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VIRGINIA:

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Northampton,

Virginia, held at the Board Room of the County Administration Building, 16404 Courthouse

Road, Eastville, Virginia, on the 31st day of May, 2016, at 7:00 p.m.

Present:

Larry LeMond, Vice Chairman Robert G. Duer

Oliver H. Bennett Granville F. Hogg, Jr.

Absent:

H. Spencer Murray, Chairman

The meeting was called to order by the Vice Chairman.

Public Hearing:

Vice Chairman LeMond called to order the following public hearing:

The Board will hear public comments on the estimated revenues, projected
expenditures and supporting tax rates of the Fiscal Year 2017 Budget.  Tax Rates
for Tax Year 2016 are proposed to be set as follows:

Tax Year 2015 (Current) Tax Year 2016 (Proposed)

Real Estate:     $0.6805 per $100 assessed value $0.8453 per $100 assessed value
Mobile Homes:     $0.6805 per $100 assessed value $0.8453 per $100 assessed value
Tangible Pers. Property     $3.90 per $100 assessed value $3.90 per $100 assessed value
Aircraft     $3.90 per $100 assessed value $3.90 per $100 assessed value
Boats     $0.99 per $100 assessed value $0.99 per $100 assessed value
Machinery & Tools     $2.00 per $100 assessed value $2.00 per $100 assessed value
Farm Mach. & Equip.     $1.43 per $100 assessed value $1.43 per $100 assessed value
Heavy Construction     $2.86 per $100 assessed value $2.86 per $100 assessed value
Solar Installations     $0.49 per $100 assessed value $0.49 per $100 assessed value
Wind Generation     $0.49 per $100 assessed value $0.49 per $100 assessed value
Motor Vehicle, Limit of One
for Qualified Disabled Veterans,
pursuant to Code of Virginia
§58.1-3506 A (19) & B     $0.00 per $100 assessed value $0.00 per $100 assessed value
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The Vice Chairman asked if there were any present desiring to speak.

Mrs. Katherine H. Nunez, County Administrator, and Mr. John Andrzejewski, Finance

Director, presented the following powerpoint presentation:
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* * * * *
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Mr. Justin Wheeler, President of the Northampton County Education Association and a

math teacher at Occohannock Elementary School, urged the Board to continue its support of the

school system and the 1500 ± students.

Mr. William “Skip” Oakley, Chairman of the Northampton County School Board,

thanked the Board for its continued efforts to support quality education and asked that the Board

not make further cuts to the proposed School Board budget.   He also asked that the Board

consider a meeting in the future to discuss the need for a new high school.

Mr. Bob Meyers read the following statement:

To:  Board of Supervisors, Northampton County,  May 31, 2016
From:    R Meyers, Exmore.

RE: Public Hearing on the Budget and Taxation

On March 31st last year, I addressed this body for the second year in a row regarding the taxation
of equipment for businesses, farming and aquaculture.  Those comments were made a part of the
meeting record.

Since I have been a resident in Northampton County, I cannot remember a year when at some
point, several citizens and Supervisors have lamented about the lack of business growth and with
it, jobs in the County.  Past Chairman Randall made this a key issue of his guidance of the Board
to take actions that were documented by two studies to NOT be the cause of what he considered
economic malaise.  Even with his training as a financial franchise operator, he never opened a
public discussion on the adverse effect taxes have on business.  Instead he focused on a
nonproductive and wasteful path.

Four of you have had active businesses experience and should be well aware of what I am about
to say.  I am asking you to please consider how government generally uses taxes beyond the
obvious need to raise money to feed itself and redistribute wealth.  Activities that are NOT
CONSIDERED DESIRABLE are very highly taxed such as tobacco and alcohol use.  Those
high taxes have been quite effective in reducing the economic growth of those businesses.  I
suggest that the government of this County may be unintentionally stifling business growth with
year after year of business taxation that has not been carefully thought out beyond an attitude of
“who can we tax the most without raising a fuss.”   That attitude is immediately sensed by those
businesses whose owners and employees live and work in this County and are an integral part of
the community.   I’m sure that from your own experience you can appreciate that a perception of
inequitable tax treatment can reduce enthusiasm to grow, encourage legitimate tax avoidance,  or
worse, simple tax evasion.
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As last year, your continued tax rate of $1.43/100 for the farming equipment, of $2.00/100 for
business equipment and $2.86/100 for construction equipment do not indicate any justification .
Because this inequity has been done for years is not justification.  And for years, the business
community has not demonstrated overall that they are growing and prospering.   The aquaculture
industry has shown signs of growth based on the amount of area in our waterways that is being
productive.  The reduction in the taxes on their essential tool is a move in a positive direction.
Have you ever thought that the tax structure may be a factor?

