
AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE WETLANDS BOARD OF JAMES CITY COUNTY, V I R G I N I A .  I N  

THE BOARD ROOM. 101-C MOUNTS BAY ROAD, JAMES CITY COUNTY. VIRGINIA, ON THE 

SEVENTEENTH DAY OF JULY, NINETEEN HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-SIX. 

1. ROLL CALL 

Members Present 

M r .  W i l l i a m  Apperson 
M r .  Henry Lindsey 
Ms. Carolyn Lowe 
M r .  John Hughes 

Others Present 

M r .  Bernard M. Farmer, Jr. ,  D i r e c t o r  o f  Code Compl.iance 
M r .  Tony Watkinson. VMRC 

2. Minutes 

The June 19, 1986 minutes w i l l  be voted on a t  t h e  nex t  meeting. 

3. Old Business 

Case No. W-4-86. Lewis W a l t r i p  

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing  was he ld  a t  t h e  l a s t  meeting. 
Ms. Lowe asked i f  t h e  S o i l  Conservat ion Serv ice was consul ted f o r  t h e  proposed 
p r o j e c t .  

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  yes and t h a t  t h e r e  had been some d iscuss ion  over  t h e  
types o f  s o i l  a t  t h e  l a s t  meeting. 

Ms. Lowe asked M r .  Farmer i f  t h e  area referenced t o  i n  t he  s t a f f  r e p o r t  
was c a t t a i l  comnunity. 

M r .  Anderson s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  area was p r i m a r i l y  c a t t a i l  comnunity. 

Ms. Lowe had a ques t ion  concerning number 13 on t h e  wetlands a p p l i c a t i o n  
i n  reference t o  t i d a l  areas. 

M r .  Farmer expla ined t h a t  i n  references made i n  a correspondence by M r .  
Anderson. a new a p p l i c a t i o n  was n o t  necessary. 

Ms. Lowe asked i f  r i p r a p  would be needed. 

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  t h e r e  was a p o r t i o n  o f  r i p r a p  t h a t  would be 
necessary because o f  o v e r f i l l  by t he  dam. 



Ms. Lowe s ta ted  t h a t  t h e r e  were many e r r o r s  on t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  

M r .  Anderson s ta ted  t h a t  i n  a  d iscuss ion  a f t e r  t h e  l a s t  meeting and based 
on a  conversat ion w i t h  t he  owner, he had decided t o  move t h e  dam f u r t h e r  
upstream. He s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  Corps o f  Engineers had made two v i s i t s  t o  t h e  
s i t e  t o  determine j u r i s d i c t i o n .  He showed board members t h e  new l o c a t i o n  o f  
t h e  dam on a  s i t e  p lan  and i n d i c a t e d  survey l i n e s .  

Mrs. Lowe asked how c lose  the  proposed dam would be t o  Route 5. M r .  
Anderson responded severa l  hundred yards. 

M r .  Hughes asked M r .  Anderson i f  he was wi thdrawing h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n .  

M r .  Anderson s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  mat te r  was o u t  of  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t he  
l o c a l  wetlands board and he j u s t  wanted t o  l e t  t he  board know what was going 
on. 

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  it was s t i l l  up t o  t h e  board t o  determine whether 
o r  n o t  i t  was i n  t h e i r  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  b u t  t h a t  t he  work had been placed 
complete ly  o u t  o f  wet lands. 

Mr.  Watkinson s t a t e d  t h a t  now t h a t  t he  impoundment was 200 f e e t  o r  more 
back i t  would most l i k e l y  be o u t  t h e  board 's  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  However. t h e  board 
s t i l l  had j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e  wetlands. 

The board members agreed t h a t  w i t h  t h e  dam's new l o c a t i o n ,  t h e  board had 
no j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Board members agreed 3-1; Ms. Lowe opposed motion. 

4. NEW BUSINESS 

Case No. W-9-86. Newton. Corbin, and Zach. 

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  M r .  Newton, M r .  Corbin and M r .  Zach, t h r e e  
p rope r t y  owners a t  Godspeed Lane and Lave l l e  Court  i n  t he  Powhatan Shores 
Subd iv is ion  had a p p l i e d  f o r  a  wet lands pe rm i t  t o  bulkhead t h e i r  p roper ty .  
S t a f f  f rom VIMS and Code Compliance have v i s i t e d  and have no o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  
proposed c o n s t r u c t i o n  as t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  shows. It i s  t h e  s t a f f  
recomnendation t h a t  t h e  pe rm i t  be granted sub jec t  t o :  

1. The p e r m i t  s h a l l - e x p i r e  on J u l y  17. 1987. 

2 .  That t he  a l ignment  approximate mean h i g h  water. 

