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Board of Sup~n isors Certified Public ACC'Jul1[an,-, 

County of James City, \'irginia Spccial1zcd Scr'IIce, 
BL.SlIle.!.S 50llItlOns 

We ha\c audit~d the go\'t:~rnmcntal acti\'itics, the business-type acti\ iti~s. the aggregate discretely 
presented component units, each major fund, and the aggr~gate remaining fund information of the 
COllnty ofJames Cit)', Virginia (County) as of and for the year ended June 30. 2007. and have issued 
our repon thet'con dated 0io\'cmber 7, 2007, ProfeSSional sLandards require that we pro\'lde you with 
the tallowing information relJted to our audll. 

0111' RespollsibiliD' Ullder Auditillg Stalldards Gelleml/r Accepted ill tile United States o(America 
alld Ol~fB Circular A-133 

As stated in our engagement letter dated August 2,2007, our responsibility, as described by 
professional standards. is to plan and perform our audit to obtain reasonable, but not absolute, 
assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement and are fairly 
presented in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of 
America. Because an audit is designed to provide reasonable, but not absolute, assurance and 
beC:lUse we did not perform a detailed examination of all transactions, there is a risk that material 
misstatements may exist and not be detected by us. 

In planning and performing our audit, we considered the County's internal control over financial 
reporting in order to determine our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on 
the financial statements and not to provide assurance on the internal control over financial reporting, 
We also considered internal control over compliance with requirements that could have a direct and 
material effect on major federal programs in order to determine our auditing procedures for the 
purpose of e\[Jressing our opinion on compliance and to test and report on internal control over 
eompl iance in accordance \\ ith OM B Circu lar A- I33, 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the County's financial statements are free of 
material misstatement, we performed ksLs of its comrliance vvith certain provisions or laws, 
regulations, contracts and grants, 11Oncornpllance \\itll \\'hich could have a direct and material effect 
on the detcHl1lnation of financial statement amounts, Ho\ve\er, pro\'iding an opinion on compliance 
with those provisions \Vas !lot an objective of our audit. Also. in accordance with OMB Circular 
A-I 33. \\ e examined. on a test basis, evidence about the county's compliance with the tYres of 
compliance requirements described in tile Us. Of17cc o(i\!a II agclIlell ( alld Budge! (OJ/B) Circular 
A-!33 COIIl!J!lallce SII!Jp!elllt'l/( applicable to each or its major federal programs for the purpose of 
~\\pressing all opinion on the ('ounLy':; compliance \\ith those requiremcnts, \,,"hlle our audit 
pro\jdes a reasonable basis for our opll1ion, it docs not pro\'ide a legal determination 011 the COUllt) .~ 

compliance \vitl1 those requircments 

70 I Town CCll, r Drj~e. SUite 700 
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Siglli{7ca1lt.4c('o/llllillg Policies 

\lanagcment is responsible t't.1r the selection and use or appropriate accounting policies. [n accordance 
with the te:rms 0 f our engagement letter. \\ e aJ\'ise man~lgement about the appropriateness of accounting 
policies :Jt1d their application. The signifiC:ll1t accounting policles lIsed by the County are lkscribed in 
Note I to the tinancial statements. \jo new Jccounting polIcies \\'ere adopted and rhe Jpplication of 
ex isting po Iic ies \\J.S not chJ.nged durtng the ) e~lI' ended June JO. 2007. \\: e noted no transactions 
entered into by the County during the year that \Vere both significant and unusual, :1I1d of which, under 
professional standards, we are required to inform you. or transactions tor \\hich there is a lack of 
authori ta ti V'e guidance or consensus. 

AccoulIting Estimates 

Accounting estimates are an integral part of the financial statements prepared by management and are 
based on management's knowledge and experience about past and cun-ent events and assumptions about 
future events. Certain accounting estimates are particularly sensitive because of their significance to the 
financial statements and because of the possibility that future events affecting them may differ 
significantly from those expected. During the year ended June 30, 2007, there were no changes in 
accounting estimates or Judgments tOI-mulated that would be particularly sensitive because of their 
significance to the financial statements. 

Audit A djustmI'll ts 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define an audit adjustment as a proposed correction of 
the financial statements that. in our judgment, may not have been detected except through our auditing 
procedures. An audit adjustment mayor may not indicate matters that could have a significant effect on 
the County's financial reporting process (that is, cause future financial statements to be materially 
misstated). In our judgment, none of the adjustments \ve proposed, whether recorded or unrecorded by 
the County. either individually or in the aggregate, indicat<: matters that could have a significant effect on 
the County's tinancial reporting process. 

Disagreemellts IVitll il1{l1Iagemel/t 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a matter, 
whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, concerning a financial accounting, reporting, or auditing 
matter that could be significant to the financial statements or the auditor's report. We are pleased to 
report that no such disagrcel11cl1ls arose during the COLl\'se of OLl\' audit. 

COl/sa/lations H'itll Otller II/dependel/t A ('(;(}/Il/lal/ts 

In some cascs, l11anagcnwntl11aY decide to consult \\ith other account~1I1ts about auditIng and accounting 
matters. similar to obtaining a "second opinion" on ccrtain situations. If;} consultation il1\ohcs 
application of an accounting principle to the financial statements under audit or a determination of the 
type of auditor's opinion that l11ay be e."prcsseu on those statements, our professional :'itandarus [-equire 
the consulting account,lIll to check \\ ith us to UCl<..Tl11lne that the consultant has all the relevant facts. To 
our knowledge. there \\ en~ no such consultJtions \\ith other accountants. 
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Issues Discussed Prior to Retelltioll ofIlldepellde/lt Auditors 

We t) pically discuss a variety of mattel·s .. including the Jpplication of accounting principles :lr1d audillng 
st:ll1dards, \\ith a prospecti\e client's managcment prior to retcntion JS auditors. I-Io\\c\er, such 
discussions with the County's management occurred in the normal course of our professional 
rd.1tionship and our responscs \\ere not a conditIon to our retention. 

Difficulties Ellcoulltered ill Performillg tlie Audit 

\Ve encountered no difficulties in dealing with management in performing and completing our audit. 

We wish to thank John lvlcDonald, Sue Mellen, Tara Woodruff and the entire staff of the Financial and 
Management Services Department for their support and assistance during our audit. 

This in formation is intended solely for the use of the Board of Supervisors and management of the 
County and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

J..L. F? 

Newport News, Virginia 
November 7,2007 



 

 

THIS DEED IS EXEMPT FROM TAXATION UNDER VIRGINIA CODE §§58.1-811 (A)(3) 
AND 58.1-811(C)(4) 

JCC TAX ID NOS.: 1230100022, 1230100021, and 1230100022A 

CONSIDERATION: $10.00 
INDEX UNDER: 

COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, and 
ELWOOD H. PERRY, JR., and 
SHARON W. PERRY 

AMENDED 
DEED OF CONSERVATION AND OPEN-SPACE 1EASEMENT 

THIS AMENDED DEED OF CONSERVATION AND OPEN-SPACE 2EASEMENT, 
made this 13th day of December,3 (the “Easement”), dated as of October ____, 2007, effective 
as of July 26,4 2006, by and between ELWOOD H. PERRY, Jr5JR6. and SHARON W. PERRY, 
HUSBAND AND WIFE, whose address is 2875 Forge Road in James City County, Virginia, 
(jointly and severally, the "7“8Grantors"9”10) and the COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA, 
a political subdivision of the Commonwealth of Virginia (the "11“12County"13”14 or the 
"15“16Grantee"17”18) whose address is 101-C Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg, Virginia 23185. 

WITNESSETH: 

 
WHEREAS, the Grantors conveyed 19a Deed of Conservation Easement to20among21 the 

Grantee22parties23 dated July 26, 2006, and24was previously executed, delivered, and duly25 
recorded on July 27, 2006, 26in the Clerk’s 27Office of the Clerk of the 28Circuit Court for the City 
of Williamsburg and County 29of James City County 30as Documents No. 
06001831731Instrument Number 060018317 (the “July 26, 2006 Easement”), which Deed of 
Conservation Easement was subsequently amended by Amended Deed of Conservation 
Easement among the parties dated December 13, 2006, duly recorded on December 19, 2006, 
in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court of James City County as Instrument Number 
060030931 (the “December 13, 2006 Easement”) (collectively, the July 26, 2006 Easement and 
the December 10, 2006 Easement are referred to as the “Original Easement”)32; and 
 
 WHEREAS, paragraph 10(Q) of the Deed of Conservation33the Original34 Easement 
permits the said Conservation Easement to be amended with the written consent of the parties; 
and35Original Easement to be amended by virtue of Section 10.Q. of the Original Easement; 
and36 
 

WHEREAS, the Grantors and Grantee believed and intended that the Original 
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Easement complied with the requirements of Section 170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended (“Code”), and applicable Treasury Regulations issued thereunder 
(“Regulations”); and37 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 10.Q of the Original Easement the Grantors and 
Grantee desire to supplement the Original Easement to clarify its compliance with the 
requirements of Section 170(h) of the Code and Regulations and to reflect the actual 
intentions of the parties; and38 

 
 WHEREAS, the parties have mutually agreed upon certain amendments to the 

Conservation Easement which are set forth herein,39to the execution, delivery and recording of 
this Easement, with40 the consent of James City County being evidenced by Resolution adopted 
December 12, 200641__________________, 200742; and  
 

WHEREAS, Grantors are the owners in fee simple of the43certain44 property located in 
James City County, Virginia, that is described on "Exhibit A"45 attached hereto and made a part 
hereof46, 47together with and in addition to the property identified as48referred to as:49 

 
(i)50 JCC Real Estate Tax Map No. 1230100022A, also known as 2875 Forge Road 
(collectively, the "Property"51 (2875 Forge Road),52 
(ii) JCC Real Estate Tax Map No. 1230100022 (2945 Forge Road), and53 
(iii) JCC Real Estate Tax Map No. 1230100021 (2925 Forge Road),54 
 

each as shown among the land records of the County, comprising approximately 90.87 acres, 
more or less, all as more particularly described in Section 3 of this Easement and on “Exhibit 
A”55 attached hereto and made a part hereof56 (collectively, the “Property”57); and 
 

WHEREAS, Grantee is a governmental agency and a “qualified organization” and 
“eligible donee” under Section 170(h)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
(and corresponding provisions of any subsequent tax laws)(IRC) and Treasury Regulation 
§1.170A-14(c)(1), and is willing to accept a perpetual conservation and open-space easement 
over the Property as herein set forth; and58 

 
WHEREAS, under the County'59’60s Purchase of Development Rights Program, codified in 

Chapter 16A of the James City County Code, as amended (the "61“62County Code"63”64) (the 
"65“66PDR Program"67”68), the County is authorized to acquire and accept open-space easements 
and 69conservation easements over qualifying properties in order to accomplish the purposes of the 
PDR Program and the Open-Space Land Act (Section 10.1-1700 et seq. of the Code of Virginia, 
1950, as amended (the "70“71Virginia Code"72”73); and 

 
WHEREAS, this Easement meets the purposes of Section 16A of the County Code, to 

include, but not in any way be limited to:74 
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A. 75Establishing more and preserving open-space and the rural character 
of the County;76 

B. 77Preserving farm and forest land;78 

C. 79Conserving and protecting water resources and environmentally 
sensitive lands, waters and other natural resources;80 

D. 81Assisting in shaping the character and direction of the development of 
the community;82 

E. 83Improving the quality of life for the inhabitants of the County; and84 

F. 85Promoting recreation and tourism through the preservation of scenic 
and historical resources; and86 

WHEREAS, the Grantors have voluntarily agreed to have the Property be subject to the 
terms of this Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space 87Easement (the "Conservation 
88“89Easement"90”91); and 

WHEREAS, the Conservation 92Easement is granted pursuant to and in 
compliance with the County Code (including sections 16A-4, 16A-5, 16A-6, 16A-7, 
16A-8 and 16A-9) and the Virginia Code, and93 is granted exclusively for conservation 
purposes; and 

 
WHEREAS, the County'94’95s acceptance of the Conservation96 Easement identified 

herein furthers the purposes of the PDR Program in that such acceptance, among other things, 
assures that James City County'97’98s resources are protected and efficiently used, establishes and 
preserves open space, and furthers the goals of the James City County Comprehensive Plan to 
protect James City County'99’100s natural, scenic and historic resources, promotes the 
continuation of a viable agricultural and forestal industry and resource base101, and protects 
the quality of James City County102’103s surface water and groundwater resources; and104 

WHEREAS, the County acknowledges that the procedures set forth in the County’s 
Code, in Section 16A-12, have been followed with respect to this Easement; and105 

WHEREAS, Chapter 461 of the Acts of 1966, codified in Chapter 17, Title 10.1, §§10.1-
1700 through 10.1-1705 of the Code of Virginia, as amended (the “Open-Space Land Act”), 
declares that the preservation of open-space land serves a public purpose by curbing urban 
sprawl, preventing the spread of urban blight and deterioration and encouraging more 
economic and desirable urban development, helping provide or preserve necessary park, 
recreational, historic and scenic areas, and conserving land and other natural resources, and 
authorizes the acquisition of interests in real property, including easements in gross, as a 
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means of preserving open-space land; and106 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Sections 10.1-1700 and 10.1-1703 of the Open-Space Land Act, 
the purposes of this Easement include retaining and protecting open-space and natural 
resource values of the Property, and the limitation on division, residential construction and 
commercial and industrial uses contained herein ensures that the Property will remain 
perpetually available for agriculture, livestock production, forest or open-space use, all as 
more particularly set forth below; and107 

WHEREAS, Chapter 525 of the Acts of 1966, Chapter 18, Title 10.1, §§10.1-1800 
through 10.1-1804 of the Code of Virginia, declares it to be the public policy of the 
Commonwealth to encourage preservation of open-space land and authorizes the Virginia 
Outdoors Foundation to hold real property or any estate or interest therein for the purpose of 
preserving the natural, scenic, historic, scientific, open-space and recreational lands of the 
Commonwealth; and 108 

WHEREAS, this Easement is granted “exclusively for conservation purposes” under 
IRC §170(h)(1)(C) because it effects “the preservation of open space (including farmland and 
forest land)” under IRC 170(h)(4)(A)(iii).  Specifically, the preservation of  open space on the 
Property is pursuant to clearly delineated state and local governmental conservation policies 
and will yield a significant public benefit; and 109 

WHEREAS, the easement granted herein is made in compliance with the applicable 
provisions of the Virginia Open Space Land Act, referenced above, in compliance with the 
Virginia Land Conservation Incentives Act of 1999 (as amended), Section 58.1-510, et seq., of 
the Virginia Code, and in compliance with Section 170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended (“IRC”), this said easement being:110 

A.  A qualified real property interest, to a qualified 
organization (the County), and given exclusively for conservation 
purposes (Section 170(h)(1)(A), (B), and (C) of the IRC, and111 

B.   For a legally valid conservation purpose and to yield a 
significant public benefit as set forth in Section 170(h)(A)(4)(iii)(I) and 
(II); and112 

 
WHEREAS, this open space easement in gross constitutes a restriction granted in 

perpetuity on the use which may be made of the Property, and is in furtherance of, consistent 
with and pursuant to the clearly delineated federal, regional, state and local governmental 
conservation policies, as set forth in:113 

 
(i)  Land conservation policies of the Commonwealth of Virginia as set forth in:114 
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a. Section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Virginia, which states that 
it is the Commonwealth’s policy to protect its atmosphere, lands and waters from 
pollution, impairment, or destruction, for the benefit, enjoyment, and general welfare 
of the people of the Commonwealth; and115 

 
b. The Virginia Open Space Land Act of 1966, Chapter 461 of the 1966 

Acts of the Assembly, (Chapter 17, Title 10.1, §§10.1-1700 through 10.1-1705 of the 
Code of Virginia, as amended), which declares that the preservation of open space 
land serves a public purpose by promoting the health and welfare of the citizens of the 
Commonwealth by curbing urban sprawl and encouraging more desirable and 
economical development of natural resources, and authorizes the use of easements in 
gross to maintain the character of open space land; and116 

 
c. Chapter 525 of the Acts of 1966, Chapter 18, Title 10.1, §§10.1-¬1800 

through 10.1-1804 of the Code of Virginia, which declares it to be the public policy of 
the Commonwealth to encourage preservation of open space land; and117 

 
d. The Virginia Conservation Easement Act referenced above, Chapter 

10.1, Title 10.1, §§1009 through 1016 of the Code of Virginia, which provides for 
conveyances of perpetual “conservation easements” to private charitable conservation 
organizations qualifying as “holders”, as defined therein, for purposes which include 
retaining or protecting natural or open space values of real property, assuring its 
availability for agricultural, forestal, recreational, or open space use, protecting 
natural resources, maintaining or enhancing air or water quality, or preserving the 
historical, architectural or archaeological aspects of real property; and118 

 
e. The Virginia Land Conservation Incentives Act of 1999, Chapter 3 of 

Title 58.1, §§58.1-510 through 58.1-513 of the Code of Virginia, which supplements 
existing land conservation programs to further encourage the preservation and 
sustainability of the Commonwealth’s unique natural resources, wildlife habitats, 
open spaces and forest resources by providing an income tax credit for donors of 
interests in land for conservation purposes to encourage the preservation and 
sustainability of Virginia’s unique natural resources, wildlife habitats, open spaces, 
and forested resources; and119 

 
f. Chapter 32, Article 4, of Title 58.1, §§58.1-3229 through 58.1-3244 of 

the Code of Virginia, which provides for and promotes special use-value tax 
assessments for real estate devoted to agricultural, forestal, horticultural and open 
space use; and120 

 
g. The Code of Virginia (§§10.1-1801.1 et seq.), which establishes an Open 

Space Land Preservation Trust Fund enabling the Virginia Outdoors Foundation to 
provide grants to assist persons conveying open-space and conservation easements; 
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and121 
 
h. The Virginia122 Agricultural and Forestal 123Districts Act, Chapter 43 of 

Title 15.2, §§15.2-4300 through 15.2-4314 of the Code of Virginia, which encourages 
the conservation, protection, development and improvement of agricultural and 
forestal lands for the production of food and other agricultural and forestal products 
and as valued natural and ecological resources which provide essential open spaces 
for clean air sheds, watershed protection, wildlife habitat, as well as for aesthetic 
purposes and as an economic and environmental resource of major importance; 
and124 

 
i. The United States Farmland Protection Policy Act, P.L. 97-98, 7 

U.S.C.A. Sub Section 4201, the purpose of which is to “minimize the extent to which 
Federal Programs and policies contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible 
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses and to assure that Federal Programs 
are administered in a manner that, to the extent practicable, will be compatible with 
State, unit of local government and private programs and policies to protect 
farmland”; and  125 

 
j. The Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act, Chapter 21 of Title 10.1, §§ 

10.1-2100 through 2116 of the Code of Virginia, which promotes state and local 
measures to protect the public interest in the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries.  
Subsequently, the Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance Board adopted regulations 
concerning the use and development of certain lands in Virginia called Chesapeake 
Bay Preservation Areas which, if improperly developed, may result in substantial 
damage to water quality of the Chesapeake bay and its tributaries, such as the 
Potomac and Rappahannock River and their tributaries; and126 

 
k. The draft 2007 Virginia Outdoors Plan (“VOP”), discussing the 

Hampton Roads Planning District, which includes all of James City County, notes for 
the district that “[g]eneral recommendations for land conservation include:127 

 
● All localities should continue to promote the conservation and 

preservation of open space through land acquisition, open-space and 
conservation easements, stewardship agreements, the development of 
agricultural and forestal districts, the outright purchase of land or any of the 
many open space protection strategies presented in Chapter 3, Land 
Conservation.128 

● As population growth accelerates development pressure, land 
conservation and sound land-use decision-making must become prominent 
considerations in all land-planning efforts. Localities, state agencies, and 
private organizations must make deliberate decisions about how to focus and 
prioritize their land conservation efforts. To do so, they must develop a method 
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of targeting conservation efforts, using green infrastructure land planning 
techniques, geographic information systems, local comprehensive plans, and 
decision support systems such as the Virginia Conservation Lands Needs 
Assessment.  See VOP, Ch. X, PD 23, page 4; and129 

 
(ii) Land use policies of the County of James City as delineated in:130 
 

a. the James City County 2003 Comprehensive Plan (“Plan”), to which 
Plan the restrictions set forth in this deed conform and which contains the following 
statements of concern:131 

 
● “The County continues to experience significant development 

pressures, mostly due to its location between two major metropolitan areas 
and its growing attraction as a retirement community and tourist destination. 
These circumstances result in considerable environmental concerns, including 
decreasing water supply and quality, increased soil erosion and stormwater 
runoff, loss of scenic vistas, destruction of wildlife habitats, deforestation, air 
pollution, and loss of agricultural lands.” See Plan, page 42;132 

●  “The 2002 forest inventory of James City County reveals that 
54,150 acres of land in the County (approximately 59% of total land area) are 
forested. Since 1992, this represents a decrease of 17 percent or 10,816 acres. 
At present growth rates, loss of forestland is a major concern to the County.” 
See Plan, page 45;133 

 
  and which contains the following environmental goals, strategies and 
actions:134 
 
   Goals:135 

1. Continue to maintain and improve the high level of environmental 
quality in James City County.136 

2. Continue to protect and conserve the County’s natural resources and 
environmentally sensitive lands for the use and enjoyment of future 
generations.137 

3. Promote138 the continuation of a viable agricultural and forestal industry 
and resource base, and protects the quality of James City County139'140s surface 
water and groundwater resources; and141.142 

WHEREAS, the Grantors have offered to donate this Conservation Easement and the Grantee 
has agreed to hold said Conservation Easement in perpetuity.143 

4. Promote development and land use decisions that protect and 
improve the water quality of the Chesapeake Bay and the bodies of water that 
discharge into the Bay.144 
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5. Protect the availability, quantity, and quality of all surface and 
groundwater resources.145 

6. Educate the public on County environmental programs and 
initiatives.146 

7. Continue to create a more sustainable community by linking 
environmental, social, and economic goals. A sustainable community seeks to 
balance economic development, environmental resources, and social benefits 
such as job training and community development.147 

Strategies:148 

1. Utilize existing techniques and develop new regulations and non-
regulatory techniques to preserve the County’s environmental quality.149 

2. Assure that new development minimizes adverse impacts on the 
natural and built environment.150 

3. Reduce shoreline and stream bank erosion and mitigate adverse 
impacts of waterfront access on water quality.151 

4. Protect County shorelines from erosion through a coordinated, 
unified area approach that utilizes properly designed methods of vegetative or 
structural stabilization, bank regrading, beach nourishment, and/or relocation 
of activities to less sensitive areas using the Shoreline Stabilization Measures 
for Various Erosion Rates as a guide.152 

5. Protect natural (unaltered) shorelines from negative impacts of land 
use activities and development (see Plan, page 65); and153 

 

WHEREAS, the Property is located adjacent to the northern border of property 
owned by James City County containing the Little Creek Reservoir, which contains 
approximately 1,800 acres, is a water supply source for the City of Newport News and James 
City County, and is home to Little Creek Reservoir Park, a County park facility open to the 
public; and154 
 

WHEREAS, the Property is located within the James River watershed and the 



 

 
9 

Yarmouth Creek subwatershed, which flows and discharges into the Chickahominy River, 
which then subsequently discharges into the lower James River; and155 

 
WHEREAS, the Yarmouth Creek subwatershed contains extensive wetland 

complexes, forested areas, and the Little Creek Reservoir; and156 
 
WHEREAS, the Lower James River (James City and Surry Counties) has been 

designated as a Virginia Scenic River (see VOP, Ch. X, PD 23, page 12); and 157 
 
WHEREAS, that portion of the Chickahominy River in James City County from 

Providence Forge to the James River (the segment between James City and the New Kent 
County line to its confluence with the James River) has been evaluated and found to qualify 
for designation as a Virginia Scenic River (see VOP, Ch. X, PD 23, page 12); and158 

 
WHEREAS, the public has views of substantially all of the Property from the Little 

Creek Reservoir and from State Route 610 (Forge Road); and159 
 
WHEREAS, James City County is a rapidly developing jurisdiction located on a 

peninsula midway between Norfolk and Richmond, Virginia and is part of the “Golden 
Crescent” of Virginia, the name given to the area that stretches from Washington, D.C. to 
Richmond and the Tidewater Region (see James City County Greenway Master Plan dated 
June 25, 2002 (“Greenway Plan”), page 5); and160 

 
WHEREAS, in 1990, the “Golden Crescent” accounted for 90% of Virginia’s overall 

population growth, and James City County experienced a 68% population growth rate 
during the 1980’s, a 36% growth rate during the 1990’s, and has a projected growth rate of 
38% from 2000 to 2010 (see Greenway Plan, page 5); and161 

 
WHEREAS, the Property possesses significant natural, scenic, open space, forestal, 

natural resource, air and water quality and recreational values the preservation of which will 
benefit the citizens of James City County and the Commonwealth, and the Property has not 
been subject to development and in its current condition contributes to the environmental 
and economic well being of James City County, Virginia; and162 

 
WHEREAS, the “Conservation Values” of the Property are its agricultural, forestal, 

scenic and natural values, and its value as open space land preserved for open space and 
rural uses, as referenced under IRC § 170(h)(4)(A)(iii) and Treas. Reg. § 1.170A-14(d)(4) and 
as more particularly described in the preceding WHEREAS paragraphs and Section 2 
hereof, and as further documented in an inventory of relevant features of the Property, 
“_______________ Baseline Documentation Report,” incorporated herein by reference, 
which Baseline Documentation Report is acknowledged as an accurate description of the 
Property as of the date of donation of this Easement and is signed by the Grantors and the 
Grantee, to be maintained on file in the offices of the Grantee, and intended to serve as an 
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objective, though nonexclusive, information baseline for monitoring compliance with the 
terms of this Easement; and163 
 

WHEREAS, the Grantors and Grantee agree that this Easement will yield significant 
public benefit to the citizens of James City County and the Commonwealth as set forth 
herein; and164 

 
WHEREAS, Grantors and Grantee desire to protect in perpetuity the conservation 

values of the Property as specified in Section 2 hereof by restricting the use of the Property 
as set forth herein; and 165 
 

WHEREAS, Grantee has determined that the restrictions on the use of the Property 
set forth herein (the Restrictions) will preserve and protect in perpetuity the conservation 
values of the Property, which values are reflected in Section 2 hereof; and166 

 
WHEREAS, Grantee has determined that the Restrictions will limit use of the 

Property to those uses consistent with, and not adversely affecting, the conservation values of 
the Property and the governmental conservation policies furthered by the Easement, and 
that the rights, uses or improvements permitted or retained by the Grantor hereunder do not 
materially impair or destroy the Property’s scenic, conservation and open-space values, and 
believes this Easement is valuable to the County and provides a substantial public benefit 
and purpose; and167 
 

WHEREAS, there is no building located on the Property that, in whole or in part, has 
served as the basis for any federal or state historic rehabilitation tax credit as part of a 
rehabilitation project completed within five years of the date of recordation of the Easement; 
and168 

 
WHEREAS, the Property has not been dedicated as open space within, or as part of, a 

residential subdivision or any other type of residential or commercial development, or 
dedicated as open space in, or as part of, any real estate development plan, or dedicated for 
the purpose of fulfilling density requirements to obtain approvals for zoning, subdivision, site 
plan, or building permits, and this Easement is not being granted as part of or in connection 
with any residential or commercial development of the Property or any other real property; 
and169 

 
WHEREAS, the Property is not part of a parcel of land that has been the subject of a 

conservation easement within the preceding eleven (11) years; and170 
 
WHEREAS, the Grantors and Grantee have the common purpose of conserving the 

above described conservation and open space values of the Property in perpetuity and the 
Commonwealth of Virginia has authorized the creation of open-space easements pursuant to 
the Open Space Land Act to retain or protect natural or open-space values of real property, 
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assuring its availability for agricultural, forestry, recreational, or open-space use, protecting 
natural resources, maintaining or enhancing air or water quality, or preserving the 
historical, architectural or archaeological aspects of real property, and Grantors and 
Grantee wish to avail themselves of that law as well as the provisions of IRC § 170(h) 
concerning qualified conservation contributions and IRC § 2031(c) allowing an election for 
special treatment of qualifying open-space and conservation easements for estate tax 
purposes; and171 
 

WHEREAS, Grantee, by acceptance of this Easement, designates the Property as 
property to be retained and used in perpetuity for the preservation and provision of open-
space land pursuant to the Open-Space Land Act;172 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals, and of 173the mutual benefits, 
174covenants and terms herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt 
and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by the parties,175herein and their acceptance by 
Grantee, the parties do hereby amend and restate the Original Easement and176 the Grantors 
hereby grant, convey, covenant, and agree as follows:177do hereby give, grant and convey to 
Grantee a conservation and open-space easement in gross (Easement) over, and the right in 
perpetuity to restrict the use of, the Property, which is described in “Exhibit A” attached 
hereto and made a part hereof178, 179and consists of approximately 90.87 acres, more or less, 
located in Stonehouse Magisterial District, James City County, Virginia, near Toano, fronting 
on Forge Road (State Route 610).  Even if the Property consists of more than one parcel for 
real estate tax or any other purpose, it shall be considered one parcel for purposes of this 
Easement, and the restrictions and covenants of this Easement180 shall apply to the Property181 as 
a whole.182 

1. 1831. 184GRANT AND CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT. The Grantors hereby grant and convey 
to the Grantee and its successors and assigns, with General Warranty and the English Covenants of 
Title, this Conservation 185Easement in gross over the Property, restricting in perpetuity the use of 
the Property in the manner set forth in this Conservation 186Easement. 

2. PURPOSE.  The conservation purpose of this Easement is to preserve land for 
agricultural use, forestal use, watershed preservation, preservation of scenic open space, and 
preservation of open space designated by local government and to protect the conservation 
values of the Property in perpetuity by imposing the restrictions on the use of the Property set 
forth herein and providing for their enforcement as provided herein.  The conservation values 
of the Property are its open-space and scenic values and its values as land preserved for open-
space and rural uses including agriculture, livestock production and forestry.  Grantors 
covenant that no acts or uses that are inconsistent with the purpose and intent of this 
Easement or the Conservation Values herein protected shall be conducted on the Property.187 

2. 1883. 189DESCRIPTION. The Property is shown as all or part of :190 
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(i) 1912945 Forge Road, comprising 80 acres, more or less, and 192identified as Tax 
Parcel ID No. 1230100022 (the "193“194Branch Property"195”196),  

(ii) 1972925 Forge Road, comprising 8 acres, more or less, and 198identified as Tax Parcel 
ID No. 1230100021 (the "199“200Branch Residence"201”202), and  

(iii) 2032875 Forge Road, comprising 10 acres, more or less, and 204identified as Tax 
Parcel ID No. 1230100022A (the "205“206Perry Property"207”208),209 

each as shown210 among the land records of the County.211, all as more particularly described on 
“Exhibit A” attached hereto and made a part hereof. 212 The Property shall be considered to be 
one parcel for the purposes of this Conservation 213Easement, and the restrictions and covenants of 
this Conservation 214Easement shall apply to the Property as a whole except as noted.  The entire 
Perry Property was not previously subject to any conservation easement, but is hereafter 
subject to this Easement.215 

3. 2164. 217USES AND ACTIVITIES. In order to accomplish the purposes of the PDR Program and 
the Open-Space Land Act (the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, Section 10.1-1700, et 
seq.)218and this Easement,219 the Property shall be subject to the following restrictions: 

 A. Construction, installation, location, placement of structures and improvements. There shall 
be no construction, placement, or maintenance of any structure or improvements on the Property 
unless the structure or improvements are either on the Property as of the date of this Conservation 
220Easement or are authorized as follows: 

 1. Existing dwellings. The repair, expansion,221maintenance, remodeling, 
rebuilding or222 removal, or relocation223 of the dwellings that exist on the Property 224as of the 
date of this Conservation225 Easement is permitted, except as noted in this instrument226Easement.  
Any expansion of any dwellings that exist on the Property as of the date of this Easement may 
be permitted only upon the prior written approval of the Grantee and, except for the existing 
main house that has a structural footprint of approximately 5,000 square feet, shall not expand 
the total structural footprint of any such dwelling in excess of 4,500 square feet without 
Grantee’s prior review and written approval227. 

a.    The removal of the existing dwelling on the Branch Residence shall 
extinguish all development rights on this parcel in perpetuity except as allowed by this 
deed228Easement229. The Grantee shall have one (1) year from July 26, 2006,230the date of 
execution of this Easement231 to remove, at its cost, the existing dwelling from the Branch 
Residence. The parties may extend this date by mutual agreement in writing. 

b.    Any relocation of the existing or replacement dwelling on the Perry 
Property shall not be closer than 400 linear feet to the centerline of Forge Road, as it is currently 
located. 
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 2. Future dwellings. 

a. 232a. 233Placement of dwellings, if any,234 on the parcels identified as Lot 
4235numbers 4, 5236 and Lot 52376238 on "239“240Exhibit B”241,"242 attached hereto and made a part 
hereof, shall be situated in substantially the same location as identified on "243“244Exhibit B”245,"246 
as determined by the Grantee. Dwellings located247To protect the scenic values of the Property, 
no dwelling or other building shall be constructed248 on the parcels identified as 
Lot249numbers250 1, 2,2512252 and 3 on "253“254Exhibit B" shall be255” unless such dwelling or 
building is256 situated within 400 linear feet of the southern property line.257 of such parcel and 
situated in substantially the same location as identified on “Exhibit B”. 258 Placement of any 
dwelling not currently shown on “259Exhibit B”260 shall be approved in advance by the Grantee. 

b. 261b. 262The Grantor263Grantors264 shall be permitted to construct one 
"265“266caretaker"267”268 dwelling (the "269“270Caretaker Dwelling"271”272) upon the Property, subject 
to the following restrictions: 

1. The Caretaker Dwelling shall be wholly situated within a barn 
or similar agricultural structure (the "273“274Agricultural Structure"275”276). The Caretaker 
Dwelling shall be oriented at the rear of the Agricultural Structure and shall not be visible 
from Forge Road. 

 2. The Caretaker Dwelling shall be only used by a bona 
fide caretaker of the Property. 

 3. The size of the Caretaker Dwelling shall be limited to 
not more than 1000 square feet. 

 4. The location, color, and architectural design of the 
Agricultural Structure shall be designed to complement the agricultural and rural nature of 
the Forge Road corridor and shall be approved in advance in writing by the Grantee. 

5.   2775. 278The Agricultural Structure shall access Forge Road only via 
the existing driveway serving the Perry Residence or the common drive serving Lot 4 and 
Lot 5.2795 shown on “Exhibit B”.280  All other accesses to the Agricultural Structure shall be 
via an unpaved road. 

6. 2816. 282The Agricultural Structure shall not be subdivided from the 
Property. 

   c. The Grantor shall be permitted to construct one guest cottage (“Guest 
Cottage”) upon the Property, subject to the following restrictions: 

   1. The Guest Cottage shall be wholly situated within a barn or 
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similar Agricultural Structure.  The Guest Cottage shall be oriented at the rear of the 
Agricultural Structure and shall not be visible from Forge Road. 

   2. The size of the Guest Cottage shall be limited to not more than 
1000 square feet. 

3. The location, color, and architectural design of the Guest 
Cottage shall be designed to complement the agricultural and rural nature of the Forge Road 
corridor and shall be approved in advance in writing by the Grantee. 

4. The Guest Cottage shall access Forge Road only via the 
existing driveway serving the Perry Residence or the common drive serving Lots 1, 2 and 3 
shown on “Exhibit “283B”.  All other accesses to the Guest Cottage shall be via an unpaved 
road. 

5. The Guest Cottage shall not be subdivided from the Property. 

3. Roads and Utilities.  Private roads and utilities to serve permitted 
buildings or structures, private roads and utilities to parcels created by permitted divisions 
of the Property, and roads with permeable surfaces for other permitted uses, such as 
farming or forestry, may be constructed and maintained.  Other public or private utilities 
whose construction and maintenance Grantee determines will not impair the Property’s 
conservation values may be constructed and maintained if Grantee gives its prior written 
approval.  Farm trails and paths that are not paved or otherwise improved shall be 
permitted without limitation hereunder.  The location of new roads or access ways, other 
than farm trails, unpaved paths, or forest roads, shall require review and written approval 
of Grantee prior to construction.284 

4. Additional Restrictions.  To further protect the scenic and open-space 
values of the Property, no dwelling or other building shall be constructed within 130 feet of 
the centerline of State Route 610 (Forge Road).  Any permitted dwellings, buildings or 
structures visible from State Route 610 (Forge Road) or the Little Creek Reservoir shall be 
designed and sited to minimize their visibility from said location(s) in any season of the year, 
provided that the Grantee acknowledges and agrees that any structure or dwelling situated 
in substantially the same location as identified on “Exhibit B” shall be deemed to be sited to 
minimize its visibility from said location(s) in satisfaction of the requirements of this 
paragraph.  The building height of any permitted dwelling or non-dwelling structure shall 
not be more than thirty-five (35) feet, as measured from final grade to ridge of roof.285 

B. Types of structures. The following structures may be established on the Property 
without the prior written consent of the Grantee: 

1. Accessory structures typical and 286incidental to the existing 
structures and allowed additional287permitted288 dwellings such as outbuildings, swimming 
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pools, garages, and tool sheds. 

2. Farm buildings and structures (a farm building or structure shall mean a 
building or structure originally constructed and used for the activities specified in Section 
4(D)(2)(b)-(e) hereof)289. 

3. There shall be no more than a total of six (6) dwelling units situated on the 
Properties, each of which shall be a single family detached dwelling unit; provided, however, that 
a Caretaker Dwelling and a Guest Cottage may be situated upon the Property as limited by section 
32904291(A)(2)(b) and Section 32924293(A)(2)(c) of this Conservation 294Easement. 

C. 295C. 296Size of structures. Excluding the Caretaker Dwelling and its attached or 
adjacent barn and 297Guest Cottage and its attached or adjacent barn298, each altered, 
relocated, or new principal residence dwelling, farm building and farm 299structure, 
including dwellings, farm buildings and farm structures300 shall have a structural footprint of 
not more than four thousand five hundred (4,500) square feet and total301without prior written 
approval of the Grantee, which approval shall be limited to consideration of the impact of 
the size, height and siting of the proposed structure on the Conservation Values of the 
Property.  Excluding the Caretaker Dwelling and its attached or adjacent barn and Guest 
Cottage and its attached or adjacent barn, each altered, relocated, or new accessory 
structure shall have a structural footprint of not more than two thousand (2,000) square 
feet without prior written approval of the Grantee, which approval shall be limited to 
consideration of the impact of the size, height and siting of the proposed structure on the 
conservation values of the Property.  Total302 dwellings, buildings, structures, and 
impervious surfaces (excluding roads and driveways) 303shall not exceed ten (10)304two305 
percent (2%) 306of the surface area of the Property, unless prior written approval for a greater 
footprint or surface area is obtained from the Grantee307provided that if Grantors can 
demonstrate that an increase in the collective footprint would result in increased 
protection of the conservation values protected herein, Grantee may approve such 
increase.  For the purpose of this Section the collective footprint is the ground area 
measured in square feet of the permitted dwellings, buildings and structures identified 
herein and all other impervious surfaces, excluding roads and driveways.  In the event of 
division of the Property, the collective footprint of all dwellings, buildings and above-
ground structures and all other impervious surfaces on each parcel, excluding roads, shall 
not exceed 2% of the total area of such parcel unless otherwise allocated in the instrument 
of transfer or other recorded instrument308. 

D. 309D. 310Improvements. The following may be constructed, placed, or maintained, 
provided they are consistent with this Deed of 311Easement and the PDR Program with prior 
written approval to be obtained by the Grantee: private roads, utilities and other improvements 
customary and related to the use of the existing dwelling or permitted buildings and structures. 

1. 3121. 313Miscellaneous:314.315 The Grantor316Grantors317 may enclose any 
portion of the Property with wooden, split-rail, or similar fencing with the prior written approval 
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of the Grantee. Those portions of the Property not adjacent to Forge Road may be enclosed with 
wire fencing. Said wire 318fencing shall not unduly obstruct views of any part of 319the Property 
from Forge Road or Little Creek Reservoir320. The Grantor321Grantors322 shall not plant trees or 
other landscaping in such a manner as to block views of Lot 4 depicted on "Exhibit B" from Forge 
Road323any part of the Property from Forge Road or Little Creek Reservoir (provided that 
trees and landscaping existing as of the date of this Easement, tress and landscaping along 
any drive on the Property planted at the request or approval of the Grantee, and trees 
naturally growing on the Property need not be removed to afford views of the Property 
from Forge Road or Little Creek Reservoir)324. 

2. 3252. 326Commercial and industrial uses prohibited; description of uses not 
deemed to be commercial and industrial uses. There shall be no industrial or commercial uses or 
activities conducted on the Property as defined by the County Code327, provided, however, the 
following uses are NOT deemed to be commercial or industrial uses for the purposes of this 
Conservation 328Easement: 

a. 329a. 330Single-family residential uses. 

b. 331b. 332Agricultural uses, consisting of establishing, reestablishing, 
maintaining or using cultivated fields, orchards or pastures in accordance with generally 
accepted agricultural practices for the purpose of producing or maintaining crops, including 
horticultural specialties; livestock, including all domestic and domesticated animals; and 
livestock products. The processing of agricultural products is not an agricultural use, except 
related processing and sale of products produced on the Property, as long as no additional 
buildings are required 333as an accessory use, and334 with prior written approval by the 
Grantee. Grantors, their heirs, successors, or assigns, shall conduct all agricultural 
operations on the Property in a manner consistent with a conservation plan, which 
includes best management practices, prepared in consultation with the local Soil and 
Water District or the Natural Resources Conservation Service representative.335 

c. 336c. 337The Grantors, and their successors and assigns, shall be allowed 
to have and board large animals (e.g., horses and cattle) on the Property; provided, however, that 
the total number of large animals boarded or otherwise held by the Grantors and their successors 
and assigns on the Property shall not exceed a ratio of 1 large animal per 2 acres of pastureland 
on the Property or 3 large animals per lot338Lot as shown on “Exhibit B”339, whichever is 
greater. 

d. 340d. 341Forestal uses, consisting of reforestation, timber harvesting and 
forest management activities undertaken to produce wood products and/or improve the health 
and productivity of the woodland. 342 are permitted.  Best Management Practices, as defined 
by the Virginia Department of Forestry, shall be used to control erosion and protect water 
quality when any timber harvest or land-clearing activity is undertaken.  All material 
timber harvest activities on the Property shall be guided by a Forest Stewardship 
Management Plan approved by Grantee or the Virginia Department of Forestry.  A pre-
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harvest plan consistent with the Forest Stewardship Management Plan shall be submitted 
to Grantee for approval 45 days before beginning any material timber harvest.  The 
objectives of the Forest Stewardship Management Plan may include, but are not limited to, 
forest health, biodiversity, timber management, wildlife habitat, scenic forest, aesthetics, 
recreation, water and air quality, carbon or other mitigation banking programs, natural 
area preservation, or any combination thereof.  Grantee shall be notified 30 days prior to 
the clearing of over 10 acres of forestland for grassland, crop land, or in association with 
the construction of permitted buildings.  Non-commercial de minimis harvest of trees for 
trail clearing, firewood or Grantor’s domestic use, trees that pose an imminent hazard to 
human health or safety, or removal of invasive species, shall not require a Forest 
Stewardship Management Plan.  Grantors, their heirs, successors, or assigns, shall conduct 
all forestal operations on the Property in a manner consistent with a conservation plan, 
which includes best management practices, prepared in consultation with the local Soil and 
Water District or the Natural Resources Conservation Service representative.  343The 
processing of wood products is not a forestal use, except as an accessory use with prior written 
approval by344of345 the Grantee. 

e. 346e. 347Seasonal activities that do not permanently alter the physical 
appearance of the Property that are related to and consistent with an authorized use of the 
Property delineated herein, including but348 and do349 not limited to350diminish351 the sale of 
agricultural products grown or raised on352Conservation Values of353 the Property, and354 
herein protected, including355 the granting of licenses to enter and use the Property for hunting 
or fishing.356non-commercial recreational hunting or fishing, trapping, hiking, horse riding 
and similar rights for private use consistent with the Conservation Values protected 
herein, in accordance with local, state and federal regulations.  Temporary outdoor 
activities involving 100 or more people shall not exceed 7 consecutive days in any 90-day 
period without prior written approval of the Grantee. 357 

f. Uses that are subordinate and customarily accessory to a principal 
use of the Property (such as, for example, a shed for a residence, a garage, a patio, a deck, etc.) 
that are not expressly prohibited by this Conservation 358Easement and are otherwise consistent 
with IRC § 170(h) and its Regulations, 359the purposes of this Conservation 360Easement, the 
PDR Program and the County Code. 

g. Uses or activities not expressly excepted herein, but which are 
determined by the Grantee in writing not to be a commercial or industrial use or activity, and to be 
consistent with the purposes of this Conservation Easement, the PDR Program, and the County 
Code.361 

3. Unlisted uses. The Grantor may petition the Board of Supervisors for 
permission to establish a use which is not otherwise listed herein and which is otherwise permitted 
by the County Code on the Property. Said petition shall be in writing and shall be considered by 
the Board of Supervisors at a public meeting within ninety (90) days of the date of submission of 
the petition.362 

g. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Easement, any use 
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of the Property is prohibited that will destroy or significantly alter the Conservation 
Values of the Property protected by this Easement.  The Grantee shall approve, in writing, 
any alterations, demolition, or ground-disturbing activity on or to the Property that may 
impact cultural or natural heritage resources contained on the Property.363 

3. Repairs.  Grantors shall have the right to maintain, remodel, rebuild 
and repair permitted dwellings, structures, fences, utilities, and other improvements, and 
in the event of their destruction, to reconstruct any such existing improvement with 
another of similar size, function, capacity, location and material.  Any new, replaced or 
enlarged permitted building or structure must not be inconsistent with and must not 
conflict with, diminish, impair or interfere with the purpose and intent of this Easement or 
with its Conservation Values.364 

E. Riparian Buffer. The Grantors and Grantee acknowledge that the Property 
lies adjacent to James City County property containing the Little Creek Reservoir, but 
that no perennial streams, rivers or creeks are currently located on the Property.  To 
protect water quality, to the extent any portion of the Property lies within 100 feet of the 
edge of the Little Creek Reservoir, or within 35 feet of any perennial creek or stream on 
the Property, each as measured from the top of the bank, such portion of the Property 
shall be maintained in forest or be permitted to revegetate naturally (the “Buffer Strip”).  
Other than any beaches, docks or similar facilities already existing on the Property within 
any such Buffer Strip, if any, as of the date of this Easement and any maintenance or 
repair thereof, and any dams, fencing, gate posts, or permitted signs and any maintenance 
or repair thereof, within this Buffer Strip, if any, there shall be (a) no buildings or other 
substantial structures constructed, (b) no storage of compost, manure, fertilizers, 
chemicals, machinery or equipment, (c) no removal of trees except removal of invasive 
species or removal of dead, diseased or dying trees or trees posing an imminent human 
health or safety hazard, and (d) no plowing, cultivation or other earth-disturbing activity, 
except as may be reasonably necessary for (i) wetland or stream bank restoration, or 
erosion control, pursuant to a government permit, (ii) fencing along or within the buffer 
area; (iii) construction and maintenance of stream crossings that do not obstruct water 
flow,  (iv) creation and maintenance of foot or horse trails with unimproved surfaces, (v) 
tree planting and forest management in accordance with Virginia’s Forestry Best 
Management Practices for Water Quality Guide, and (vi) dam construction to create 
ponds.  Within such Buffer Strip, if any, limited mowing to control non-native species or 
protect trees and other plants planted in forested buffers, and limited access points to the 
Little Creek Reservoir, are permitted.  Within such Buffer Strip, if any, there shall be no 
grazing of livestock, however, limited designated points for livestock crossings within such 
Buffer Strip, if any, are permissible. There shall be no damaging or filling of wetlands or 
any existing perennial creek or stream located on the Property.  Nothing contained herein 
shall prohibit or prevent the Grantors from undertaking efforts to create additional 
wetlands upon the Property.365 

F. Grantee Approvals.  Grantors shall give Grantee written notice at least 60 
days before beginning construction, replacement, or enlargement of any dwelling on the 
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Property or of any other building, structure, road or utility for which prior review by 
Grantee and/or prior written approval of Grantee is required.  The Grantee shall act 
promptly upon the receipt of a request for approval to review such request and grant or 
deny approval.366 

4. 3675. 368CONFIGURATION/SUBDIVISION OF THE PROPERTY. Within369In the event the 
Property is hereafter subdivided, or lot lines are placed on the Property, then within370 one 
(1) year from the date of execution of this Conservation 371Easement, the Grantors shall vacate the 
property lines on the Perry Property and the Branch Residence. The maximum number of lots on 
the Property shall be limited to no more than six (6) lots as depicted on "372“373Exhibit B"374”. 375 
The lots shall be configured in substantial conformance with "376“377Exhibit B”378,"379 provided, 
however, that any of the lots may be combined to result in fewer than six (6) lots.  All driveways 
shall be situated in substantially the same location as shown on "380“381Exhibit B”382,"383 as 
determined by the Grantee.  In the event of division of the Property as provided in this Section, 
permitted dwellings shall be allocated between or among the parcels in the instrument 
creating the division or other recorded instrument.  Grantors shall give Grantee written 
notice prior to making any division of the Property.  In the event of a division of the Property 
as provided in this Section, the grantor making the conveyance retains the right to make any 
further permitted division(s) of the Property unless permitted divisions are allocated by that 
grantor in the instrument creating the division or other recorded instrument.  Boundary line 
adjustments with adjoining parcels of land are permitted and shall not be considered 
divisions of the Property, provided that Grantee is made party to the deed creating the 
boundary line adjustment and at least one of the following conditions is met:384 

(i) The entire adjacent parcel is subject to a recorded open-space easement owned by 
Grantee; or385 

(ii) The proposed boundary line adjustment shall have been reviewed and approved in 
advance by the Grantee.386 

5. 3876. 388BILLBOARDS AND SIGNS. There shall be no display of billboards, signs or other 
advertisements on or over 389the Property, except signs that: (1) state solely the name of the 
owners, the name of the farm, and/or the address of the Property; (2) advertise the sale or lease of 
the Property; (3) advertise the sale of goods or services produced pursuant to a permitted use of 
the Property; (4) give directions to visitors; or 390(5) recognize historic status or participation in 
a conservation program; (6) 391provide warnings pertaining to trespassing, hunting, dangerous 
conditions, notices necessary for the protection of the Property392 and other similar such 
warnings.393; or (7) temporary political signs. 394 No such sign shall exceed twenty-four 
(24395sixteen (16396) square feet in size397. 

6. 3987.399 GRADING, EXCAVATION, EARTH REMOVAL, BLASTING, AND MINING. 
Earth removal, except for activities allowed within Section 3(D)400 on the Property, except in 
connection with (i) wetlands or stream bank restoration pursuant to a government permit, 
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(ii) erosion and sediment control pursuant to a government-required erosion and sediment 
control plan, or (iii) as required in401 the construction of permitted 402buildings, structures, 
roads and driveways, and utilities allowed pursuant to Section 4403 of this Conservation 
Easement, and blasting are prohibited.404 The exploration for, or development and extraction of 
minerals and hydrocarbons405 by mining or any other method is prohibited. Grading and 
excavation is allowed but406Easement, is prohibited.  Grading, blasting or earth removal in 
excess of one acre for the purposes set forth in subparagraphs (i) through (iii) above require 
30 days prior notice to Grantee.  Grading and excavation as required in the construction of 
permitted buildings, structures, roads and driveways, and utilities407 shall not materially alter 
the topography of the Property.   Best Management Practices408, in accordance with the Virginia 
Erosion and Sediment Control Law, shall be used to control erosion409 and protect water 
quality410 in permitted construction.  411Grading and excavation shall be allowed for dam 
construction to create private conservation ponds with prior written approval by the Grantee, and 
grading and excavation shall be allowed during412 the construction of permitted 413structures or 
associated improvements. 414.  Any blasting on the Property is prohibited. 415 The exploration 
for, or development and extraction of minerals and hydrocarbons416, or drilling for oil or gas, on 
the Property, whether by surface mining, subsurface mining, dredging or any other method 
on or from the Property, is prohibited.  417Common agricultural activities such as plowing, 
erosion control, and restoration are permitted activities not subject to this Section 418provided that 
they do not materially alter the topography of the Property. 

7. MANAGEMENT OF AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTAL RESOURCES. The 
application of419 Agricultural and Forestal 420Best Management Practices421 approved by the 
Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Virginia Department of Forestry, 
the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation, the Virginia Department of 
Environmental Quality, a local Soil and Water Conservation District, the USDA Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, or other USDA agency, or other applicable agency of the state or federal 
government, shall be undertaken in all agricultural and forestal activities, including all activities 
involving equine, other livestock or domesticated animals) allowed by this deed to protect the soil, 
control erosion, manage nutrients and manure422 and protect water quality423. The Grantors shall 
give the Grantee, its successors or assigns, written notice not less than forty-five (45) days prior to 
the anticipated commencement of any commercial timber harvest. If an aspect of the harvest 
activities is inconsistent with one or more purposes of this conservation easement, the Grantee 
reserves the right to require reasonable modifications to the harvest activities that will minimize 
such impacts.424 

8. 4258.426 ACCUMULATION OF WASTE MATERIAL. There shall be no accumulation or 
dumping of trash, refuse, or junk on the Property. This restriction shall not prohibit customary 
agricultural, horticultural or wildlife management practices including, but not limited to, 
establishing brush, compost427 piles, or428composting,429 the routine and customary short-term 
accumulation of household trash, or the storage of farm machinery, organic matter, 
agricultural products or agricultural byproducts on the Property430. 
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9. 4319.432 NOTICE AND PERMISSION. Whenever notice is to be given pursuant to any of 
the provisions of this Conservation 433Easement, or where a request for permission is required of 
the Grantee, or for a change of address, such notice or request for permission shall be in writing 
and shall be deemed to have been given upon (i) delivery by hand, (ii) three days after deposit in 
the U.S. mail with postage prepaid, for delivery by certified mail, return receipt requested, or (iii) 
one day after delivery to a recognized national courier service for overnight delivery to: 

If to Grantor:  Mr. Elwood H. Perry, Jr. 
2875 Forge Road 
Toano, VA 23168 

 
With Copy To: 

David W. Otey, Jr., Esquire 
Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly, P. C. 
485 McLaws Circle 
Williamsburg, VA 23185 

If to County: 

County Administrator 
101-C Mounts Bay Road 
P.O. Box 8784 
Williamsburg, VA 23185 

With Copy To: 

County Attorney 
101-C Mounts Bay Road 
P.O. Box 8784 
Williamsburg, VA 23185 

10.  MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

A. 434A. 435No public right-of-access to Property. This Conservation436Although this 
Easement will benefit the public as described herein, this437 Easement does not create, and 
shall not be construed to create, any right of the public to enter upon or to use the Property or 
any portion thereof, except as Grantors may otherwise allow in a manner consistent with the 
terms of this Conservation 438Easement and the PDR Program.  Grantors retain the exclusive 
right to access and use of the Property, subject to the terms hereof.  The public has views 
of substantially all of the Property from State Route 610 (Forge Road) and Little Creek 
Reservoir.439 
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B. Continuation; Notice to Grantee. 440 

B. 4411. 442Continuation.443  The covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions of 
this Conservation 444Easement are perpetual,445 shall apply to the Property as a whole and shall 
run with the land and be binding upon the parties, their successors, assigns, personal 
representatives, and heirs, and be considered a servitude running with the land in perpetuity.  
This Easement is an easement in gross that runs with the land as an incorporeal interest in 
the Property.  A landowner’s rights and obligations under this Easement terminate upon 
proper transfer of Landowner’s interest in the Property, except that liability for acts or 
omissions occurring prior to transfer shall survive transfer.446 

2. Notice to Grantee.  The Grantors shall notify the Grantee in writing 
prior to undertaking any activity or exercising any reserved right that the Grantors believe 
may be inconsistent with or that may conflict with, diminish, impair or interfere with the 
Conservation Values or terms and conditions of this Easement.  The Grantee shall act 
promptly upon the receipt of a request for approval to review such request and grant or 
deny approval.447 

C. 448C. 449Enforcement. In addition to any remedy provided by law or equity to enforce 
the terms of this Conservation 450Easement, the parties shall have the following rights and 
obligations: 

1. 4511. 452Monitoring. Employees or agents of Grantee may enter the Property from 
time to time, at reasonable times, for the purpose of monitoring compliance with the terms of this 
Conservation 453Easement. The Grantee shall give reasonable prior notice before entering the 
Property, when practicable, provided, however, that in the event of an emergency, entrance 
may be made to prevent, terminate or mitigate a potential violation of these restrictions with 
notice to Grantors or Grantors’ representative being given at the earliest practicable time454. 

2. 455Action at law inadequate remedy. 456The parties agree that 
monetary damages would not be an adequate remedy for the breach of any terms, 
conditions and457 

2. 458Action at law inadequate remedy. 459Grantee has the right to 
bring an action at law or in equity to enforce the Restrictions contained herein.  
460The parties agree that monetary damages would not be an adequate remedy for the 
breach of any terms, conditions and461 restrictions herein contained, and therefore, in the 
event that the Grantors, their successors or assigns, violate or breach any of the terms, 
conditions and restrictions herein contained, the Grantee, its successors, or assigns, may 
institute a suit, and shall be entitled, to enjoin by ex parte temporary and/or permanent 
injunction such violation and462.  This right specifically includes the right463 to require 
the restoration of the Property to its prior condition.464a condition of compliance with the 
terms of this Easement as existed on the date of the gift of the Easement, except to the 
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extent such condition thereafter changed in a manner consistent with the 
Restrictions; and to recover any damages arising from non-compliance.  
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Easement, Grantors shall not be 
responsible or liable for any damage or change to the condition of the Property 
caused by fire, flood, storm, Act of God, governmental act or other cause outside of 
Grantors’ control or any prudent action taken by Grantors to avoid, abate, prevent 
or mitigate damage or changes to the Property from such causes.465 
 

3. 4663. 467Restoration. Upon any breach of the terms of this Conservation 
468Easement by Grantors, Grantee may require by written demand to the Grantors that the Property 
be restored promptly to the469a470 condition required by471of compliance with the terms of472 this 
Conservation Easement.473Easement as existed on the date of the gift of the Easement, except 
to the extent such condition thereafter changed in a manner consistent with the Restrictions. 
474 Furthermore, the Grantee retains the right to restore the Property to a condition consistent with 
the terms of this Conservation 475Easement and assess the cost of such restoration against the 
owner of the parcel in violation of this Conservation 476Easement and as a lien against the Property 
in violation of this Conservation477 Easement, provided however, that no such lien shall affect the 
rights of a subsequent bona fide purchaser for value, unless an accurate, legally sufficient, and 
enforceable memorandum of such lien was recorded among the land records prior to such 
purchase, and such lien shall be subordinate to any deed of trust recorded prior to the recordation 
of a memorandum of such lien. 

 
4. 4784. 479Failure to enforce or perform480 does not waive right to enforce. The 

delay or 481failure of Grantee to enforce any term of this Conservation 482Easement shall not be 
deemed a waiver of the right to do so thereafter, nor discharge nor relieve Grantors from thereby 
complying with any such term.  The failure of the Grantors to perform any act required by 
this Easement shall not impair the validity of this Easement or limit its enforceability in any 
way.483 
 

5. 4845. 485Costs of enforcement. Any reasonable and ordinary costs incurred by the 
Grantee in enforcing the terms of this Conservation 486Easement against the Grantors, including, 
without limitation, costs of suit and reasonable attorneys'487’488 fees shall be borne by the Grantors, 
provided, however, if the Grantor prevails489Grantors prevail490 in any claim, litigation, or 
administrative order or ruling, the Grantee shall not be entitled to any of the costs or fees described 
herein. 

 
6. 4916. 492No right of enforcement by the public. This Conservation 493Easement 

does not create, and shall not be construed to create, any right of the public to maintain a suit for 
any damages against the Grantors for any violation of this Conservation 494Easement. 
 

D. Property Right; Extinguishment or Conversion495. Grantors agree that the 
grant496donation497 of the perpetual conservation restriction contained in this Conservation 
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498Easement gives rise to a property right, immediately vested in Grantee, with a fair market value 
that is at least equal to the proportionate value that the perpetual conservation restriction at 
the time of the gift bears to the value of the Property as a whole at that time (determined as 
the 499value of the Property without the Conservation 500Easement minus the value of the Property 
with the Conservation Easement or the value determined pursuant to section 10(R), whichever is 
greater. If501Easement at the time of gift of this Easement), and that the proportionate value 
of the Grantee’s rights, thereby established, shall remain constant.  Grantors and Grantee 
intend that this Easement be perpetual.  Nevertheless, if502 a subsequent unexpected change in 
the conditions surrounding the Property makes impossible or impractical the continued use of the 
Property for the conservation purposes specified herein, the Grantee may petition the Board of 
Supervisors to grant extinguishment of the Conservation 503Easement in exchange for the 
conveyance to the Grantee of a Conservation 504Easement on a different parcel located in James 
City County and in accordance with the PDR Ordinance in place at the time of the recording of 
this Conservation 505Easement. The Grantee, upon a506  In any507 sale,508 or509 exchange or 
conversion due510of the Property subsequent511 to an extinguishment,512 of this Easement, 
Grantee513 shall be entitled to a portion of the proceeds determined by multiplying all the proceeds 
by514at least equal to515 the proportionate value established above.516 of this Easement computed 
as set forth above, but not to be less than the proportion that the value of this Easement at 
the time of extinguishment bears to the then value of the Property as a whole. 517 All proceeds 
to which Grantee is entitled from such sale, exchange or involuntary conversion shall be used by 
the Grantee in a manner consistent with the original conservation purposes of this Conservation 
518Easement and the Open-Space Land Act519. 

E. 520E. 521Notice of proposed transfer or sale. The Grantors shall notify the Grantee in 
writing (i) before exercising any reserved right that Grantors believe may have an adverse 
effect on the conservation or open-space values or interests associated with the Property, 
and (ii) prior to or 522at the time of closing on any transfer or523,524 sale of all525, gift526 or 
conveyance of527 any portion of528interest in529 the Property.530 other than a deed of trust or 
mortgage. 531 In any deed or other legal instrument 532conveying all or 533any part of534interest 
in535 the Property, this Conservation536 Easement shall be referenced by deed book and page 
number in the deed of conveyance and shall state that this Conservation 537Easement is binding 
upon all successors in interest in the Property in perpetuity.  This Easement will be binding on 
the Grantors and Grantee (and their successors in interest) even if the Grantors fail to 
notify any successor in interest or to insert the Deed Book and Page Number reference for 
this Deed of Gift of Easement in any subsequent deed or other legal instrument.538 

F. Assignment by Grantee.  Grantee may not transfer or convey this Easement 
unless Grantee conditions such transfer or conveyance on the requirement that (1) all 
restrictions and conservation purposes set forth in this Easement are to be continued in 
perpetuity and (2) the transferee then qualifies as an eligible donee as defined in Section 
170(h)(3) of the IRC as amended and the applicable Treasury Regulations.539 

F. 540G. 541Relation to applicable laws. This Conservation 542Easement shall not be 
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construed to violate any applicable federal, state, or local law. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Conservation Easement, the County Code543 shall apply to the Property544. 545In 
the event of a conflict between any applicable law and this Conservation 546Easement, the more 
restrictive provision shall apply.  This Easement does not permit any use of the Property 
which is otherwise prohibited by federal, state, or local law or regulation.547 

H. No Quid Pro Quo.  This Easement is not given in respect to any law or code 
requiring density or residential development standards and, further, is not given by the 
Grantors expecting any quid pro quo, from the County or otherwise.  Neither the Property, 
nor any portion of it, shall be included as part of the gross area of other property not 
subject to this Easement for the purposes of determining density, lot coverage or open-
space requirements under otherwise applicable laws, regulations or ordinances controlling 
land use and building density.  No development rights that have been encumbered or 
extinguished by this Easement shall be transferred to any other property pursuant to a 
transferable development rights scheme, cluster development arrangement or otherwise.  
By its execution hereof, Grantee acknowledges and confirms receipt of the Easement and 
further acknowledges that Grantee has not provided any goods or services to Grantors in 
consideration of the grant of the Easement.548 

G. 549I. 550Severability. If any provision of this Conservation 551Easement is determined to 
be invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of this Conservation 552Easement 
shall not be affected thereby. The Grantor553Grantors554 shall remunerate Grantee for the 
proportionate loss of value in the Conservation 555Easement as determined by the Board of 
Supervisors due to any invalidated provision. 

H. 556J. 557Recordation. Upon execution by the parties, this Conservation 558Easement shall 
be recorded with the record of land titles in the Clerk'559’560s Office of the Circuit Court of 
Williamsburg/ 561James City County, Virginia.562, and Grantee may re-record it any time as 
may be required to preserve its rights under this Easement. 563 The Grantee shall provide the 
Grantor564Grantors565 with one (1) certified copy of the Deed of Conservation 566Easement. 

I. 567K. 568Authority to convey easement. The Grantors covenant that they are vested with 
good title to the Property and may convey this Conservation 569Easement. 

J. 570L. 571Authority to accept easement. The Grantee is authorized to accept this 
Conservation 572Easement pursuant to the Virginia Code, 1950, as amended, Section 10.1-1701. 

K. 573M. 574Proceeds from eminent domain. If all or any part of the Property is taken by 
exercise of the power of eminent domain or acquired by purchase in lieu of condemnation, 
whether by public, corporate or other authority, so as to terminate this Conservation 575Easement, 
in whole or part, Grantors and Grantee shall act jointly to recover the full value of the interests in 
the Property subject to the taking and all direct or incidental damages resulting therefrom. All 
expenses reasonably incurred by Grantors and Grantee in connection with the taking or in lieu 
purchase shall be paid out of the amount received. Grantee'576’577s share of the balance of the 
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amount recovered shall be determined by multiplying the proceeds by a fraction, the numerator 
of which shall be the value of the conservation easement578Easement579 as determined in 
section580Section581 10(D) and the denominator of which shall be the value of the Property.  
Grantee shall have the right to appear as a party in any eminent domain proceeding concerning 
the Property. 

L. Construction. This Conservation Easement shall be construed to promote the 
purposes of this Conservation Easement and the PDR Program.582 

N. Construction. This Easement shall be construed to promote the purposes of 
this Easement and the PDR Program.  Any general rule of construction to the contrary 
notwithstanding, this Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant to effect 
the purposes of this Easement and the policy and purposes of the Grantee.  If any provision 
of this Easement is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation consistent with the purpose of 
this Easement that would render the provision valid shall be favored over any 
interpretation that would render it invalid. Notwithstanding the foregoing, lawful acts or 
uses not expressly prohibited by this Easement are permitted on the Property.  Grantors 
and Grantee intend that the grant of this Easement qualify as a “qualified conservation 
contribution” as that term is defined in Section 170(h)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code and 
Treasury Regulations §1.170A-14, and the restrictions and other provisions of this 
instrument shall be construed and applied in a manner that will not prevent this Easement 
from being a qualified conservation contribution.583 

M. 584O. 585Liability and indemnification586Indemnification587. Grantors agree that 
Grantee has no obligations, express or implied, relating to the maintenance or operation of the 
Property. Grantors agree to indemnify and hold Grantee harmless from any and all costs, claims 
or liability, including but not limited to reasonable attorneys'588’589 fees arising from any personal 
injury, accidents, negligence, damage, or any claim relating to the Property. Grantors warrant that 
they have no actual knowledge of a prior release or threatened release of hazardous substances or 
wastes on the Property and agrees to hold harmless, indemnify, and defend Grantee from and 
against all liabilities, penalties, costs, losses, damages, expenses, causes of action, claims, 
demands, or judgments, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys'590’591 fees arising 
from or out of the existence, actual or alleged, of any and all environmentally hazardous or toxic 
substances or materials on or under the Property. 

N. 592P. 593Taxes and assessments594Assessments595. Grantors shall be responsible for 
paying all taxes, levies, assessments and other governmental charges which may become a lien 
on the Property. 

O. 596Q. 597Controlling law598Law599. The interpretation and performance of this 
Conservation 600Easement shall be governed by the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia. The 
venue for any cause of action brought under this Conservation 601Easement shall be the Circuit 
Court for the City of Williamsburg and the County of 602James City County, Virginia603. 
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P. 604R. 605Entire agreement606Agreement607. This instrument sets forth the entire 
agreement of the Parties with respect to this Conservation 608Easement and supersedes all prior 
discussions, negotiations, understandings, or agreements relating to this Conservation 
609Easement, all of which are merged herein. 

Q. 610S. 611Amendments. This Conservation 612Easement may be amended to enhance the 
Property’s conservation values or add to the restricted property, provided that no 
amendment shall affect this Easement’s perpetual duration or reduce the Property’s 
conservation values, and 613only with the written consent of the Grantee and Grantors, and 
such614.  No615 amendment shall be duly recorded. Any amendment shall be at the sole discretion 
of the Grantee, and616effective unless documented in a notarized writing executed by the 
Grantee and Grantor and recorded among the land records of the James City County, 
Virginia.  Any amendment617 shall be consistent with the Open-Space Land Act and Chapter 
16A of the County Code.618, and Grantee shall determine whether to execute any amendment 
in its sole discretion. 619 Any such amendment shall also be consistent with the overall purposes 
and intent of this Conservation 620Easement.  Further, such amendment shall not be of a kind or 
nature that would disqualify any income tax benefits that have or may have been applicable to the 
Grantors. 

R. Valuation By Grantors. Grantors reserve the right to calculate the value of this 
Conservation Easement.621 

T. Merger. Grantors and Grantee agree that in the event that Grantee acquires 
a fee interest in the Property, this Easement shall not merge into the fee interest, but shall 
survive the deed and continue to encumber the Property.622 

U. Counterparts. This Easement may be executed in counterparts by the parties.  
It is not necessary that the signatures of the parties appear on the same counterpart or 
counterparts.  All counterparts shall collectively constitute a single instrument.623 

V. Additional Rights Retained by Grantor. The Grantors retain any and all 
rights related to the Property not expressly conveyed to Grantee herein, including:624 

(i) The Grantors retain the right to undertake or continue any activity or 
use of the Property not expressly prohibited by this Easement.  Prior to making any change 
in use of the Property, Grantors shall notify Grantee in writing to allow Grantee a 
reasonable opportunity to determine whether such change would violate the terms of this 
Easement.625 

(ii) The Grantors retain the right to sell, give, mortgage, lease, or 
otherwise convey the Property subject to the terms of this Easement.626 

(iii) No provisions of this Easement shall be construed as impairing the 
ability of the Grantors to use the Property as collateral for prior or subsequent borrowing, 
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provided that any deed of trust, mortgage or lien arising from such a borrowing would be 
subordinate to this Easement.627 

W. Baseline Report.  Documentation retained in the office of Grantee including, 
but not limited to, the Baseline Documentation Report dated as of ___________ 
(“Documentation Report”), describes the condition, use, character and state of 
improvement of the Property at the time of the gift of the Original Easement and this 
Easement.  The Documentation Report may be used to determine compliance with and 
enforcement of the terms of this Easement, including specifically to establish that a change 
in the condition, use, character or state of improvement of the Property has occurred; 
however, the parties are not precluded from using other relevant evidence or information 
to assist in that determination.  Grantors have made available to Grantee, prior to donating 
the Original Easement and this Easement, documentation sufficient to establish the 
condition, use and character of the Property at the time of such gift.  Such documentation is 
designed to protect the Conservation Values associated with the Property and protected in 
perpetuity by this Easement.  The parties hereby acknowledge that the Documentation 
Report contained in the files of Grantee is an accurate representation of the Property as of 
the date of the Original Easement and this Easement.  The documents contained within the 
Documentation Report shall be fully incorporated into this Easement as though attached 
hereto and made a part hereof, and such documents shall be archived at the Grantee’s 
office.  628 

 X. Subordination.  Hazelwood-Waverly, L.L.C., herein the “HW Creditor”, is 
the Note holder under a certain Deed of Trust dated July 26, 2006, and recorded July 27, 
2006, in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court of James City County, Virginia as 
Instrument No. 060018318 (the “HW Creditor Deed of Trust”), which subjects all or a 
portion of the Property to the HW Creditor’s lien.  The HW Creditor hereby consents to 
the terms and intent of this Easement, and agrees that the lien represented by the HW 
Creditor Deed of Trust shall be held subject to this Easement and joins in this Deed to 
reflect its direction to the Trustee to execute this Easement to give effect to the 
subordination of the HW Creditor Deed of Trust to this Easement.629 

Y. Subordination.  RBC Centura Bank, N.A., a national banking association, 
herein the “RBC Bank”, is the Note holder under a certain Credit Line Deed of Trust dated 
June 28, 2007 and recorded July 26, 2007, in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court of 
James City County, Virginia as Instrument No. 070021673 (the “RBC Deed of Trust”), 
which subjects all or a portion of the Property to RBC Bank’s lien.  RBC Bank hereby 
consents to the terms and intent of this Easement, and agrees that the lien represented by 
the RBC Deed of Trust shall be held subject to this Easement and joins in this Deed to 
reflect its direction to the Trustee to execute this Easement to give effect to the 
subordination of the RBC Deed of Trust to this Easement.630 

[Z. Subordination.  National City Mortgage Corporation, herein “NCM”, is the 
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successor by assignment to the Note holder under a certain Deed of Trust in favor of 
Gateway First Mortgage, LLC dated March 31, 2003, and recorded April 4, 2003, in the 
Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court of James City County, Virginia as Instrument No. 
0300101186, corrected and re-recorded on March 17, 2004, as Instrument No. 04007992 
(the “NCM Deed of Trust”), which subjects all or a portion of the Property to NCM’s lien.  
The NCM Deed of Trust was assigned to National City Mortgage Corporation by 
Assignment of Deed of Trust dated October 15, 2004, and recorded November 2, 2004, as 
Instrument No. 040027917.  NCM hereby consents to the terms and intent of this Easement, 
and agrees that the lien represented by the NCM Deed of Trust shall be held subject to this 
Easement and joins in this Deed to reflect its direction to the Trustee to execute this 
Easement to give effect to the subordination of the NCM Deed of Trust to this Easement.]631 
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WITNESS the following signatures and seals:  
 
 

GRANTORS: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Elwood H. Perry, Jr. 
 
____________________________________ 
Sharon W. Perry 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
City/County of James City, to-wit:633 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space 
Easement was signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 
2007, by Elwood H. Perry, Jr., and Sharon W. Perry, Grantors.634 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.635 
 

[SEAL]           636 
Notary Public637 

My Commission Expires: _______________________________ 638 
 
My Notary Commission Number:       639 
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640 
GRANTEE: 

 
THE 641COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA 

BY:     
 642 
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643 

 
By:____________________________________644 
Its:____________________________________645 

 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA  
City/County of James City, to-wit: 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space 
646Easement was signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this ________ day of   , 2006, by 
Elwood H. Perry, Jr., Grantor.647 day of September, 2007, by __________________________ 
on behalf of the County of James City, Virginia, Grantee.648 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal. 
 

              
[SEAL]       Notary Public 
 
My Commission Expires: ________________________________  
 
My Notary Commission Number:       649 
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HW CREDITOR:650 

 
Hazelwood-Waverly, L.L.C.651 
 
By:      652 
Its:      653 
 
 
       
 Trustee654 

 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA655 City/County of James City, to-wit:656 

 

City/County of James City, to-wit:657 

 
The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation 658and Open-Space 659Easement was 

signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____660___ day of ______________________, 2006, 
by Sharon W. Perry, Grantor.661 

 day of September, 2007, by _______________ as _______________of Hazelwood-
Waverly, L.L.C. and on behalf of Hazelwood-Waverly, L.L.C.662 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.663 

 
 

              
[SEAL]664 

     
  Notary Public665 

 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 666 
 
My Notary Commission Number:      667 
 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA668 
City/County of James City, to-wit:669 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space Easement was 
signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 2007, by _______________ as 
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Trustee under the HW Creditor Deed of Trust and on behalf of Hazelwood-Waverly, L.L.C. 670 
 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.671 
 

             
[SEAL]       672Notary Public673 
 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 674 
 
My Notary Commission Number:      675 
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676 
RBC CENTURA BANK, N.A.:677 

 
 
By:      678 
Its:      679 

 
      Trustee:680 
 
      CB Services Corp.681 
 

By:      682 
Its:      683 

 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA684 
City/County of James City, to-wit:685 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space Easement was 
signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 2007, by _______________ as 
__________ of RBC Centura Bank, N.A. and on behalf of RBC Centura Bank, N.A.686 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.687 
 

              
[SEAL]       688Notary Public689 
 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 690 
 
My Notary Commission Number:       691 
 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA692 
City/County of James City, to-wit:693 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space Easement was 
signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 2007, by _______________ as 
______________ of CB Services Corp. as Trustee under the RBC Deed of Trust and on behalf of RBC Centura 
Bank, N.A.694 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.695 
 

              
[SEAL]       696Notary Public697 
 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 698 
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My Notary Commission Number:      699 
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700 
NATIONAL CITY CORPORATION:701 

 
 
By:      702 
Its:      703 

 
             
      Trustee704 
 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA705 
City/County of James City, to-wit:706 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space Easement was 
signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 2007, by _______________ as 
__________ of National City Corporation and on behalf of National City Corporation.707 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.708 
 

              
[SEAL]       709Notary Public710 
 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 711 
 
My Notary Commission Number:       712 
 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA713 
City/County of James City, to-wit:714 
 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation and Open-Space Easement was 
signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _____ day of September, 2007, by _______________ as 
Trustee under the NCM Deed of Trust and on behalf of National City Corporation.715 

 
WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.716 
 

              
[SEAL]       717Notary Public718 
 
My Commission Expires:      719 
My Commission Expires: _________________________________________ 720 
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
City/County of James City, to-wit:721 

The foregoing Amended Deed of Conservation Easement was signed, 
sworn to and acknowledged before me this ________ day of ________________________, 2006, 
by ________________________________ on behalf of the County of James City, Virginia, 
Grantee. 722 

WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.723 

[SEAL]724 
Notary Public725 

My Notary Commission Number:      726 
 
My Commission Expires:      727 



 

 

 



 

 

728EXHIBIT A 
 
Parcel One:  1230100021 (2925 Forge Road)729 
 
All that certain piece or parcel of land situate, lying and being in Powhatan District, James City 
County, Virginia, containing 7.04 acres, more or less, and more particularly shown and described 
on a certain plat entitled, “C. H. & AUDREY M. BRANCH, PLAT OF SURVEY , 7.04 ACRES, 
BEING A PORTION OF THE BRANCH PROPERTY NEAR TOANO, POWHATAN DIST., 
JAMES CITY CO., VA.” Dated March 7, 1996, made by  R. B. Cartwright, Certified Land 
Surveyor, recorded in Deed Book 105, Page 490. 
 
LESS AND EXCEPT the property described in the Certificate of Take dated November 21, 1996, 
and recorded January 10, 1997, as Instrument Number 97000484 and Plat recorded in Deed Book 
8, Pages 185-92 and Order recorded as Instrument Number 970006348. 
 
It being the same property conveyed to C. H. Branch and Audrey H. Branch, by Deed of Gift 
from C. H. Branch, Mary M. Branch, Margaret B. Branch and Catherine Branch Hall, recorded 
March 23, 1966, in Deed Book 105, page 488 and the same property devised to Patricia Branch 
Coltrane under the Will of Christopher Hammond Branch who departed this life on December 19, 
2004, and said Will being recorded in Will Book 6198. 
 
Parcel Two:  1230100022 (2945 Forge Road)730 
 
All that certain piece or parcel of land situate in the Stonehouse District (Formerly Powhatan 
District) of James City County, Virginia, known as SUNNYSIDE, formerly estimated to contain 
185.1 acres, more or less, but conveyed in grow and not by the acre, and bounded and described 
as follows:  On the north by Forge Road, on the West by the land formerly belonging to D. W. 
Marston’s estate, on the South by the land formerly belonging to R. H. Slater’s estate and to D. 
W. Marston’s estate, and on the East by the Lands formerly of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway, 
R. H. Slater’s estate, and William R. Branch and including the old right-of-way of Chesapeake 
and Ohio Railway, and being the same property conveyed to C. C. Branch from Charles Braband 
and wife by deed dated March 11, 1947, and recorded in James City County Deed Book 36A, 
page 429. 
 
LESS AND EXCEPT Deed of Easement to the Commonwealth of Virginia, dated September 9, 
1968, recorded in Deed Book 119, Page 399. 
 
LESS AND EXCEPT that part of “Sunnyside” taken by the City of Newport News, Virginia, in 
condemnation proceedings by Certificate dated January 14, 1972, recorded January 20, 1972, in 
Deed Book 134, page 794. 
 
LESS AND EXCEPT 7.04 acres conveyed to C. H. and Audrey H. Branch by deed dated March 
18, 1966, recorded in James City County Deed Book 105, page 488. 



 

 

 
LESS AND EXCEPT 10.03 acres conveyed by deed of gift to Richard Brooks Coltrane, III and 
Karen Susan Brooks, dated May 16, 1990 and recorded in James City County Deed Book 474, 
page 693. 
 
LESS AND EXCEPT the property described in the Certificate of Take dated November 21, 1996, 
and recorded January 10, 1997, as Instrument Number 97000484 and Plat recorded in Deed Book 
8, Pages 185-192 and Order recorded as Instrument Number 970006348. 
 
It being the same property formerly conveyed to Christopher H. Branch by deed dated March 14, 
1977, recorded in Deed Book 175, Page 786; and the same property conveyed to C.H. Branch and 
Audrey H. Branch, husband and wife, by Deed of Partition, dated February 6, 1990, recorded in 
Deed Book 465, page 700; and the same property conveyed to C.H. Branch and Audrey H. 
Branch, by deed dated January 4, 1995, and recorded in Deed Book 725, Page 191; and the same 
property devised to Patricia Branch Coltrane under the Will of Christopher Hammond Branch 
who departed this life on December 19, 2004, and said Will being recorded in Will Book 6198. 
 