But what I find absurd is the rate you apply to potential wind and solar equipment of only 49
cents/ 100, businesses that may come here and set up their equipment to take advantage of
ridiculously low taxes, and tax credits given by both the Federal and State governments.  These
are businesses that make little to no contribution to the County and whose track record shows
leaving behind only a mess when the useful life of the equipment runs out or Federal tax
subsidies are threatened or stop.  Their rates should be established to be equitable with those who
work here, live here and contribute to our community, not ¼ of the amount that they are charged!
I recognize that VA code allows the wind and solar industry to petition for a more favorable rate
and has now guaranteed that for some.  What I am attempting to address is the advertised tax
rates that you as a Board set, not proffers or downstream negotiation.

You have an Ad Hoc Tax advisory committee. I had direct contact with one member and indirect
contact with another last year asking about this inequity.  The answer is basically that the
situation was not really considered because no one was apparently considering this use.  That is
no longer the case. In addition, the development of the wind farm 545 foot high turbines between
Quinby and Painter, less than 4 miles from this County is still in progress.

It is getting to be an annual criticism of providing rates with no written discussion or justification
for their derivation. There should be some straightforward explanation of the thought,
consideration, and methodical consistency for the rates.  The Ad Hoc tax committee product
seems to be severely lacking substance, and thoroughly documented discussion that leads to a
reasonable and justifiable end.

In discussing the Tax Committee results at a previous Board meeting, there was never
demonstrated any questioning of those results for justification.  There were no justifications for
industrial wind and solar generation even prepared for you to discuss.  I urge you to reconsider,
question thoroughly the Tax Committee report, and close the huge gap in these rates.

There are a lot of physical changes that have taken place in the county over the years and the
methods and reasons for how we are taxed should have an explanation that is open to the public.
Copying past performance is not satisfactory.  I would also suggest that a comparison to
Accomack since it is adjacent and to a county on the west side of the Bay that would be
comparable to Northampton in population and budget.  I am not suggesting copying either but
investigating if they have given thought for justifying their rate structure other than to justify
expenditures.

R. Meyers
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* * * * * *

Superintendent Eddie Lawrence echoed Mr. Wheeler’s and Mr. Oakley’s comments and

asked the Board to refrain from making any further cuts to the School Board’s budget.

There being no further comments, the public hearing was closed.

It was noted that as per the Code of Virginia, the Board must wait at least seven days

prior to voting on the budget; therefore, action is proposed for the Board’s regular June 14 th

meeting.

Supervisor Hogg said that he would like to hear from the public relative to what the

Tourism Grant funds should be spent on as well as appropriate expenditures of the Joint

Industrial Development Authority to attract industrial development to the County.

Matters Presented by the Board

Mr. Hogg:    Discussion relative to training for staff, board and planning commission

Mr. Hogg informed the Board that Mr. Mike Chandler from the University of Virginia

was willing to visit the County and provide training (Comprehensive Plan, Zoning Ordinance) to

members of the Board and Planning Commission and asked if the other Board members were

interested in pursuing this training.  Mr. Bennett said that he hoped the Board would be open to

hearing from others who may not have the same opinion as Mr. Chandler.    It was the consensus

of the Board to request Supervisor Hogg to work with the Planning Commission members and

Mr. Chandler to secure an agreeable training date.

Adjourn

Motion was made by Mr. Duer, seconded by Mr. Bennett, that the meeting be adjourned.

All members were present and voted “yes.”   The motion was unanimously passed.



34

The meeting was adjourned.

____________________________CHAIRMAN

___________________ COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR


