
 A G E N D A 
 
 JAMES CITY COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 

 READING FILE 
 

 June 13, 2006 
 
 
FOR YOUR INFORMATION 
 

1. Petitions – Village at Toano 

2. Public Access Channel 46 – NASA Programming 

3. Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance: Education Program and Civil Charges 

 
 
061306RF.age 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

I 

Note: Please return petitions by 5 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23 168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning .4pplication 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting or, 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
towrJ~ouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 2-13-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending noi-th to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Cornrnission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 2-13-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission~Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending nofth to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23168 or Tel566-1825. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the s u m d i n g  neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application Z-13-05, proposing the 
rezoning h m  A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railmad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor qf this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning h r n  A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission~Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning h m  A- 1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor qf this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning fiom A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 2-13-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 

. SJ 

Note: Please return petitions by 4 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of gorge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05,  proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

Note: Please return petitions by 1 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23 168 or Tel566-1825. 

NAME (PRINTED) 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission~Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

Note: Please return petitions by 1 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 
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PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning fiom A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning. 

NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 
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Note: Please return petitions by 1 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(.James Citv .I Cnuntv ./ Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the surround~ng neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning from A- 1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending north to the railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 9 1 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor of this rezoning 

I NAME (PRlNTED) STGNATl JRE ADDRESS I 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the concerned residents of Forge Road and the sunomding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our strong objections to the Fezoning Application 2-13-05, proposing the 
mmnbg fiom A- 1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extmding mnth to the railmad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
townhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planping Comrnissian/Board of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor qf this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(James City County Residents) 

We, the wncemed residents of Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby 
voice our stmng objections to the Vezoning Application 213-05, proposing the 
rezoning fbm A-1 to R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fionting on 3 126 Forge Road and 
extending mnth to the r a i M  fracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 
totwhouses to be constructed. We petition the Planning CommissiodBoard of 
Supervisors NOT to vote in favor qf this rezoning. 

I NAME (PRINTED1 I SIGNATURE I ADDRESS I 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/l3oard of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 

NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 

Note: Please return to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23 168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05,  proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 

I NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 

Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23 168 or Tel566- 1825. 
- 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05,  proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Comrnission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 

I I I 

Note: Please return petitions by 1 Nov 2005 to Linda Rice, Friends of Forge Road and 
Toano, PO Box 493, Toano, VA 23 168 or Tel566-1825. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 

A I NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fionting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Cotnrnission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
proyided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres hnt ing on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Cornmission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 2-13-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 

NAME (PRINTED) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 



PETITION 
(Non-Residents) 

We, the concerned public who enjoy the recreational opportunities and rural quality 
provided by Forge Road and the surrounding neighborhood, hereby voice our strong 
objections to the Rezoning Application 213-05, proposing the rezoning from A-1 to 
R-5 of almost twenty-one acres fronting on 3 126 Forge Road and extending north to the 
railroad tracks. Such a rezoning would allow approximately 91 townhouses to be 
constructed. We petition the Planning Cornrnission/Board of Supervisors NOT to vote in 
favor of this rezoning. 



 READING FILE 
 
 
 M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
DATE: June 13, 2006 
 
TO: The Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Jody Puckett, Communications Director/Cable Administrator 
 
SUBJECT: Public Access Channel 46 – NASA Programming 
          
 
The Board will be considering a change to the County’s cable ordinance during the June 13 regular meeting. 
If modified, the ordinance will give the County the ability to provide new satellite programming, the NASA 
Channel, on public access Channel 46, as requested through the Hampton Roads Mayors and Chairs. The 
request by NASA was prompted after its Channel was removed from the Cox Communications lineup. Since 
NASA employs many residents in Hampton Roads and wishes to enhance its community presence, they have 
asked each locality to show the NASA Channel via an available access channel. 
 
The local public access channel began in 1984 as part of the original franchise agreement with Continental 
Cablevision. Public access operations remained with the local cable company until Cox Communications 
became the new franchise in 1995. During negotiations, Cox passed the public access channel programming 
and equipment to the County for operation. James City County continues to be the only locality that offers a 
public access channel in Hampton Roads. 
 
Public access production at the County’s Community Video Center has evolved into a fee-based service 
through a nominal fee of $60/per hour for taping and editing services. Playback of video programs that meet 
technical and content requirements has remained free to the community.  
 
Although public access provides an outlet for community organizations to educate and inform residents about 
services and events, staff has found it underutilized. A 2002 County Communications Office survey sent to 
Cox subscribers indicated that 64 percent of respondents never watch Channel 46 or only watch on an annual 
basis. Asked if Channel 46 public access increased their awareness of community issues, 88 percent said they 
found it not helpful or somewhat helpful.  
 