Parcel Three:  1230100022A (2875 Forge Road)731 
 
All that parcel of land in the Stonehouse District (formerly Powhatan District) of James 
City County, Virginia, containing by survey 10.03 acres, as shown and described on a plat of 
survey entitled, “A SUBDIVISION OF THE PROPERTY OF C.H. & AUDREY H. 
BRANCH, JAMES CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA”, which plat is dated March 8, 1990, was 
made by Lynn D. Evans, C.L.S., and a copy of which is recorded in the Clerk’s Office of the 
Circuit Court for the City of Williamsburg and County of James City in Plat Book 52, page 
29.732 
 
LESS and EXCEPT the portion thereof taken for highway improvement by the Virginia 
Department of Transportation by Certificate of Take recorded in James City County Deed 
Book 814, page 257, confirmed by Order recorded as James City County Instrument No. 
970016908.733 
 
Being the remaining property formerly conveyed unto Richard Brooks Coltrane, III and 
Karen Susan Coltrane, husband and wife, by deed of C.H. Branch and Audrey H. Branch, 
dated May 16, 1990, and recorded in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court for the City of 
Williamsburg and County of James City in Deed Book 474, page 693.734 
 
Further being the property conveyed unto the Grantors by deed of Richard Brooks 
Coltrane, III and Karen Susan Coltrane, husband and wife, dated May 19, 1998, and 
recorded in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court for the City of Williamsburg and County 
of James City as James City County Instrument No. 980010293.735 
 
Subject to all restrictions and easement of record or apparent on the ground.736 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Virginia localities of James City County and the City of Williamsburg jointly 
commissioned the Virginia Tech Center for Housing Research to prepare a 2007 report, 
"Housing Needs Assessment, James City County and City of Williamsburg. The report 
provides information to help policy makers make informed decisions related to housing 
issues as they face the challenges of rising housing costs and search for ways of 
providing affordable housing options for all of their citizens. 
 
James City County and Williamsburg are unique in two ways: (1) the College of William 
and Mary has a substantial impact on rental demand; (2) the area’s historical resources 
create a need for preservation in the face of growth. Housing consumption is driven 
largely by the age of the population with younger households more likely to be renters. 
The rental rate in 2000 in Williamsburg was 55.7%, much higher than that of James City 
County (23.0%) and the state (31.9%). Consequently, students from William and Mary 
have a significant impact on the housing market in Williamsburg and to a lesser extent, 
surrounding areas (median age in James City County in 2000 was 40.8 compared to 22.6 
in Williamsburg). As of 2006, there were 7,709 students at William and Mary with 5,859 
living on-campus. Primarily renting, approximately 925 to 1,233 of the 1,850 off-campus 
students lived in the City of Williamsburg. Students occupied an estimated 18 to 24% of 
the rental stock in the City of Williamsburg (based on an assumed 2.5 students per unit 
and calculations using the 2000 Census) contributing to tight rental market conditions 
(the rental vacancy rate in 2000 was 3.9% in Williamsburg). Students also likely 
contribute to high rental costs as they compete with local residents but may be willing to 
pay more because they can share the cost of rent with other students and often have the 
benefit of student loans or the resources of their parents. 
 
The historical significance, character, and beauty of the James City County/Williamsburg 
area make it an appealing area to visit and in which to live. Given James City County’s 
and Williamsburg’s worldwide significance, they have the responsibility for preserving 
the rich historical character of their communities as they face considerable demand for 
growth and development. In terms of housing units, James City County is one of the 
fastest growing counties in the nation. Based on the US Census number of estimated 
housing units, James City County was ranked the 66th fastest growing county in the 
nation with a 29.7% increase or nearly 5% growth per year in housing units between 
2000 and July 2006. While less affected due to its limited geographical size (9 square 
miles compared to James City County’s 144), the City of Williamsburg (along with 
James City County) is experiencing growth partly as a result of the marketing efforts of 
the area’s large residential developers and the real estate community.  Marketing the area 
heavily in Northern Virginia and other metropolitan markets has attracted many new 
residents (many of whom are retirees) to the James City County/Williamsburg area. In 
addition, as a relatively suburban component of the Virginia Beach metropolitan area, the 
James City County/Williamsburg area attracts residents from surrounding, more urban 
metropolitan jurisdictions. 
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The County and the City have responded to growth pressures in a number of ways. 
 

 Embracing mixed-use development (the practice of allowing more than one type 
of use in a building or set of buildings) – residential housing units co-exist with 
commercial establishments in the developments of New Town in James City 
County and High Street in Williamsburg.  

 Increasing number of multi-family (including condominiums) permits for 
residential construction– multi-family construction permits have been increasing 
in both James City County (based on 2006 data) and Williamsburg (based on 
partial 2007 data) while single-family detached permits have been declining. In 
2006, single-family detached housing units accounted for only about half of new 
construction in James City County. Almost all permits for new construction in 
2007 in Williamsburg have been for multi-family or condominium units.  

 Both James City County and Williamsburg carefully plan large-scale 
development locations. James City County’s goal is to contain most development 
within the Primary Service Area which has or potentially has infrastructure for 
public services in place and Williamsburg is concentrating much of its new 
development in the centrally-located High Street project.  

 
Associated with the growth in housing units, James City County has had solid job growth 
(average annual growth of 4.2% between 2000 and August 2007 as compared to 1.8% in 
the state) and low unemployment (2.7% in August 2007 as compared to the state rate of 
3.1%). Job growth has been slower in the City of Williamsburg with a less than 1% 
average annual growth rate between 2000 and August 2007 and an unemployment rate of 
5.6% in August 2007. Williamsburg’s employment environment is marked by substantial 
seasonal variation and part-time employment that characterize the recreation and 
hospitality/tourism industries. However, the College of William and Mary, located in 
Williamsburg, provides stability and the hospitality/tourism sector is declining in 
proportion to other job sectors. The future employment outlook (as predicted in a 2007 
report by Chmura Economics&Analytics) is for a transition to more jobs in the service, 
transportation, and warehousing sectors. 

 
Population also has been growing in both James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg (although at a slower pace than the County). According to UVa’s Weldon 
Cooper Center, the estimated population of James City County in 2006 was 59,183, 
increasing on average about 3.8% per year since 2000. The City of Williamsburg’s 
population (13,330 in 2006) grew an estimated 1.9% per year between 2000 and 2006. In 
comparison, population in the state increased about 1.8% on average per year over the 
same time period. 
 
To look beyond current growth trends, the Virginia Tech Center for Housing Research 
used their Housing Demand Projection Model to project housing demand in James City 
County and the City of Williamsburg for 2010 and 2020. The model projects households 
by type, age, income and tenure, relying on housing consumption patterns reported in the 
Census and on the state’s official population projections prepared by the Virginia 
Employment Commission (VEC).  
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In James City County, the model projects an increase of 6,400 to 7,000 owner-occupied 
units and 1,200 to 1,400 renter-occupied units during the current decade, followed by 
increases between 2010 and 2020 in the ranges of 6,000 to 8,700 owner-occupied units 
and 1,600 to 2,300 renter-occupied units. The rental unit share in growth ranges from 
15% to 22%, with the higher shares projected for 2010-2020. The market share in James 
City County for married-couple families (about 60%) is projected to remain fairly stable 
through 2020. Non-family households (single individuals, unmarried couples without 
children, and roommates) are the second largest and fastest growing household type in 
James City County.  
 
In Williamsburg, the model projects an increase of 400 to 470 owner households for both 
2000-2010 and 2010-2020 and an increase in rental demand of 124 to 253 occupied units 
from 2000 to 2010 and of 125 to 286 occupied units from 2010 to 2020. Demand for 
housing in Williamsburg is concentrated in the non-family category, which is projected to 
increase to 50% of households by 2020. Although most of these households are younger, 
the fastest growing segment will be seniors living alone. The market share of married-
couple households is projected to go down by 2020. 
 
Partially by-products of rapid growth, escalating housing costs and housing affordability 
are issues currently at the forefront in James City County and Williamsburg. Based on 
local real estate data, the average price of a single-family detached house in James City 
County was $415,617 in 2006. The average price of a single-family detached house in 
2006 in Williamsburg was $440,187. The estimated average monthly rental cost in 2007 
was $1,077 according to a Virginia Tech Center for Housing Research September 2007 
point-in-time survey of available 2-bedroom rental units in the broader James City 
County/Williamsburg area.  
 
The housing price data examined fell within a time period of rapid change in market 
conditions. According to the National Association of Realtors, 30-year mortgage rates 
declined by more than 2 percentage points over the 2000–2005 period stimulating sales 
and contributing to a surge in housing prices. Following a period of robust home sales, 
higher prices coupled with uncertainty about the market have contributed to cooling of 
the sales market over the past few years. Since 2006, according to the Virginia 
Association of Realtors, sales are down, houses are staying on the market slightly longer, 
and the average sales price and median sales price (based on all housing types) have 
dropped (5.0% and 6.6% respectively) in the Williamsburg area. Applying a five percent 
decline to the 2006 average sales price of a single-family detached house would mean the 
average sales price of a single-family detached house in Williamsburg is currently about 
$418,000 and in James City County about $395,000.  
 
In cooling markets, house prices for low- to moderately-priced homes ordinarily do not 
drop significantly and often continue to rise moderately. More likely to have an effect on 
the low-end market, is the tightening of credit as fallout resulting from the increase in 
high-risk lending practices over the past several years. While foreclosed properties could 
increase the stock of moderately-priced housing, tightened credit conditions may prevent 
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potential buyers from securing a mortgage loan to purchase those foreclosed properties, 
or for that matter, any other properties. 
 
Wages and income in James City County and the City of Williamsburg have not kept 
pace since 2000 with the rapid rise in the cost of housing, making affordability a growing 
concern. Based on the Virginia State income tax returns of married couples (sometimes 
used as a surrogate for median family income), median adjusted gross income increased 
from 1999 to 2004 in both James City County and the City of Williamsburg (11% and 
16% respectively compared to a state increase of 15.6%). In 2004, median household 
income estimated by the Census Bureau was $66,180 for James City County and $35,559 
for the City of Williamsburg. Median household income increased from 1999 to 2004 for 
James City County (a 19% increase, slightly higher than the increase based on tax return 
data). The Census Bureau estimates showed a decline in median household income from 
1999 to 2004 for Williamsburg (a 4% decrease rather than the increase shown by the tax 
return data). Regardless of the measure, it is clear that income grossly failed to keep up 
with rising housing prices. 
 
Another indicator of income is average wage. The 2006 annual average wage was 
$31,569 a year in James City County and $30,318 a year in Williamsburg. Based on the 
affordability threshold of 30% of household income, a single-earner household with no 
additional income in James City County would be able to afford rental housing expenses 
of about $789 per month and a single-earner household with no additional income in 
Williamsburg would be able to afford rental housing expenses of about $758. Both are 
well below the estimated $1,077 average rent derived from research that identified 2-
bedroom rental properties available in September 2007 for the James City 
County/Williamsburg area.  
 
A single-earner making the average wage without an additional income source would 
have a difficult time becoming a first-time homeowner. An annual wage in 2006 of 
$31,569 in James City County or $30,318 in Williamsburg would support a mortgage 
payment of approximately $581 and $568 respectively plus  $208 in James City County 
and $190 in Williamsburg for additional monthly homeowner costs including mortgage 
insurance, taxes, and homeowner  insurance. For a James City County worker, this 
translates into being able to afford a house costing $91,524 and for a City of 
Williamsburg worker, a house costing $89,502, well below the average cost of units for 
sale (in 2006 $415,617 for a single-family detached or $240,628 for a single-family 
attached housing unit in James City County or $440,187 for a single-family detached or 
$302,797 for a single-family attached housing unit in the City of Williamsburg). 
 
Not only did average workers face a mismatch between their income and the cost of 
housing, they fell into the category of low-income, defined as having income between 
50% and 80% of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Area 
Median Family Income (AMFI) of $60,300 in 2006. As such, their ability to afford 
housing was compounded by a housing affordability gap. A housing affordability gap 
exists when not enough housing units in the stock are affordable to certain income-level 
households partly because higher income households consume the units that are 
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affordable to those with lower incomes. Data are not available for 2006, but about 20% of 
James City County’s and about 10% of Williamsburg’s low-income renters lacked 
affordable housing in 2000 after adjusting for higher-income households occupying the 
affordable stock. Low-income owners were more affected. About 44% of James City 
County’s and about 40% of Williamsburg’s low-income owners lacked affordable 
housing after adjusting for higher-income households occupying the affordable stock.  
 
A housing affordability gap forces the lowest income households in James City County 
and the City of Williamsburg to use a high portion of their income for housing. When 
considering all households with income below 80% of HUD AMFI, about 35% of James 
City County’s and about 41% of Williamsburg’s renters and half of the owners in both 
jurisdictions were forced to spend more than 30% of their income for housing.  
 
To examine in more detail the relationship between wages and the cost of housing, the 
Center for Housing Research calculated affordability for workers in five occupations that 
are vital to the community   (landscaping and groundskeeping workers, retail sales 
workers, police officers and firefighters, elementary school teachers, and registered 
nurses). Without additional income, individual wages alone were insufficient for workers 
in these “workforce” occupations to buy or rent in James City County or Williamsburg. 
The 2006 wages of two of the occupations examined (landscaping /groundskeeping 
workers and retail sales workers) were lower than what would have been required to 
purchase any housing unit on the market in the City of Williamsburg and were sufficient 
to enable the purchase of only a dozen homes sold in James City County. Only one 2-
bedroom rental unit was available in the Williamsburg/James City County area under the 
affordability threshold for workers in these occupations (based on a 2007 point- in-time 
rental survey). While some housing units were affordable based on wages alone for 
workers in the other example occupations, workers still had to compete with each other, 
other low- to moderate-income workers, and higher-income workers for a limited number 
of affordable units.  
 
Only additional sources of income from a second or third job, overtime hours, or wages 
from another household member opened up some reasonable opportunity for individuals 
working in five example occupations to buy or rent in James City County or 
Williamsburg. Even with income from additional sources supplementing their individual 
wage, there were limited opportunities for a retail sales worker to buy a home (less than 
50 units affordable in Williamsburg and about 65 affordable in James City County in 
2006). Although landscaping and groundskeeping workers had a lower average 
individual income than retail sales workers, they had more housing opportunities when 
considering all household income (most likely due to having multiple earners in the 
household). Housing opportunities were somewhat improved with the benefit of 
additional income sources for firefighters and police officers and registered nurses and 
much improved for elementary school teachers, many of whom likely benefited from 
having a higher-income individual in the household. The workforce housing analysis 
showed that one-person and one-worker households (often single-parents) were at a clear 
disadvantage needing to have significant earnings from investments or savings (unlikely 
for workers with low- to moderate-incomes), have a second or third job, or work 
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overtime hours in order to afford housing in James City County or the City of 
Williamsburg. 
 
