery County, Virginia a safer,
stronger, and more caring community.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Proclaim October 2015 as Crime Prevention Month.
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SUBJECT: PROCLAIM OCTOBER 23-31 AS RED
RIBBON WEEK

R-FY-16-
PROCLAIM OCTOBER 23031 AS
RED RIBBON WEEK

WHEREAS, Communities across America have been plagued by the
numerous problems association with illicit drug use and those that traffic in them;
and

WHEREAS, There is hope in winning the war on drugs, and that hope lies
in education and drug demand reduction, coupled with the hard work and
determination of organizations such as the Young Marines of the Marine Corps
League to foster a healthy drug-free lifestyle; and

WHEREAS, Governments and community leaders know that citizen
support is one of the most effective tools in the effort to reduce the use of illicit
drugs in our communities; and

WHEREAS, The red ribbon has been chosen as a symbol commemorating
the work of Enrique “Kiki” Camarena, a Drug Enforcement Administration agent
who was murdered in the line of duty; and

WHEREAS, The Red Ribbon Campaign was established by Congress in
1988 to encourage a drug-free lifestyle and involvement in drug prevention and
reduction efforts; and

WHEREAS, October 23-31 has been designated National Red Ribbon
Week, which encourages Americans to wear a red ribbon to show their support for
a drug-free environment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors
of Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby proclaims
October 23-31 as RED RIBBON WEEK in Montgomery County, and urge all
citizens to join in this special observance.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Proclaim October 23-31, 2015 as Red Ribbon Week.
JUSTIFICATION: See TAB _J__ for a copy of an e-mail from Cody

Jackson of the Young Marines program that was sent
to Chair Brown.
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SUBJECT: PROCLAMATION - HELP SAVE THE NEXT
GIRL

R-FY-16-
PROCLAMATION
HELP SAVE THE NEXT GIRL

WHEREAS, Help Save the Next Girl is a non-profit organization founded
by Dan and Gil Harrington, in honor of their 20-year-old daughter, Morgan Dana
Harrington, who was abducted and murdered in 2009; and

WHEREAS, Help Save the Next Girl promotes personal safety, provides
support and resources during missing-person scenarios, and works to prevent
crimes against women; and

WHEREAS, Help Save the Next Girl has grown to have a nationwide
impact with chapters located on college and high school campuses, including
Christiansburg High School and Virginia Tech; and

WHEREAS, The organization has partnered with other groups who focus
on safety and violence prevention, including Take Back the Night, which bring
awareness to women’s issues; and

WHEREAS, Help Save the Next Girl has extended its reach with
appropriate messages for all ages regarding the importance of personal safety by
partnering with the Girl Scouts of Virginia Skyline; and

WHEREAS, Through these efforts and its vast corresponding social media
network, Help Save the Next Girl is an important asset to the Montgomery County
community and beyond by helping to promote safety for young women and
working to keep every young woman out of harm’s way.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors
of Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby Eroclaims
October as Help Save the Next Girl month and designates October 17" as Help
Save the Next Girl Day to bring awareness to this organization and their
commitment to our community.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Proclaim October as Help Save the Next Girl month
and designate October 17" as Help Save the Next
Girl Day.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution is listed on the agenda at the request

of the Christiansburg Town Council, who adopted a
similar resolution on August 25"
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XV. COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
XVI. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

1. Parks and Recreation Master Plan Survey

The survey is available through September 30, 2015 on the County website or

through this link: http://bit.ly/mcpr2015

XVIl. BOARD MEMBERS’ REPORT
1. Supervisor Tuck
2. Supervisor Gabriele
3. Supervisor Creed
4. Supervisor King
5. Supervisor Biggs
6. Supervisor Perkins

7. Supervisor Brown

XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS
XIX. ADJOURNMENT
FUTURE MEETINGS

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, September 28, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

Regular Meeting
Tuesday, October 13, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, October 26, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

Agenda Report —September 14, 2015
Page 9 of 9



http://bit.ly/mcpr2015




A.

B.

CONSENT AGENDA
September 14, 2015

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF MINUTES DATED MAY 26,
2015
ISSUE/PURPOSE: The above listed minutes are before the

Board for approval. See TAB _B .

APPROPRIATIONS

1.

SUBJECT: ANIMAL CARE AND ADOPTION CENTER

A-FY-16-
ANIMAL CARE AND ADOPTION CENTER
APPROPRIATION OF DONATION FUNDS

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2016 for the function and
in the amount as follows:

340  Animal Care and Adoption Center $50,000
The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
416158 Donations $50,000

Said resolution appropriates donations received in support of the new
animal shelter to cover the cost of part-time staff and expenses.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Appropriate Animal Shelter Donations.

JUSTIFICATION: The resolution appropriates $50,000 in donations
provided for part-time staff and other expenses for a
new shelter to plan for future operations. Staff will
be paid based on hours worked and begin to
develop policies, procedures and programs, an
operating budget and staffing plan, and to create a
marketing and fundraising strategy for the new
shelter.
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SUBJECT: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
REIMBURSEMENT

A-FY-16-
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REIMBURSEMENT

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2016, for the function and
in the amount as follows:

570120 Transfer to County Capital Projects $2,967
The source of funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:
451500 Undesignated Fund Balance $2,967

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The County Capital Projects fund was
granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2016 for the function and in the amount as follows:

810  Economic Development Capital Projects $2,967
The source of funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:
451020 Transfer from General Fund $2,967

Said resolution appropriates General Fund Balance to County Capital
projects to cover the costs of reimbursing the Economic Development Authority
(EDA) for expenses associated with surplus properties.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Reimbursement of funds to the EDA.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates $2,967 from
undesignated fund balance to County Capital
projects to cover the cost of reimbursing the
Economic Development Authority (EDA) for
expenses associated with surplus properties. Below
is the breakdown of expenses by property:

Junkin Street Elec & Heat $ 706
OPFES Elec, Water, Landscaping $1,061
OSES Asbestos & Lead Paint Survey $1,200

Total $2,967
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SUBJECT: LIBRARY —FY 15 GRANT CARRYOVER
AND FY 16 GRANT FUNDS

A-FY-16-
MONTGOMERY-FLOYD REGIONAL LIBRARY
CARRYOVER FY 15 GRANT BALANCE AND
FY 16 GRANT FUNDS

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2016, for the function and
in the amount as follows:

711  Regional Library $32,352

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows

Revenue Account

451500 Fund Balance $30,602
424401 State Grants $ 1,750

Total $32,352

Said resolution appropriates state grant funds remaining at year end FY
2015 and additional state grant funds received in FY 2016.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Carryforward FY 15 Grant funds and additional
State dollars.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates $32,352 in grant funds
received in FY 2015 ($30,602) and FY 2016
($1,750). These funds will be used to purchase
computers for public use and library
materials/books.

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT - LOCAL
MATCH - TRANSFER FROM GENERAL AND
SPECIAL CONTINGENCIES

A-FY-16-
PUBLIC HEATH DEPARTMENT
TRANSFER FROM GENERAL AND
SPECIAL CONTINGENCES

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that a transfer of appropriation is hereby authorized, as follows:

FROM:
950  General Contingencies ($22,809)
960  Special Contingencies ($51,771)

Total ($74,580)
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C.

TO.

530  Public Health Department $74,580

Said resolution transfers funds from Contingencies to the Public Health
Department for the County’s match requirement.

ISSUE/PURPOSE:

JUSTIFICATION:

APPOINTMENTS

1.

SUBJECT:

Public Health Department Local Match

The Public Health Department is funded on a
formula basis with costs shared between the state
(61.7%) and the County (38.3%). The County set
aside additional local funding of $51,771 in Special
Contingencies in anticipation of additional state
funds for FY 16. This resolution transfers those
funds from Special Contingencies. The Health
Department also received state funding to support
Montgomery County’s Environmental Health
Program. This program performs services including
restaurant inspections, septic tank and well design
and repair, and animal bite investigations to prevent
rabies. County funds of $22,809 are transferred
from General Contingencies to match these state
funds.

NEW RIVER VALLEY AGENCY ON AGING
REAPPOINT DEENA A. FLINCHUM

R-FY-16-

NEW RIVER VALLEY AGENCY ON AGING
REAPPOINT DEENA A. FLINCHUM

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby re-appoints Deena A. Flinchum to the New River Valley
Agency on Aging effective October 1, 2015 and expiring September 30, 2016.

ISSUE/PURPOSE:

JUSTIFICATION:

Re-appoint Deena A. Flinchum to the Agency on
Aging.

See TAB _C __ for a copy of the letter from Ms.
Flinchum stating her wish to be re-appointed to the
Agency on Aging. This is an annual appointment;
there is no term limit.
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BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY AND THE TOWN OF CHRISTIANSBURG

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this___ day of September 2015, by and
between the County of Montgomery, Virginia (“the County”) a County of the Commonwealth
of Virginia and the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia (“the Town”) a municipal corporation of
the Commonwealth of Virginia, (collectively referred to as “Owner”).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the County and Town hereunto have entered into negotiations regarding a
voluntary change of the boundary line between the Town and the unincorporated portion of the
County for the purpose of removing from the Town approximately 12.117 acres located on the
Northeast boundary of the Town and the unincorporated area of the County adjacent to
Cinnabar Road and the U.S. Route 460 By-Pass as shown on the attached Plat entitled
“Boundary Adjustment Survey for Montgomery County, Situated in Town of Christiansburg,
Virginia”, dated 19 AUG 2015 (“the Boundary Adjustment Plat”); and

WHEREAS, the removal of the 12.117 acres from the Town into the unincorporated
area of County will not adversely affect the ability of the County and/or the Town to meet the
needs of its residents; and

WHEREAS, there are no citizens residing or conducting business within the area
proposed to be removed from the Town in to the unincorporated area of the County’s; and

WHEREAS, the County intends to construct a new animal shelter on a portion of the
area subject to this proposed boundary adjustment that is located adjacent to County owned
property located outside the Town in the unincorporated area of the County.

WHEREAS, by removing 12.117 acres from the incorporated boundary of the Town

enables the County to comply with one set of regulatory processes when constructing the new





animal shelter because the shelter will not be partially located in the Town and in the
unincorporated area of the County and it clarifies the Town/County boundary for emergency
services in the area along the U.S. Route 460 By-Pass.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants herein
contained, the parties agree as follows:

1. The County and Town agree that a new boundary line shall be established between
the County and the Town by removing approximately 12.117 acres from the Town incorporated
boundary to the unincorporated area of the County. The area to be removed from the Town
incorporated boundary into the unincorporated area of the County is shown more particularly
upon a plat entitled “Boundary Adjustment Survey For Montgomery County Situated in the
Town of Christiansburg, Virginia”, dated 19 AUG 2015, prepared by Charles H. Forbes, IV,
L.S., for Thompson & Litton, a copy of which plat is attached hereto as Exhibit A and made a
part of this Boundary Adjustment Agreement.

2. The County agrees to be responsible for the County’s and the Town’s expenses for
the notices of the public hearings required to be held by the Town Council and by the County
Board of Supervisors for the consideration of this Agreement.

3. The County and Town agree that the 12.117 acres shall remain in the Christiansburg
water and sewer services area.

4. Pursuant to Section 15.2-3108 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, the Town
and the County shall promptly petition the Circuit Court of Montgomery County to have this
common boundary line changed as agreed herein.

5. The County and Town agree to perform any and all requirements of Section 15.2-
3107 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, which may be necessary to accomplish the

agreed upon boundary change.





6. The new Town incorporation boundary line shall become effective once a final
order has been entered by the Circuit Court of Montgomery County or other Court on final
appeal.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement as of the date
written above.

County of Montgomery, Virginia

By:

William H. Brown, Chair

Town of Christiansburg, Virginia

By:

D. Michael Barber, Mayor

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
COUNTY OF , to-wit;

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this __ day of
2015, by William H. Brown, Chair of the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Vlrglnla

Notary Public

My commission expires:
Registration Number:






COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
COUNTY OF , to-wit:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
2015, by D. Michael Barber, Mayor of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia.

Notary Public

My commission expires:
Registration Number:
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AT AN ADJOURNED MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY
OF MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 26™ DAY OF MAY, 2015 AT 6:00 P.M. IN
THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 755
ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT:  William H. Brown -Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Vice Chair
Gary D. Creed -Supervisors
Matthew R. Gabriele
M. Todd King

Annette S. Perkins (arrived at 7:55 p.m.)
Christopher A. Tuck

F. Craig Meadows -County Administrator

Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney

Emily Gibson -Planning Director

Ruth Richey -Public Information Officer
Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors

CALL TO ORDER

The Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. Adjustment and Appeals Board
2. Community Services Board
3. Library Board
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©)

Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Probable
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing in Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consultation
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Old Sourwood Road

Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Former Blacksburg Middle School Property

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

NAY
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Annette S. Perkins

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Closed Meeting to return to

Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

NAY
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Annette S. Perkins
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CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County 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
Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia 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 (ii) only
such public business matters as were identified in the motion conveying the closed meeting were

heard, discussed or considered by the Board.

VOTE

AYES

Mary W. Biggs
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King
William H. Brown

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Annette S. Perkins

ABSENT DURING MEETING
Annette S. Perkins

INVOCATION

A moment of silence was led by the Chair.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.
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PRESENTATIONS, RECOGNITIONS AND AWARDS

100 West Main Street Development

Michael Miller made a presentation on the proposed development at 100 West Main Street in
Christiansburg, former Main Street Baptist Church. Mr. Miller stated his vision is to develop a
multi-purpose regional music, art, and cultural venue on the vacant church property in the
ongoing effort to bring vibrancy and tourism to the downtown area. He provided the Board with
a visual rendering of the proposed redevelopment.

Mr. Miller believes the venue would be financially successful because of ample parking
availability, its location within the historic district, its close proximity to two universities, 1-81
and Route 460, the Crooked Road, and the Transamerica bike route. The proposed venue is also
within a fifty mile radius of approximately 300,000 people. Mr. Miller provided examples of
similar venues, such as the Lincoln Theater in Marion, Virginia.

He stated that investors would be necessary to meet the costs of the project, estimated to be
approximately three million dollars, not including the cost to purchase the property, and
operating costs. Mr. Miller asked for collaboration with the County in advertising, grant writing,
loan guarantees, and possible tax incentives and financial support.

PUBLIC HEARING

Comprehensive Plan Policy Map Designation Amendment — James Hoge

Request by the James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al (Agent: Balzer And Associates, Inc.) for an
amendment to the 2025 Montgomery County Comprehensive Plan to change the policy
map designation of approximately 171.896 acres of property located east of Brooksfield
Road, North of Prices Fork Road and identified as Tax Map Nos. 052-3-2; 52-1-20, 21, 22, 23,
24, 25 (Parcel 1D 160511) from Resource Stewardship to Village Expansion with a further
designation of Low-Density Residential in the Prices Fork Village Plan.

Emily Gibson, Planning Director, provided a summary of the Comprehensive Plan Policy Map
Designation Amendment. The applicant, James Hoge, has requested a policy map designation
amendment of approximately 171.896 acres located east of Brooksfield Road and north of Prices
Fork Road. The applicant has stated the desire to develop the property as a residential
subdivision.