3. That t h e  c o n t r a c t o r  ob ta in  a  b u i l d i n g  p e r m i t  p r i o r  t o  comnencing 
cons t ruc t ion .  

4. That p r i o r  t o  p l a c i n g  b a c k f i l l  aga ins t  t h e  bulkhead an i nspec t i on  be made 
by the  O f f i c e  o f  Code Compliance 



M r .  Hughes s ta ted  t h a t  because o f  personal  i n t e r e s t  he would n o t  vo te  on 
t h i s  case. 

M r .  Apperson asked i f  t h e  bulkhead would t i e  i n t o  p lace  w i t h  t h e  e x i s t i n g  
r i p r a p .  M r .  Farmer s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  r i p r a p  would come r i g h t  up aga ins t  t h e  
edge of t h e  p rope r t y  l i n e .  The a l ignment  o f  t h e  bulkhead would more than  
l i k e l y  be about t h e  cen te r  o f  t h e  r i p r a p .  

Mrs. Lowe asked i f  t h e  bulkhead would be p laced a t  mean h i g h  water.  M r .  
Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  placement would be a t  mean h i g h  water .  

M r .  Apperson opened t h e  p u b l i c  hearing. There being no speakers, M r .  
Apperson c losed t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing  and asked i f  t h e r e  was any d iscuss ion.  

M r .  Farmer s t a t e d  t h e  Code Compliance O f f i c e  would go ou t  and s take  ou t  
t h e  area and would t r y  t o  determine t h e  mean h i g h  water- l e v e l  f o r  placement o f  
t h e  bulkhead. 

M r .  L indsey moved t o  approve t h e  p e r m i t  w i t h  t h e  s t a f f  recommendations. 

A l l  members were i n  f avo r ,  except M r .  Hughes who abs ta ined  from v o t i n g .  

Case No. W-10-86. Paul Jacobs 

M r .  Farmer s ta ted  t h a t  M r .  Richard C a l l i s ,  t h e  con t rac to r ,  had a p p l i e d  on 
beha l f  o f  t h e  owner, M r .  Paul Jacobs, t o  cons t ruc t  116 l i n e a r  f e e t  o f  tongue 
and groove bulkheading and a  p i e r  a t  110 Discovery Lane i n  t h e  Powhatan Shores 
Subd iv is ion .  S i t e  v i s i t s  were made and approx imate ly  10 square f e e t  o f  
vegetated wet lands would be i nvo l ved  by t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n .  He moved t h a t  t h e  
p e r m i t  be granted sub jec t  t o :  

1. The bulkhead be ing  cons t ruc ted  a t  mean h i g h  water  as shown on t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n .  

2. The c o n t r a c t o r  o b t a i n  a b u i l d i n g  p e r m i t  p r i o r  t o  cons t ruc t i on .  

3. The p e r m i t  t e rm  s h a l l  e x p i r e  on J u l y  17, 1987. 

Ms. Lowe asked why t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i n d i c a t e  200 f e e t  o f  vegetated 
wet lands involved.  

M r .  Farmer s t a t e d  t h a t  it was an es t imate  made by t h e  a p p l i c a n t  a t  t h e  
t i m e  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  was f i l l e d  out. The 10 square f e e t  was an es t imate  taken 
f rom t h e  VIMS memorandum. 

M r .  Apperson's opened and c losed t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing.  

M r .  L indsey moved t o  approve t h e  p e r m i t  and Mrs. Lowe seconded t h e  
motion. A l l  members were i n  favor .  



5 .  MATTERS OF SPECIAL PRIVILEGE 

Mr. Farmer presented a d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  made o u t  f o r  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  
former  board members. 

6 .  ADJOURNMENT 

The meet ing was adjourned a t  8:30 p.m. 

0821 b 

dhh* 4?- 
W i l l i a m  Apperson, h a i  m a n  

Bernard M. Farmer, J r .  
S e c r e t a r y  t o  t h e  Board 