The Board on June 6, 2006, received citizen correspondence titled Public Access TV For Citizen Use that 
contains misinformation that needs to be corrected:  
 

• The 3 PEG access channels, Channel 46, 47, and 48, respectively, operated through our franchise 
agreement are public, educational (operated by WJCC Schools), and government. Only one channel, 
Channel 46, is called public access. 

 
• The recommendation to use Channel 46 public access for NASA satellite feeds does not create 

another government channel but uses Channel 46 for a different community service. 
 
• The twelve shows referenced are not inclusive of all programming on Channel 46 and are attributed 

to one user only. 
 
• Consideration to modify Channel 46 programming and the NASA Channel has been in open 

discussion during the Cable Committee meetings since directed by the Board of Supervisors Chair at 
the September 27, 2005, meeting. 

 
Here are Channel 46 usage figures for the last two fiscal years: 



Public Access Channel 
June 13, 2006 
Page 2 
 
 
 

FY 06: 225 total programs (New and 
Repeated) 
5 users: 13 total programs 

Program break down: 
2 political  
11 programs representing ten community 
organizations   

Programs pre-produced/aired at no charge 
6 users: 212 programs (new and repeated) 

3 political debates 
130 religious (78 repeated) 
1 health related 

FY 06 public access billings: $960 Estimated actual cost: $28,560* 
 

FY 05: 195 total programs (New and 
Repeated) 
Programs originated in studio 
1 user: 8 programs 

Program break down: 
8 programs representing seven community 
organizations  

Programs pre-produced/aired at no charge 
8 users: 187 programs (new and repeated) 

1 political debate 
117 religious (65 repeated) 
4 community related 

FY 05 public access billing: $600 Estimated actual cost: $24,360* 
 
* Estimated cost of public access programs includes staff time, equipment costs, supplies and materials, 
and facilities averaged over FY 05 and FY 06. 
 
In summary, the figures indicate that over the past two fiscal years, 14 users have either produced or 
submitted 420 new or repeated public access programs. Ninety-three percent of the programs are pre-
produced religious. The County has billed $1,560 for public access production services over the past two 
years. As indicated in the 2002 communications cable survey, Channel 46 has a very small audience. 
 
The Cable Communication Committee and staff are sensitive to the publicity needs of local community 
groups. If community programming is eliminated from Channel 46, residents continue to have options to 
publicize events and information with local newspapers and radio public service announcements.  The Cable 
Committee has directed staff to explore the retention of the community bulletin board for Channel 46, which 
currently displays messages at no cost to nonprofit groups. 
 
The option to keep public access programming, the community bulletin board, plus the NASA Channel is 
technically feasible but will require more staff time and resources. The workload is affected by the production 
and preparation to air any given program. Once ready to air on Channel 46, air times and frequency do not 
contribute to workload.  
 
As we look to the future, the Board is encouraged to consider how resources and staff time could be used best 
to communicate with citizens. The Communications Office desires to redeploy staff resources to new 
initiatives in addition to our continued public information efforts. Those include: 
 

• Web streaming of our cable channel and archived videos;  
 
• Enhancing emergency preparedness information and County communications before, during, and 

after an event through web, video, publications, radio, and other new technologies; and 
 
• Supporting the integration of video and web services at existing and new facilities.  
 

 



Public Access Channel 
June 13, 2006 
Page 3 
 
 
 
 
 

      
Jody Puckett 
 
 

JP/gs 
Channel46.mem 



  READING FILE 
 
 M E M O R A N D U M 
 
DATE: June 13, 2006 
 
TO: The Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Darryl E. Cook, Environmental Director 
 
SUBJECT: Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance: Education Program and Civil Charges 
          
 
Civil charges have been recommended to the Board on numerous occasions as part of the resolution of Chesapeake 
Bay Preservation Ordinance Resource Protection Area (RPA) violations.  The amounts of the charges have ranged 
from $500 to $6,000 with an average amount of $2,675.  The civil charge recommendations to the Board are 
developed consistent with the Civil Charge Matrix that was approved by the Board when the civil charge provision 
was first adopted.   
 
Environmental Division staff has received requests from several of the citizens cited for the violations for a method 
to offset or reduce the size of the civil charge.  In an effort to address this issue, staff would like to implement a 
program that would allow for a reduction in the civil charges in cases where the citizen/violator voluntarily agrees to 
attend an educational Chesapeake Bay Workshop conducted by Environmental Division staff.  
 
The purpose of the workshop would be to educate the attendees on the value and benefits of the Chesapeake Bay, 
and our streams and rivers.  Instruction would include information on the ordinances and regulations protecting 
environmentally sensitive areas particularly the RPA. It would include information on how an individual property 
owner can contribute to a better environment by protecting and preserving the buffer, and also enhancing the buffer 
with native vegetation.  The workshop would be conducted twice a year, last approximately three to four hours, and 
be offered to non-violators as well.  In this way the workshop would help foster general public awareness of the 
RPA and environmental issues, and hopefully help prevent inadvertent violations.  
 
This type of workshop is presently being conducted by the City of Norfolk for tidal wetlands violations.  Similar 
education programs exist within the Department of Motor Vehicles for driver improvement. 
 
Staff has developed the attached modified Civil Charge Matrix incorporating a Chesapeake Bay Workshop Credit 
allowance. The matrix presents the values from the adopted matrix with the numbers in parentheses being the credit 
amount.  The citizen/violator who voluntarily agrees to attend the workshop would have his/her civil charge reduced 
by a certain percentage according to the modified matrix.  For example, someone with a minor degree of 
noncompliance and a moderate water quality impact would realize a 30 percent reduction in the recommended 
charge from $1,500 to $1,050.  The percentages of the reduction are structured so that as the degree of 
noncompliance increases (representing a more flagrant violation), the amount of the credit decreases.  
 
If the Board does not object to this program, it is staff’s intention to immediately move forward with its 
implementation.  
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Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance Civil Penalty Procedures 
(As adopted by the Board of Supervisors - August 19, 1999) 

Principle 

All violations of the Ordinance will be prosecuted to obtain an acceptable remedy. All RPAs and 
associated buffers that are disturbed without an exception or waiver granted in accordance with the 
provisions of the Ordinance will be restored on a 2: 1 replacement basis. 

Process 

The process will be to document the violation with a Notice Of Violation that states the conditions 
necessary to bring their site into compliance with the Ordinance. If there is a failure to follow the terms 
stipulated in the Notice, the County will file suit to take the violator to court where civil penalties of up 
to $5000 per day can be assessed. However, if the violator cooperates with all provisions of the Notice 
and remedies the violation, we will not file suit. An exception would be if we can determine that the 
violation was intentional as would be the case if we had prior contact with the violator regarding the 
matter of the RPA restrictions. 

Penalty 

In order to serve as a deterrent, even in the event of a cooperative restoration settlement, civil charges 
will be sought. Under current state law, the Board of Supervisors must approve all civil charges. The 
amount of the civil charge recommended will be dependent on the violation's impact on water quality 
and the degree of non-compliance. Violations that are more severe and will take longer to be restored to 
an acceptable condition will have larger charges recommended by staff. Violations comprising less than 
100 square feet of disturbance or the removal of no more than three trees will not have a civil charge 
recommended unless there have been prior violations by the violator. The maximum civil charge is 
$10,000 per violation. 

The following table presents a matrix that will guide staff recommendations on the establishment of a 
civil charge for a specific violation. The amounts presented are not absolute and are intended to be a 
guide. Each violation will have several unique characteristics that will require the exercise ofjudgment 
in arriving at a civil charge. Charges in each case could vary by up to 100% depending on the specific 
circumstances involved. 

Civil Char~e  Determination 

Significant $5000 $7500 $10,000 
Water Quality 
Impact Moderate $1500 $3000 $4500 

Minor $500 $1000 $1500 

Minor Moderate Major 

Degree of Non-Compliance 



Water Oualitv Impact 
The impact of a given violation will be determined based on several factors. It involves more 
than just the square footage of impact; it also addresses the relative environmental value of the 
resource lost. Factors that will be considered as they relate to the violation's impact on water 
quality include the size of the violation, the number of trees and other vegetation removed, the 
size and maturity of the vegetation removed, the amount of tree canopy removed, the amount of 
ground disturbance involved, etc. Mitigating factors that will be considered are whether the 
vegetation removed would have qualified for removal if a request was made in accordance with 
the Ordinance. The Ordinance allows for the removal of vegetation weakened by age, storm, fire 
or other natural causes or vegetation that is dead, diseased or dying. These factors will be used 
to determine how much of the functional value of the buffer was lost and how long it will take 
for the function to be recovered. 

Degree of Non-comvliance 
This factor will be used to assess the motivation behind the violation. Factors that will be 
considered in assessing the degree of non-compliance are degree of willfulness, history of non- 
compliance, and cooperation. Unintentional violations that are cooperatively restored will not be 
charged the same as intentional violations that are difficult to resolve. 



Civil Charge Determination Matrix 

(Chesapeake Bay Workshop Credit) 

Water Quality Impact 

Significant $5,000 (- 10%) $7,500 (-5%) $1 0,000 (-5%) 

Moderate $1,500 (-30%) $3,000 (-10%) $4,500 (-5%) 

Minor $500 (-50%) $1,000 (-25%) $1,500 (- 15%) 

Degree of Noncompliance 

Minor Moderate Major 
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