At their May 20, 2015 meeting, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the
comprehensive plan amendment to change the future land designation of the property from
Resource Stewardship to Village Expansion with a further designation of Low-Density
Residential in the Prices Fork Village Plan.
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Steve Semones with Balzer and Associates, agent for the applicant, summarized this request.
The property in question is part of the Hoge Farm with 273 acres remaining in a conservation
easement. Mr. Hoge would like to develop the 171.896 acres as residential.

There being no speakers the public hearing was closed.

Action after Public Hearing:

Supervisor Tuck asked fellow Board members to consider taking action on the Hoge’s request as
there was no opposition.

ORD-FY-15-09
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2025 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FUTURE LAND
USE MAP AND THE PRICES FORK VILLAGE PLAN LAND USE POLICY MAP
DESIGNATION OF APPROXIMATELY 172 ACRES LOCATED EAST OF
BROOKSFIELD ROAD, NORTH OF PRICES FORK ROAD IN THE PRICES FORK
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS TAX MAP
NOS. 052-3-2. 052-1-20, 21, 22, 23, 24 AND 25 FROM RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP TO
VILLAGE EXPANSION WITH A FURTHER DESIGNATION OF LOW-DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL IN THE PRICES FORK VILLAGE PLAN.

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by M. Todd King and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of Montgomery,
Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby amends the 2025 Comprehensive Plan Future
Land Use Map and the Prices Fork Village Plan Land Use Policy Map designation for
approximately 172 acres located east of Brooksfield Road and north of Prices Fork Road in the
Prices Fork Magisterial District more particularly described as Tax Map Nos. 052-3-2, 052-1-20,
21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 from the designation of Resource Stewardship to the designation of
Village Expansion with a further designation of low density residential in the Prices Fork Village
Plan.

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby finds that these
amendments to the Montgomery County 2025 Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map and to
the Prices Fork Village Plan Land Use Policy Map meet the requirements of Section PLU 1.1.1
Policy Area Designations of the Montgomery County 2025 Comprehensive Plan.

This action was commenced upon the application of the James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al
(Agent: Balzer And Associates, Inc.).

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption.
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The vote on the forgoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT DURING VOTE
Christopher A. Tuck None Annette S. Perkins
Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

PUBLIC ADDRESS

Susan Worrell expressed her concern with the proposed Mountain Valley Pipeline and the lack
of information pertaining to the location of existing pipelines in the area.

Tom Hoffman believes EQT and NextEra tend to mislead citizens regarding the proposed
pipeline project and the proposed compressor station. He stated that the company knows where
they want to construct the compressor station but does not want to release the location. He stated
that the region is just a pass thru for the natural gas and no one in the region will hook onto the
line. Mr. Hoffman also stated that there will only be 25 permanent jobs in Virginia, the rest will
be brought in for specialized jobs.

Rick Fenrich expressed concerns with the proposed pipeline. Mr. Fenrich stated the economic
benefit for Montgomery County and the State of Virginia are not that great and seem to be
decreasing each time EQT updates their website. He stated that the cost to commit to distribute
the gas in the area outweighs the benefit.

Jennifer Fenrich expressed numerous concerns with the proposed pipeline.  She sees no
benefits to the residents by having a pipeline constructed in area and that the landowner will have
to pay taxes on the right-of-way located on their property. She is concerned about leaks that will
affect the water sources and air. Ms. Fenrick also stated that EQT provided contradicting
information and submitted last minute documents to FERC before the scoping meeting was held
in Roanoke. She asked the Board to stand united and ban together to educate the citizens and
write letters to the County’s federal and state representatives.

Sandra Schlaudecker addressed the Board regarding her concerns about the proposed compressor
station to be located in Montgomery County and the release of chemical pollution, air pollution,
the greenhouse effect and proper insurance required by the County of the Mountain Valley
Pipeline. Ms. Schlaudecker also requested the Board to review the County’s ordinance regarding
pollutants.
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Carl Zipper addressed the Board regarding the noise that may be produced by the compressor
station proposed by Mountain Valley Pipeline in Montgomery County. He encouraged the
Board to express the Board’s concern with FERC and to enact an ordinance against excessive
noise in a manner that would not restrict the current land uses.

Angela Stanton stated that the deadline to submit comments to FERC regarding the proposed
Mountain Valley Pipeline is June 16, 2015. Ms. Stanton expressed her concern that the citizens
of the New River Valley have the right to know where the exact location of the compression
station will located before the comment period deadline. She is concerned about the potential
release of toxins from the jet turbine engines that will be used at the compressor station. She
believes Mountain Valley Pipeline is being irresponsible by withholding information and FERC
for not extending the comment period.

Tina Badger addressed her concerns about the pipeline and compressor station after they are no
longer needed and served their purpose. Mountain Valley Pipeline has provided no information
about a plan for closure and maintenance of the pipeline after it is closed. She expressed concern
with the possible corrosion and collapse of the pipe over time and costs related to removal of the

pipe.

Karen Ellingson addressed the Board with issue of roads in Preston Forest if the pipeline is
approved. Ms. Ellingson asked who is going to build new roads or repair the current roads after
they are destroyed by the heavy construction equipment. She also said the Catawba Road is
narrow and windy with weight limits. Ms. Ellingson expressed concern with the noise of the
machinery during construction at all hours of the day.

Janis Geyer addressed numerous concerns she has with the proposed Mountain Valley Pipeline.
Ms. Geyer noted that the proposed Alternate 93 Route that is going through the Jefferson
National Forest away from Preston Forest Subdivision is not ideal. The terrain is too steep and
she believes the alternate route was suggested to appease the residents in Preston Forest. Ms.
Geyer also expressed concerns with fracking, corroding pipes underground causing leaks near
springs and water supplies, and collapse of the pipe due to the karst terrian of the area.

Matthew Pickett addressed the impact to the quality of life in Montgomery County if a pipeline
is approved. Mr. Pickett stated that the Town of Blacksburg has been voted one of the best
places to live and he believes people will leave the area. He also addressed issues with fracking,
the size of a compressor station, noise pollution, and health impacts.

Pat Tracy spoke about the number of houses that will fall within or very near the estimated
construction zone for the pipeline and will be demolished. Ms. Tracy stated that there are several
houses that fall only fifty feet from the construction easement. She believes that Mountain
Valley Pipeline should be required to purchase the property, or the area around the house if it is
a large acreage, at fair market value. Ms. Tracy also stated if the pipeline follows Alternate
Route 91 that encompasses all of Jefferson Forest Lane, it will cut off any access in or out for the
residents and the residents on Susannah Drive.
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Bob Tracy addressed the Board, from a scientific point of view, about MVP’s resource
documents they have posted regarding geological and water resources. He believes the
documents to be naive, unrealistic, simplistic and riddled with errors and misstatements in regard
to blasting, and makeup of the bedrock in the vicinity of Preston Forest and Coal Bank Ridge
neighborhoods.

Doug Chancey stated he lives within four miles of the proposed compressor station and urged the
Board to oppose the compressor station being located in Montgomery County. He asked if the
Board of Supervisors has done everything they can possibly do to stop the pipeline. Mr.
Chauncey stated the Board needs to make Mountain Valley Pipeline realize a pipeline is not
needed in the region just so that they can move natural gas to a foreign country.

Betty Hahn spoke in opposition to any routes proposed by Mountain Valley Pipeline and to a
compressor station being built in the prestigious area of Catawba. Ms. Hahn stated a compressor
station will need at least a 40 acre parcel and the land in Catawba is karst terrain. She also stated
that the North Fork River provides water to over a million people and a compressor station will
cause water, air, light and noise pollution.

Bill Henley urged the Board to be an advocate for the residents along the path of the proposed
pipeline. He also asked the Board to define what the Board can legally do to help stop the
pipeline. Mr. Henley stated the residents in the path of the Alternate 93 route will lose their land
and there are no benefits in living next to a pipeline.

Robin Scully stated her property is included in an alternate route but it is important to stress the
mental health issues associated with living near a natural gas pipeline or a compressor station.
Ms. Scully stated the proposed pipeline life is short-term and not worth the stress and anxiety of
not having a safe environment to live in.

Margret Roston believes the location of a compressor station will impact tourism in the County
in the Catawba area. She also stated major erosion will occur and pollution to the water source
in the area. Ms. Roston stated that water used for fracking over an 8 year period could have
provided water to 200 million citizens.

Brad Kline stated the alternate route being proposed is not any better than the original route as it
will go through a heavily wooded development and in a karst terrain. He stated a pipeline will
damage wells and pollute ground water.

Diane Richardson suggested the Board of Supervisors join forces with other localities and form a
consortium to gain more power in order to fight Mountain Valley Pipeline . Ms. Richardson also
suggested the Board deal directly with FERC. FERC is only an administrator that works for
Congress.

Supervisor Perkins arrived at 7:55 p.m.

There being no further speakers, the public address session was closed.
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CONSENT AGENDA

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously, the
Consent Agenda dated May 26, 2015 was approved. The vote was as follows:

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY
Christopher A. Tuck None
Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins

William H. Brown

Approval of Minutes

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously, the
minutes dated March 9 and March 16, 2015 were approved.

Appropriations and Transfers

A-FY-15-88
COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING
On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2015, for the function and in the amount as follows:
200 Commonwealth’s Attorney $2,941
The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
419104 Confiscations $2,941

Said resolution appropriates monies received as part of the Forfeited Asset Sharing
Program from the Department of Criminal Justice Services.
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A-FY-15-89
SHERIFF
RECOVERED COSTS

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2015, for the function and in the amount as follows:

320  Sheriff County $5,678
321  Sheriff Project Lifesaver $ 710
Total $6,388

The sources of the funds for the foregoing appropriation are as follows:

Revenue Account

419108 Recovered Costs $4,528
419104 Confiscations $1,150
424401 Project Lifesaver $ 710

Total $6,388

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs, confiscations and Project Lifesaver funds.

Appointments

R-FY-15-127
APPOINTMENT
LOCAL WORKFORCE INVESTMENT BOARD
REAPPOINT MICHAEL B. MILLER

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia hereby
recommends that Michael B. Miller be reappointed to the New River/Mount Rogers

Workforce Investment Board as the business (private sector) representative for Montgomery
County effective July 1, 2015 and expiring June 30, 2018.

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:
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1. Mountain Valley Pipeline (Officials from MVP will update the Board on information
regarding the project)

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY
Matthew R. Gabriele None
Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck
William H. Brown

Mountain Valley Pipeline
Maurice Royster with EQT and Aaron Ruby, Public Relations Specialist with Capital Results,
provided an update on the proposed Mountain Valley Pipeline.

The Project is proposed by Mountain Valley Pipeline, a joint venture between affiliates of EQT
Corporation and NextEra Energy, Inc., seeks authorization from the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) to construct and operate approximately 286 miles of new 36-inch to 42-
inch-diameter natural gas pipeline in Wetzel, Harrison, Doddridge, Lewis, Braxton, Webster,
Nicholas, Greenbrier, Fayette, Summers, and Monroe Counties, West Virginia and Giles,
Montgomery, Roanoke, Franklin, and Pittsylvania Counties in Virginia.

Additional aboveground facilities would include four new compressor stations in Wetzel,
Braxton, and Greenbrier Counties, West Virginia and Montgomery County, Virginia.

The Project is designed to transport about 2.0 billion cubic feet per day of natural gas from
Marcellus and Utica production areas in the Appalachian Basin to markets in the Mid-Atlantic
and Southeastern United States.

Civil surveys and environmental studies to evaluate feasibility of each route and determine the
best route with least overall impact to landowners, environment and cultural resources, are
ongoing.

Surveys and Scoping Studies are as follows:

- Civil Surveys

- Stream & Wetland

- Protected Species

- Archaeological & Architectural

- Geological & Karst (Draper Aden Associates — Blacksburg, Va conducting study)
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FERC scoping period is from April — June to identify all issues to be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Future scoping meetings are as follows:

- May 5, 2015 — Eastern Montgomery High School, Elliston, VA
- May 7, 2015 — Chatham High School, Chatham, VA

Below are Draft Resource Reports that have been or will be filed with FERC:

1 — Project Description (March 27, 2015)

2 — Water Use & Quality (May 22, 2015)

3 —Fish, Wildlife & Vegetation (April 24, 2015)
4 — Cultural Resources (April 24, 2015)

5 — Socioeconomics (April 10, 2015)

6 — Geologic Resources (May 22, 2015)

7 — Soils (March 27, 2015)

8 — Land Use, Recreation & Aesthetics (March 27, 2015)
9 — Air & Noise Quality (May 22, 2015)

10 — Alternatives (April 14, 2015)

11 — Reliability & Safety (April 10, 2015)

12 — PCB Contamination (April 10, 2015)

Final reports will be filed with the final submission application to FERC.

Mr. Royster reported that land survey is being conducted along the proposed route. They will
modify the route parcel to parcel, depending on the nature of the parcel and landowner request.
Below are examples of route modifications that have been completed:

Shifted east 160 feet at the landowner request

Shifted west 330 feet at the landowner request

Shifted north up to 330 feet to move away from existing pond

Shifted west up to 310 feet to the edge of an existing transmission line corridor
Shifted north up to 260 feet to minimize tree clearing and improve constructability

There is ongoing consultation with state and federal agencies and non-governmental
organizations to identify potential impacts to environment and cultural resources, and determine
best way to minimize impacts. Some of the agencies are:

Minutes, May 26, 2015
Page 12 of 18





State and Federal Agencies

U.S. Forest Service

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Services

Virginia Department of Conservation & Recreation

Non-Governmental Organizations:
Virginia Outdoor Foundation

National Trust for Historic Preservation
Nature Conservancy

Mr. Royster reported that they have identified four compressor stations along the proposed route
as follows:

Bradshaw Station — Wetzel County, WV

Harris Station — Braxton County, WV

Stallworth Station — Fayette, WV

Swann Station — Montgomery, VA (Mile Post 220.5) — This site is still under review.

Currently only a preliminary analysis has been conducted. A typical site for a compressor station
consists of 100 acres with only 10 acres being disturbed. A permit from the Department of
Environment Quality (DEQ) is required.

Mr. Royster stated that there is still a lot of fact finding before a final route can be proposed. He
understands there are still a lot of questions at the present time; however, until all the surveys and
studies have been completed and evaluated, a viable route cannot be identified. A submission to
FERC with the final route will be filed by the end of the year.

The Board took this opportunity to direct questions to Mr. Royster and Mr. Ruby regarding the
proposed pipeline. Board members expressed concern that Mountain Valley Pipeline is not
forthcoming with information. Localities and landowners have the right to know the exact
location of the route in order to file their comments with FERC and get answers to numerous
questions.

Mr. Ruby commented that once a final route has been filed, then FERC will hold a 12 month
review and will accept comments.

Chair Brown asked when Mountain Valley Pipeline representatives will provide their next
update to the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Royster stated he will contact MVP to determine the
next possible date but it will not be until they have imperative information to share. He will
contact the County Administrator in the near future.

The Chair thanked Mr. Royster and Mr. Ruby for attending the Board meeting and he thanked
the citizens for all their comments regarding the proposed pipeline.
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OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Annette S. Perkins and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY
Gary D. Creed None
M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown

NEW BUSINESS

R-FY-15-128
RESOLUTION OF COMMEMORATION
FORMER MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
HENRY F. JABLONSKI

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Annette S. Perkins and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The death of Henry F. Jablonski on April 26, 2015 has touched and
saddened all those who knew and loved him; and

WHEREAS, Henry F. Jablonski served on the Montgomery County Board of
Supervisors from 1981 through 1997, and served as Chair in 1988, 1989, 1991, 1996 and as Vice
Chair in 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986,1987, 1992 and 1997; and

WHEREAS, Henry F. Jablonski devoted sixteen years as a member of the Board of
Supervisors during a period of time that numerous projects were initiated through his leadership
which has continued to have a revitalizing and growing impact on our community far beyond his
time in office, which includes his efforts toward the financing and construction of the Riner Fire
Station in 1984-85 and completion of the Montgomery-Floyd Regional Library in Christiansburg
which was constructed in 1986; and

WHEREAS, Montgomery County has benefited greatly from Henry F. Jablonski’s
leadership for education and public safety of all Montgomery County residents through his
support in the development of libraries, schools and fire/rescue stations.
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NOW, THEREFORE, In recognition of Henry F. Jablonski’s many contributions to
Montgomery County and its citizens, the Board of Supervisors expresses deep appreciation for
his dedication to the progress of this county and extends to his family sincere sympathy upon his
passing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be presented to the
family of Henry F. Jablonski and that a copy be made a part of the official minutes of
Montgomery County, that his memory may be so honored and ever cherished.

The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY
M. Todd King None
Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

R-FY-15-129
RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
ALLAN BOOKOUT

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Annette S. Perkins and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Allan Bookout has served as a member of the Montgomery County
Economic Development Authority from November 2004 through February 2015; and

WHEREAS, Allan Bookout served as Chairman of the Economic Development
Authority in 2013-2014; and

WHEREAS, The County recognizes the impartial and dedicated service that Allan
Bookout has rendered the citizens of Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors, on behalf of the entire citizenship,
extends a unanimous vote of appreciation and gratitude to Allan Bookout for his service to the
community.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be presented to
Allan Bookout and that a copy be made a part of the official Minutes of Montgomery County.
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The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY
Mary W. Biggs None
Annette S. Perkins

Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

William H. Brown

R-FY-15-130
RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
TODD MURRAY

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck seconded by M. Todd King and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Todd Murray has served as a member of the Montgomery County
Economic Development Authority from June 2005 through February 2015; and

WHEREAS, Todd Murray served as Chairman of the Economic Development Authority
in 2010-2011; and

WHEREAS, The County recognizes the impartial and dedicated service that Todd
Murray has rendered the citizens of Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors, on behalf of the entire citizenship,
extends a unanimous vote of appreciation and gratitude to Todd Murray for his service to the
community.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be presented to Todd
Murray and that a copy be made a part of the official Minutes of Montgomery County.

The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY
Annette S. Perkins None
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown
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R-FY-15-131
RESOLUTION OF RECOGNITION
MOUNT TABOR RURITAN CLUB

50" ANNIVERSARY

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Since 1928, Ruritan Clubs have dedicated themselves to improving
communities and building a better America through fellowship, goodwill, and community
service; and

WHEREAS, In 2015, the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club proudly celebrates 50 years of
dedicated service to the Blacksburg and Montgomery County communities; and

WHEREAS, Chartered on July 16, 1965, the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club’s membership
represented the diverse community, bringing together textile and factory workers, educators,
postal carriers, farmers, lawyers, merchants, clergy, and local government officials to achieve a
common good; and

WHEREAS, The Mount Tabor Ruritan Club is dedicated to improving our community
and building a better America through “Fellowship, Goodwill and Community Service”; and

WHEREAS, The Mount Tabor Ruritan Club has made many valuable contributions to
the local community by providing needed funds to area organizations, promoting community
fellowship, and assisting in service efforts; and

WHEREAS, The members of the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club have generously given of
their time and talents over the years to make their community a better place in which to live and
work, and look forward to continuing to serve local residents in the future.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia that the Board hereby commends the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club for its
contributions to the community on the occasion of its 50th anniversary.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be presented to the Mount
Tabor Ruritan Club as an expression of the Board of Supervisors congratulations and admiration
for its decades of service.
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The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY
Christopher A. Tuck None
Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins

William H. Brown

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

The County Administrator reported on the following items:

- Public Safety Building is near completion. The Eagle statue is being restored and will be
placed on a new pedestal.

- Roanoke Valley Regional Commission has suggested a joint board meeting among
surrounding localities to be held in the future.

BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

Supervisor Perkins attended the VACo Region 10 & 11 District meeting in Rocky Mount.
There were excellent speakers with area Delegates and Senators in attendance. Agenda items
included discussion on taxation and significant interests between the counties located in Region
10 & 11. It was noted that the majority of the counties in Region 10 & 11 were rural in nature.

Supervisor King thanked all the citizens for attending the Board meeting.

Supervisor Biggs attended the 8" annual “Police Officers’ Memorial Service” held at the
Government Center on May 18, 2015. The event is to remember officers who have fallen in the
line of duty.

ADJOURNMENT

The Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Monday, June 8, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. The meeting
adjourned at 11:00 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
William H. Brown F. Craig Meadows
Chair County Administrator
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Deena A Flinchum
201 Graves Avenue, Blackshurg, VA 24060
540-953-1866 dflinchu@blacksburg.net
August 27, 2015

Office of County Administration
County Administrator Craig Meadows
755 Roanoke St Suite 21
Christiansburg, VA 24073-3181

Dear Mr. Meadows:

First of all, thank you for enabling me to serve this last year as a member of the New
River Valley Agency on Aging Board of Directors, where I now serve as treasurer. |
would like to continue serving on this board.

I will be happy to comply with whatever rules you have regarding appointment to the
Agency on Aging Board of Directors. Please contact me with instructions as to where we
go from here if you need anything more from me.

Decne . Sollecklen

Deena A Flinchum

Thank you for your consideration.

Cc Tina King
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RFP Results Summary

Montgomery County, Virginia
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Recent Interest Rate Trends

® Tax-exempt interest rates remain near all-time lows and have been relatively volatile since the start of 2015.

® |t is unclear how long rates will remain at their current level.

20-Year AAA MMD (Since 1990) 20-Year AAA MMD (Past Year)
8.00% 3.20%
7.00% 3.00%
6.00% 2.80%
5.00% 2.60%
4.00% 2.40%
3.00% 2.20%
2.00% 200%
P o F P &P F PP %'\P‘ NN 05»“‘ NV EN I '§° &N
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Note: Data as of September 2, 2015.

DAveENPORT & COMPANY
September 14, 2015 Montgomery County, Virginia 3





Direct Bank Loan Solicitation

® On Tuesday, August 18, 2015, Davenport & Company on behalf of Montgomery County, Virginia (the
“County”), distributed a Request for Proposal (“RFP”) to over 25 local, regional and national lending
institutions for the purchase of the Economic Development Authority of Montgomery County’s (the
“Authority”) Taxable Revenue Refunding Bond up to $9,750,000.

— The RFP was distributed to refund both of the Authority’s outstanding Taxable Revenue Bond, Series
2011; and the Taxable Revenue Note, Series 2015 with the objective of reducing the combined debt
service.

® On Thursday, September 3rd, Davenport received a proposal from Union Bank & Trust
— A detailed summary of their proposal has been included on the following page.

m Reasons other lending institutions elected not to provide a proposal for the County’s Series 2015 Bond
include but are not limited to the following:

— The project is considered non-essential government use;

— Montgomery County was not the underlying borrower (support only);
— Montgomery County is out of their bank’s market footprint;

— Unable to provide a fixed rate for the desired term;

— Do not have an appetite for taxable bonds; and,

— Unable to provide financing for revenue/subject to appropriation type credits.

DavenrorT & COMPANY
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Summary of Proposal

Union Bank & Trust’s Proposal

Refunding of Series 2011 Bond and 2015 Note

Amount: Up to $9,750,000
Rate: Op’_tion 1: 2.57% (5 Year Rate/20 Year Amorti_zati_on)
Option 2: 3.50% (10 Year Rate/20 Year Amortization)
Prepayment: Prepayable without penalty at anytime
Closing Costs: None
Subject to Credit Approval: Yes
Accept by: Not Specified
Close by: Week of October b, 2015
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Debt Service Comparison — 2.57%

DAvENPORT & COMPANY

Series 2015 ,
. . . Debt Service
Prior Bond Debt Service Refunding .
Savings
2.57%

Fiscal
Year Union Floyd* Total Total Total
2016 $391,068 $54,593 $445,662 $398,580 $47,082
2017 586,602 72,791 659,393 613,199 46,194
2018 586,602 72,791 659,393 613,199 46,194
2019 586,602 72,791 659,393 613,199 46,194
2020 586,602 74,586 661,188 613,199 47,989
2021 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2022 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2023 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2024 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2025 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2026 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2027 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2028 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2029 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2030 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2031 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2032 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2033 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2034 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
2035 586,602 83,558 670,160 613,199 56,961
Total $11,536,508 $1,600,924 $13,137,432 ; $12,049,365 | $1,088,067

Note:
Shaded
areas
indicate
years in
which the
interest
rate is not
fixed.

*Note: Starting in May 2020, the Bank of Floyd Note has an increase in monthly debt service from $6,065 to $6,963.
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Debt Service Comparison — 3.50%

Series 2015 Debt Service
Prior Bond Debt Service Refunding .
3.50% Savings

Fiscal
Year Union Floyd* Total Total Total
2016 $391,068 $54,593 $445,662 $432,872 $12,789
2017 586,602 72,791 659,393 665,957 (6,564)
2018 586,602 72,791 659,393 665,957 (6,564)
2019 586,602 72,791 659,393 665,957 (6,564)
2020 586,602 74,586 661,188 665,957 (4,769)
2021 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2022 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2023 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2024 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2025 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2026 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2027 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2028 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2029 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2030 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2031 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2032 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2033 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2034 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
2035 586,602 83,558 670,160 665,957 4,203
Total $11,536,508 $1,600,924 $13,137,432 | $13,086,056 $51,376

DavenrorT & COMPANY

Note:
Shaded
areas
indicate
years in
which the
interest
rate is not
fixed.

*Note: Starting in May 2020, the Bank of Floyd Note has an increase in monthly debt service from $6,065 to $6,963.
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Recommendation & Rationale

m Davenport recommends the County accept the 2.57% rate fixed for 5 years from Union Bank & Trust to
refund the County’s Series 2011 Bond and Series 2015 Note. This recommendation is based upon the

following:

— Union’s proposal of 2.57% is lower than the existing rates of 3.40% and 3.04%.

— The Authority is able to reduce debt service payments, in the first five years, by approximately $3,900
monthly, or $46,200 annually.

— Union’s proposal maintains prepayment flexibility of the outstanding Bond and Note.

DAveENPORT & COMPANY
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Fiscal Policy Guidelines Review

Montgomery County, Virginia
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

m Fiscal Policy Guidelines are the basis for sound financial management. These formally adopted guidelines set
the framework for budgets and debt management now and into the future.

m Davenport, in our capacity as Financial Advisor, periodically reviews the County’s adopted Financial Policy
Guidelines.

— Due to the changing credit markets, particularly in accord with our conversations with the three national
credit rating agencies, Davenport will discuss potential new/revised Financial Policy Guidelines.

DavenrorT & COMPANY
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Existing Fund Balance Policy:

® “The General Fund reserve target is eight to ten
percent of general fund plus school operating fund
revenues. For the purpose of determining if the
target has been met, the unassigned fund balance
of the general fund is compared to the general fund
plus school operating fund revenues, excluding the
general fund transfer to the school operating fund.”

Davenport Recommendation:

®m Davenport recommends the County considers
making the upper target of 12% the floor rate and
removing the current floor rate of 8% from the Policy.

m Additionally, add language stating that fund balance
should only be used for one-time uses and a
description on how unassigned fund balance would
be replenished if the amount drops below the
guideline.

m Add clarifying language to the policy by replacing
“General Fund reserve target” with “General Fund
unassigned fund balance”.

DavenrorT & COMPANY

Unassigned Fund Balanceasa
Percent of Operating Revenues

Montgomery County (Aa2)

National Aaa Median
National Aal Median
National Aa2 Median

Virginia Aaa Median
Virginia Aal Median
Virginia Aa2 Median

Culpeper County (Aa2)
Fluvanna County (Aa2)

Isle Of Wight County (Aa2)
Powhatan County (Aa2)
Prince George County (Aa2)
Roanoke County (Aa2)
Spotsylvania County (Aa2)
Warren County (Aa2)

o
ES

10% 20% 30%

Source: Moody’s Municipal Financial Ratio Analysis.

September 14, 2015

Montgomery County, Virginia 11





Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Existing Debt Service Policy:

Debt Service as a Percentage of Expenditures

Montgomery County (Aa2) "
®m “The ratio of debt service expenditures as a percent National Aaa Median DN
of governmental fund expenditures should target National Aal Median .
10% but not exceed 12%.” National Aa2 Median - m—
Virginia Aaa Median I
Virginia Aal Median NGNS
. Virginia Aa2 Median I
Davenport Recommendation:
Culpeper County (Aa2) I
Fluvanna County (Aa2) NN
. . . Isle Of Wight County (Aa2) I
m Add additional clarifying language defining Powhatan County (Aa2) |G
governmental fund expenditures (i.e. general fund Prince George County (Aa2) I
| h | rating fund | th neral fund Roanoke County (Aa2) I
plus school operating Tu e_SS e general fu Spotsylvania County (Aa2) NN
transfer to the school operating fund) and to the Warren County (Aa2) N
policy in general (replace “target” with “strive to be 0% 5% 10%  15%  20%
below”).
DAVENPORT & COMPANY Source: Moody’s Municipal Financial Ratio Analysis.
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Existing Debt vs. Assessed Value Policy:

m “Net Debt as a percentage of estimated market
value of taxable property should target 3% but not
exceed 4%.”

Davenport Recommendation:

m Add clarifying language to the policy in general
(replace “target” with “strive to be below”).

DavenrorT & COMPANY

Debtasa Percentage of Assessed Value

Montgomery County (Aa2)

National Aaa Median
National Aal Median
National Aa2 Median

Virginia Aaa Median
Virginia Aal Median
Virginia Aa2 Median

Culpeper County (Aa
Fluvanna County (Aa

Isle Of Wight County (Aa
Powhatan County (Aa
Prince George County (Aa
Roanoke County (Aa
Spotsylvania County (Aa
Warren County (Aa

o
X

1% 2% 3% 4%

Source: Moody’s Municipal Financial Ratio Analysis.
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Example Payout Ratio Policy:

m “Annually, the County will review the 10 year tax
supported debt and lease payout ratio and intends
to maintain the ratio at 60% over a five year period,
with the ratio being no less than 55% in any one
year during the period.”

Davenport Recommendation:

m Davenport recommends the County consider
adopting a 10-year payout ratio policy.

DavenrorT & COMPANY

Payout Ratio

Montgomery County (Aa2)

National Aaa Median
National Aal Median
National Aa2 Median

Virginia Aaa Median
Virginia Aal Median
Virginia Aa2 Median

Culpeper County (Aa2
Fluvanna County (Aa2
Isle Of Wight County (Aa2
Powhatan County (Aa2
(Aa2

(Aa2

(Aa2

(Aa2

Prince George County (Aa2) I
Roanoke County (Aa
Spotsylvania County (Aa

Warren County (Aa

0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 125%

)
)
)
) I
)
)
)
)

Source: Moody’s Municipal Financial Ratio Analysis.
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Existing Policy on Cash Spent on Capital Projects:

m “On all general fund supported debt financed projects, the County will attempt to make a down payment of at
least 5.00% of total project costs in the aggregate from current resources.”

Davenport Recommendation:

®m Davenport recommends a potential amendment/addition to this policy. An example of this language is “The
long term goal is to designate a portion of the annual General Fund cash for one time capital projects.”

DavenrorT & COMPANY
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Formalizing & Reviewing Financial Policies

Existing Debt Per Capita Policy:

m “Net debt per capita should remain under $2,000. Net debt is defined as any and all debt that is tax-
supported.”

Existing Debt vs. Income Policy:

® “The ratio of net debt per capita as a percentage of personal income should target 7.5% but not exceed
10%.”

Davenport Recommendation:

m Davenport believes the County should consider eliminating these policies.

DavenrorT & COMPANY
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Potential Refunding Analysis

Montgomery County, Virginia
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Potential Refunding of Series 2008 Bonds

Summary of Bonds Refunded

Series 2008
Coupon(s) 4.375 - 5.000%
Maturities

Refunded AL - 2026
Par Refunded $41,195,000
Call Date 2/1/2018

Summary of Refunding Results

Gross Savings $2,775,333
gae\’iilr?rgessent Value $2,314,497
Percent Savings 5.62%
All-In TIC 2.84%
Negative Arbitrage $1,775,781

Series 2008 Bonds Series 2015 Refunding Bonds Debt Service
Prior Bond Debt Service Estimated Market Rates as of 8/31/2015 Savings

Fiscal
Year Principal Interest Total Principal Interest Total Total
2016 $0 $1,008,809 $1,008,809 $385,000 $476,095 $861,095 $147,714
2017 - 2,017,619 2,017,619 - 1,958,500 1,958,500 59,119
2018 - 2,017,619 2,017,619 - 1,958,500 1,958,500 59,119
2019 3,745,000 2,017,619 5,762,619 3,575,000 1,958,500 5,533,500 229,119
2020 3,745,000 1,830,369 5,575,369 3,565,000 1,779,750 5,344,750 230,619
2021 3,745,000 1,643,119 5,388,119 3,560,000 1,601,500 5,161,500 226,619
2022 3,745,000 1,479,275 5,224,275 3,575,000 1,423,500 4,998,500 225,775
2023 3,745,000 1,310,750 5,055,750 3,585,000 1,244,750 4,829,750 226,000
2024 3,745,000 1,123,500 4,868,500 3,575,000 1,065,500 4,640,500 228,000
2025 3,745,000 936,250 4,681,250 3,565,000 886,750 4,451,750 229,500
2026 3,745,000 749,000 4,494,000 3,555,000 708,500 4,263,500 230,500
2027 3,745,000 561,750 4,306,750 3,550,000 530,750 4,080,750 226,000
2028 3,745,000 374,500 4,119,500 3,540,000 353,250 3,893,250 226,250
2029 3,745,000 187,250 3,932,250 3,525,000 176,250 3,701,250 231,000
Total $41,195,000 $17,257,428 $58,452,428 | $39,555,000 $16,122,095 $55,677,095 | $2,775,333

Assumes Public Market Issuance (Competitive Sale) closing November 4, 2015 and estimated market rates as of August 31, 2015.

Assumes escrow is funded with SLGS.

All numbers are preliminary, subject to change and net of estimated local costs of issuance plus an underwriter’s discount of $5.00 per bond.
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Next Steps

Date

Action

August 18, 2015 /

Davenport Distributed Request for Proposals to Local, Regional and National
Banking Institutions for Technology Manufacturing Building (“TMB”) loan.

September 3, 2015 /

Davenport Received Responses to the County’s Request for Proposals.

September 14, 2015

County Board Meeting: Davenport presents results and recommendation(s) to
County Board of Supervisors.

September 15, 2015

Authority Meeting: Economic Development Authority takes official action
approving TMB Financing Documents

September 28, 2015

County Board Meeting: Board of Supervisors take official action approving
TMB Financing Documents and take action to Revise Policy Guidelines

Week of October 5

Close on TMB Bank Financing

October 12, 2015

County Board Meeting: County Board of Supervisors takes official action
approving the refunding of the Series 2008 Bonds Financing Documents.

October 20, 2015

Authority Meeting: Economic Development Authority takes official action
approving the refunding of the Series 2008 Bonds Financing Documents.

Week of October 26

Series 2015 Refunding Bonds Issuance.

Week of November 15

Close on Series 2015 Refunding Bonds.

DavenrorT & COMPANY
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August 14, 2015

Mr. Craig Meadows

County Administrator

County of Montgomery

755 Roanoke Street

Christiansburg, Virginia 24073-3179

RE: Planning Grant #15-PG-10
Prices Fork Food Initiative Planning Grant
Contract Execution

Dear Mr. Meadows:
We have completed all steps necessary for the execution of your Planning Grant contract.

Enclosed are two signed originals of the contract. Please sign both originals on the signature
page and at the end of the Assurances. You will observe a notary public must acknowledge your
signature. Then, return one original to me by mail. You will also need to upload the executed
contract into “Projects and Reports” in the Centralized Application and Management System
(CAMS).

Thank you for your cooperation, and we look forward to working with you during
implementation of this project.

Commumty Development Associate Director
Enclosures

cc: Emily Gibson, Montgomery Co Planning
Jennifer Wilsie, NRVRC
Joy Rumley, DHCD

N\ —
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CONTRACT #: 15-PG-10
GRANTEE: County of Montgomery, Virginia

PLANNING GRANT AGREEMENT

This AGREEMENT, entered into as of this 14th day of August, 2015, by and between the
Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development hereinafter referred to as
"DHCD" and the County of Montgomery, Virginia hereinafter referred to as "GRANTEE."

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the Commonwealth of Virginia has been authorized to distribute and administer
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds pursuant to the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974, as amended, and

WHEREAS, DHCD has been authorized by the Governor of Virginia to distribute and administer
CDBG funds in the form of Planning Grants according to the CDBG Program Design, and

WHEREAS, the PROJECT as described in the Planning Grant Proposal as submitted by the
GRANTEE has achieved a sufficiently high ranking through a competitive proposal selection
system to qualify for Planning Grant funding on the basis of the CDBG Program Design,

Now THEREFORE, the above-mentioned parties hereto do mutually agree as follows:

1. DHCD agrees to award the GRANTEE a Planning Grant in an amount of the total allowable
eligible costs in carrying out the activities included in the scope of work herein described.
The initial award is up to $3,000; additional funding up to a combined maximum total of
$30,000 is available on a performance basis (see SPECIAL CONDITIONS).

2. DHCD agrees to provide the GRANTEE with technical assistance in setting up and carrying
out the administration of its Planning Grant.

3. The GRANTEE will commence, carry out and complete the following scope of work (more
thoroughly described in the GRANTEE'S Proposal).

PROJECT TITLE: Prices Fork Food Initiative Planning Grant

OUTCOME: Evaluate and plan the former Prices Fork Elementary School for use as
a food hub, commercial kitchen, restaurant and other food-based
business use. The planning grant will also evaluate the operational

structure and sustainability of the future proposed use.

PRODUCTS: a. Project Mobilization — including initial surveys, facilitated
meetings, and initial research;
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b. Feasibility/Market Study — including demand analysis, financial
feasibility analysis and financing options;

c. Operations/Management Plan - including recommended
ownership structure, business plan, proforma and identifying
potential leasing partnerships;

d. Preliminary Architectural Report - including design concepts and
narrative with detailed cost estimates.

. The aforementioned PROJECT shall be carried out, and grant payments made in strict
conformance with the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.

. The GRANTEE will initiate work on the PRODUCT(S) required by the CONTRACT
DOCUMENTS beginning August 14, 2015 unless grant special condition(s) require
additional action on specified PRODUCT(S) before proceeding with that activity(s). In such
instances the GRANTEE will initiate action to remove the special condition(s) beginning with
the execution of this agreement.

. The GRANTEE shall complete the work as described in the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
within on or before June 30, 2016. If the PRODUCTS are not completed by that date all
CDBG funding and this AGREEMENT shall be terminated and the Grantee shall return all
unexpended funds, unless an amendment to the CONTRACT DOCUMENT provides
otherwise.

. The GRANTEE shall complete the work as described in the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS by
the dates identified in the SPECIAL CONDITIONS. If PRODUCTS are not completed by
that date, all Planning Grant funding and this Agreement may be terminated and the
GRANTEE shall return all unexpended funds, unless an amendment to the CONTRACT
DOCUMENT provides otherwise.

. The term CONTRACT DOCUMENTS means the following documents which are part of this
Agreement, and are incorporated by reference herein as if set out in full:

GRANTEE'S PLANNING GRANT PROPOSAL (including revisions);
AGREEMENT;

PLANNING GRANT MANAGEMENT MANUAL,;

GENERAL CONDITIONS;

SPECIAL CONDITIONS;

AMENDMENTS;

ASSURANCES;

FACILITATED PLANNING STRATEGY; and

PROGRAM DESIGN.

TERQTmEmoAw >
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In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed or caused to be executed by their duly
authorized official this AGREEMENT in duplicate, each copy of which will be deemed an
original.

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

;zé'-;/ ﬂ;égzﬂw—f DATE: 81915

Lisa A. Atkinson, Deputy Director

BY:

City of Richmond,
Commonwealth of Virginia

I do certify that Lisa A. Atkinson personally appeared before me and made oath that she is Deputy
Director of the Department of Housing and Community Development and that she is duly
authorized to execute the foregoing document.

v,
W ‘e,

My commission expires: /’q)r V| 2p L 206 . s\‘{&.-',;,'éﬁé‘?-.'%’?_
S, . Pusuc 7%
Given under my hand this l miﬁay of _Ausugt 20! 5 2 7 { REG. #7167268 1 & T
! Z o MYCommission ¢ =

A z < 3

(]
2%  BXPRES ¢S
MM%QM&%_ N61265 %y R
Notary Public Registration Number %y YearTi oF
i

TN

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

BY: DATE:
Craig Meadows, County Administrator

County of Montgomery,
Commonwealth of Virginia

I do certify that Craig Meadows personally appeared before me and made oath that he is County
Administrator of the County of Montgomery, Virginia and that he is duly authorized to execute

the foregoing document.

My commission expires:

Given under my hand this day of , 20

Notary Public Registration Number
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

. Upon completion of the Facilitated Planning Strategy Session within 60 days of the date of
this contract, and upon completion, submission and acceptance of a written Planning
Strategy, DHCD will release up to $3,000 (based on a negotiated performance budget) to the
GRANTEE. Subsequent payments will be released based solely on completion and delivery
of agreed-upon products. Note that Planning Grant funds may NOT be used to fund the
development of construction grant applications.

. A 2016 Community Improvement Grant (CIG) application may be prepared, depending on the
findings of this planning grant and, if applicable, submitted by the deadline published in the
2016 Program Design.

. Ten percent (10%) of the total grant shall not be reimbursed unless and until all activities,
including the CIG application submission and the completion of the CIG precontract
requirements, have been completed and satisfactorily reviewed by the deadlines outlined
above, regardless of whether the CIG application is funded. Please note that this 10% is
NOT meant to pay for these activities. Rather, it is contract retainage. Neither Planning
Grant nor Construction Grant funds pay for development and submission of a CIG
application. Reasonable expenses involved in the completion of precontract requirements
may be reimbursed out of a CIG (if the applicant is successful), and with a formally executed
approval of those prior-authorized expenses

. A minimum of $3,000 in leverage funds is committed to this project by the locality. These
funds shall be expended prior to or in proportion to DHCD’s Planning Grant funds within the
budget, per activity. If additional leverage funds are committed to the project beyond those
outlined above, the required leverage will remain at the originally approved amount.
Documentation of the expenditure of these funds shall be maintained by the Grantee and
reported to DHCD at the time of request for final payment.

. It must be documented that project area stakeholders are involved in all planning activities
and phases of project development.

. All grant-related work shall occur using a management team concept and representing all
stakeholders, including but not limited to project advocates (sparkplugs), the engineer and/or
architect, project developer, the grant administrator, the Chief Executive, Regional
Commission, and the local Planner, as appropriate.

. Drawdowns against this contract will be accepted and processed only on a pay-for-
performance basis. The benchmarks to be used in determining eligibility for payment will be
negotiated between the locality and the Community Development Specialist. The
benchmarks, compensation, and their schedule shall be considered as an ATTACHMENT to
this CONTRACT. The GRANTEE must include a comparable compensation process for
making payments to contractual service providers, and that process with benchmarks and a
compensation schedule must be included in contracts with service providers.
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8. DHCD reserves the right to end funding at any point beyond the initial investment outlined in
number | above. DHCD may exercise this right at any time beyond the initial investment
should the project prove not to be viable and to be a poor investment of CDBG resources.

9. As the Centralized Application and Management System (CAMS) is implemented, at a
minimum, the following must be observed:

a.

The original executed Grant Agreement, Certification of Signatures and Address and
Project Management Plan must be mailed to DHCD. Copies must also be uploaded into
“Reports and Communication” in CAMS as a contract document.

All products required by this contract must be uploaded into “Reports and
Communication” in CAMS.

All draw down requests must be submitted through “Remittance” in CAMS.

If products are submitted at the same time as a draw down request, the explanation text
box at the bottom of the Remittances screen must note this fact.

The following pre-contract activity documents must be uploaded into “Reports and
Communication” in CAMS: draft program designs and other required plans, Fair
Housing Certification, draft NOI-FONSI advertisement, and draft Request for Release
of Funds and Certification.

The original executed Final Financial Report must be mailed to DHCD. A copy must
also be uploaded into “Reports and Communication” in CAMS as a contract document.
All annual financial audit reports as required by this contract shall be submitted through
CAMS.
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From: oneboyuso@gmail.com [mailto:oneboyuso@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Cody Jackson
Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2015 12:10 PM

To: William H. Brown <brownwh@montgomerycountyva.gov>

Subject: Red Ribben Week

~
My name is Cody Jackson, I am a LCpl Powers Young Marine and also the Founder and President of Operation 99
(also known as One Boy USO).

Tam asking for your help.

As you may know, Red Ribbon Week is quickly approaching. Every year during the last week of October, Young
Marines across the nation are on a mission to spread the word about the importance of fighting against the use and
trafficking of illegal drugs. Red Ribbon Week is the Nation’s oldest and largest drug prevention program, reaching
millions of Americans during the last week of October every year. Red Ribbon Week is celebrated annually October
23-31. By wearing red ribbons and participating in community anti-drug events and collecting proclamations, young
people pledge to live a drug-free lifestyle and pay tribute to DEA Special Agent Enrique “Kiki” Camarena.

The first step every year is issuing a proclamation, We are asking every leader of this country to issue a

public proclamation that boldly declares the city’s/district’s/State’s/country’s support and commitment in the fight
against illegal drugs and those that promote their use. It would be an honor to bring your proclamation to my Young
Marine unit,

The mission of the Young Marine program is to develop a good citizenship and promote a healthy, drug-free
lifestyle in our youth. Drug awareness and education are vital and key ¢lements in the fight against drug use. Red
Ribbon Week is an excellent opportunity to publicly show your support in promoting awareness and to help lead our
nation’s youth toward a clean path.

It takes just one to make a difference, please take the time to help me help our nation’s vouth.
Thank you for your time and we appreciate your help!
Sincerely,

Young Marine LCp! Cody Jackson
"One Boy USO"
www.YoungMarines.com
www.Operation99.com
facebook.com/Tbovuso
770-317-9963
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