Reaching beyond the impact on the individual, housing costs affect the entire community.  
In order to sustain a viable, well-balanced community, governments must consider the 
sometimes conflicting needs and demands for jobs and workers, housing, transportation, 
services, and land. Both James City County and the City of Williamsburg have 
implemented some measures to address the issue of housing affordability.  
 

 James City County has encouraged developers seeking rezoning approvals to 
proffer a portion of the residential units in proposed developments for affordable 
housing.  Since 2001, the County has approved rezoning applications which have 
included proffers for over 250 affordable for sale units.  

 The County has incorporated flexibility into its regulations regarding 
development, sometimes allowing smaller lot sizes, reduced set backs, waiver of 
fees, and other concessions. The City also allows flexibility in its development 
regulations through by-right provisions for cluster subdivisions, allowances for 
the reduction of yard requirements in certain zoning districts to encourage 
innovative and creative design, and the opportunity for special use permit density 
increases in the Center City area. 

 James City County has approved rezoning of property and the application for 
Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) financing for two affordable 
apartment complexes, totaling 274 units. The County has supported application 
by the owners of three older apartment complexes for LIHTC financing to 
undertake major rehabilitation to preserve approximately 340 existing affordable 
rental units. In conjunction with the Williamsburg Redevelopment and Housing 
Authority (WRHA), Williamsburg has developed 104 subsidized rental units in 
an effort to provide affordable rental housing for its residents. The WRHA 
recently created the Williamsburg Housing Corporation which can generate 
capital for affordable housing by selling tax credits to private investors under the 
federal Low Income Housing Tax Credit program and the Historic Preservation 
Tax Incentives program. 

 James City County has partnered with Bay Aging and Peninsula Area Agency on 
Aging to secure funding for the development of 67 units of supportive housing 
for lower-income elderly residents.  

 The James City County Office of Housing and Community Development works 
closely with other government agencies, non-profit organizations, the private 
sector, and community leaders to assist low- to moderate-income residents 
through loan programs, grants, rehabilitation and repair programs, revitalization 
and blight removal projects (Ironbound Square), rental assistance, homeless 
intervention programs, and first-time buyer programs such as the Affordable 
Housing Initiative Program (AHIP). AHIP is a public/private partnership 
dedicated to encouraging the production and sale of affordable homes to first-
time homebuyers. Since 1991, the AHIP program has assisted 398 first-time 
home buyers successfully purchase an affordable home.  The WRHA and the 
City of Williamsburg have developed 75 new owner-occupied single-family 
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housing units for qualified low- and moderate-income residents.  Over the past 
ten years, $6 million dollars of funding from the CDBG program have been used 
to support affordable housing and improve neighborhood infrastructure in 
Williamsburg.   

 
Both James City County and the City of Williamsburg will need to continually evaluate 
their individual and collective housing needs. Finding ways to ensure housing is 
affordable for all residents is essential to the long term health of their communities, and 
an adequate supply of “workforce housing” or housing that is affordable to essential 
workers is especially critical to the well-being of the County and the City.  If the cost of 
housing in a community is too high for the types of jobs available, then residents are 
forced to commute out to jobs with better pay or must move to an area where housing is 
more affordable and commute in. More than ever, the cost of commuting for individuals 
and communities is significant, involving time and money not to mention the impact on 
the environment both from fuel consumption and emission of greenhouse gases. In 
addition, attracting new residents to a community is difficult when the available jobs do 
not support the cost of housing. Achieving balance is desirable with James City County 
and the City of Williamsburg offering their residents good choices for employment and at 
the same type offering good choices for housing. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
This report, prepared by the Center for Housing Research at Virginia Tech, was 
commissioned by two eastern Virginia jurisdictions located adjacent to each other: James 
City County and the City of Williamsburg. These communities are located east of the 
Richmond metropolitan area in the growing Tidewater region of Virginia. With 
Williamsburg the much smaller partner in terms of population and area, James City 
County cradles Williamsburg to the northwest, west, and south. York County lies east of 
James City County and north and east of Williamsburg. As part of the Historic Triangle 
(also includes York County) James City County and Williamsburg share a rich past not 
only with each other, but with the world. For years, the appeal of these communities has 
brought tourists to the area from around the globe. Recently, that same appeal (heavily 
marketed by large residential developers and the real estate community) has spurred 
growth from retirees moving into the area. In addition, as a relatively suburban 
component of a larger metropolitan area, the James City County/Williamsburg area has 
attracted residents from surrounding, more urban metropolitan jurisdictions. A 
consequence of rapid growth, while not the sole factor, has been a significant rise in 
housing costs challenging policy makers in James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg to provide affordable housing options for all of their citizens. 
 
We provide information that policy makers can use to make informed decisions related to 
housing issues. By James City County and the City of Williamsburg jointly 
commissioning this study, it is clear they recognize the need for a regional perspective. 
Still, in some instances we report information for each jurisdiction individually while in 
other instances information is consolidated. We relied on the most recent information 
available from a variety of sources. Providing recent demographic data at the jurisdiction 
level proved to be the most challenging.  
 
James City County and the City of Williamsburg do not have the required population of 
65,000 to be included in the American Community Survey (ACS) which provides annual 
updates of Census data. Therefore, Census information for James City County and the 
City of Williamsburg, other than some available estimates, was based on the 2000 
decennial Census. To provide perspective, we sometimes compared data for James City 
County and the City of Williamsburg to the state as a whole, to the Virginia Beach 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), and to the City of Charlottesville or to the County 
of Albemarle due to their similarity with the Williamsburg area. To provide more recent 
information, we relied on 2006 ACS data for broader geographical areas, specifically the 
MSA or the Public Use Microdata Area (PUMA).  
 
James City County and Williamsburg are two of the sixteen jurisdictions that comprise 
the Hampton Roads Region of Virginia.  This region, also known as the Virginia Beach-
Norfolk-Newport News Metropolitan Statistical Area1 (which we refer to in this report as 

                                                 
1 The Virginia Beach MSA includes the jurisdictions of Virginia Beach, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Newport 
News, Chesapeake, Surry County, Isle of Wight County, Hampton, James City County, Gloucester County, 
Poquoson, Williamsburg, Suffolk, Mathews County, York County, and Currituck County, NC. The 
geographic components of the Virginia Beach MSA changed between the 2000 U.S. Census and the Census 
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simply MSA), has experienced substantial population and economic growth in recent 
years. James City County has contributed significantly to this growth with Williamsburg 
to a lesser degree. While MSA data are helpful in terms of looking for regional trends and 
for comparison purposes, they are less helpful used as a surrogate for James City County 
and Williamsburg. With so many jurisdictions comprising the MSA, data available at the 
MSA level are not always reflective of individual jurisdictions. 
 
James City County and Williamsburg also are included in a special Census-designated 
area referred to as a Public Use Microdata Area or PUMA. Data available by PUMA area 
are raw data or microdata with the most recent from the 2006 American Community 
Survey (ACS). PUMA defined areas must have a population of at least 65,000. Therefore 
rural or less urban PUMAs are comprised of several jurisdictions. In the case of James 
City County and Williamsburg, the PUMA of which they are a part includes six 
jurisdictions: James City County, York County, Gloucester County, Mathews County, 
and the independent cities of Poquoson and Williamsburg. While this grouping of areas is 
not an ideal surrogate for James City County and the City of Williamsburg, we believe it 
better reflects those areas than the MSA. For the most part, the PUMA represents James 
City County extremely well, but Williamsburg is quite unique from the other jurisdictions 
and therefore is not as well represented. 
 
 

                                                                                                                                                 
American Community Survey 2006 with the addition of Surry County, Virginia. In a few instances in this 
report, we provided comparative data for 2000 and 2006 for the MSA. While the geographies were 
different, Surry County had a population of less than 7,000 persons in 2000, so we made no adjustments in 
comparing the numbers. 
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BACKGROUND ON HOUSING ISSUES 
 
James City County 
 
James City County is widely known for Jamestown, the first permanent English 
settlement in America. Given that notoriety and the responsibility for conserving its rich 
past for millions of visitors from around the United States and the world, James City 
County must balance preservation with considerable demand for growth and 
development. In terms of housing units, James City County is one of the fastest growing 
counties in the country. Based on US Census number of housing unit estimates, James 
City County was ranked the 66th fastest growing county in the nation with a 29.7% 
increase (nearly 5% growth per year) in housing units between 2000 and July 2006. 
 
The tremendous growth in residential development in recent years has also impacted 
commercial development in James City County. There has been significant retail growth 
in response to the influx of residents with the desire and need to purchase goods and 
services. James City County has embraced mixed use development as a means of 
managing growth in both the residential and commercial sectors. Development projects 
such as New Town (borders Williamsburg) provide residents good housing choices in 
close proximity to shopping while at the same time saving on land costs, reducing traffic, 
and preserving the rural character of the county. 
 
According to the Comprehensive Plan, development in James City County will be 
concentrated within the Primary Service Area (PSA) through infill opportunities and 
acquisition of land already zoned for residential use. The PSA has approximately 20,000 
existing parcels designated for residential development and is where most of the county’s 
existing housing is located. The PSA has infrastructure in place or potentially in place 
including water and sewer and therefore is best suited for new development.  
 
A by-product of rapid growth, escalating housing costs in James City County have 
brought the issue of affordability to the forefront. Based on local real estate data, the 
average price of a single-family house in James City County was $415,617 in 2006. The 
estimated average monthly rental cost in 2007 was $1,077 according to a Virginia Tech 
Center for Housing Research September 2007 point-in-time survey of available two 
bedroom rental units in the broader James City County/Williamsburg area.  
 
Reaching beyond the impact on the individual, housing costs affect the entire community.  
In order to sustain a viable, well-balanced community, governments must consider the 
sometimes conflicting needs and demands for jobs and workers, housing, transportation, 
services, and land. James City County has been proactive in their approach to dealing 
with housing affordability.  In order to promote development of affordable housing, the 
County has incorporated flexibility into its regulations regarding development sometimes 
allowing smaller lot sizes, reduced set backs, waiver of fees, and other concessions. 
 
The County also encourages a range of housing types. Although the County has limited 
land zoned for moderate density (18 units per acre), multifamily housing has been one 



Housing Needs Assessment, James City Co. & Williamsburg, VA                                                                          11 

 

solution to the demand for new housing. Production of townhouses and condominiums 
has been increasing (only one apartment complex was completed in the 1990s) with 
nearly 1,000 building permits for multi-family units and over 750 building permits for 
condominiums issued between 2000 and 2006.   
 
In recent years, James City County has encouraged developers seeking rezoning 
approvals to proffer a portion of the residential units in proposed developments for 
affordable housing.  Since 2001, the County has approved rezoning applications which 
have included proffers for over 250 affordable for sale units. The County has also 
approved rezoning of property and the application for Low Income Housing Tax Credit 
(LIHTC) financing for two affordable apartment complexes, totaling 274 units. The 
County has supported application by the owners of three older apartment complexes for 
LIHTC financing to undertake major rehabilitation to preserve approximately 340 
existing affordable rental units. The County also has partnered with Bay Aging and 
Peninsula Area Agency on Aging to secure funding for the development of 67 units of 
supportive housing for lower income elderly residents.  
 
The James City County Office of Housing and Community Development works closely 
with other government agencies, non-profit organizations, the private sector, and 
community leaders to implement a variety of programs targeted for those least able to 
afford housing. Low- to moderate-income residents are assisted through loan programs, 
grants, rehabilitation and repair programs, revitalization and blight removal projects 
(Ironbound Square), rental assistance, homeless intervention programs, and first-time 
buyer programs.   
 
The primary first-time buyer program in James City County is the Affordable Housing 
Initiative Program (AHIP). AHIP is a public/private partnership dedicated to encouraging 
the production and sale of affordable homes to first-time homebuyers. A community-
wide effort that involves the County, builders, developers, private lenders, and 
government finance agencies, the program assists first-time homebuyers with low interest 
rate loans and/or down payment assistance. Since 1991, the AHIP program has assisted 
398 first-time home buyers successfully purchase an affordable home.  During the first 
eight months of 2007 thirty-six AHIP participants with an average household income of 
$35,952 closed on purchases with an average mortgage payment of $863.  [See Appendix 
A for a full description of the program.]  
 
City of Williamsburg 
 
The special character of Williamsburg brings a strong desire for preserving and 
enhancing the unique charm of the City. However, change has impacted Williamsburg in 
the form of skyrocketing housing prices, affecting both renters and owners. Williamsburg 
has a much higher rental rate (over half of housing is renter-occupied) than surrounding 
areas.  To protect the health, safety and welfare of the residents of rental housing, and to 
insure that the quality of the City’s rental housing stock is maintained, the City actively 
enforces its Property Maintenance Code, and created a Rental Inspection Program for 
four designated areas in 2003. Within these areas, inspections are required for all rental 
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properties, and must be repeated on a four year cycle.  To date, 468 rental dwellings have 
been inspected under this program. 
 
The constant supply of student renters, willing to share space and costs with other 
students and often backed by families with substantial incomes, has a significant impact 
on the rental market in Williamsburg. Local residents compete with students for a limited 
number of rental units. Williamsburg’s low rental vacancy rate (3.9% in 2000) is an 
indication of a tight market which fosters higher rents. According to a Virginia Tech 
Center for Housing Research September 2007 point-in-time survey of available two 
bedroom rental units in the broader James City County/Williamsburg area, the average 
monthly rental cost was $1,077. There are no recently built rental multi-family complexes 
in Williamsburg with the last complex, Clinton Gardens, completed in 1984. While 
multi-family complexes have been developed since that time, the focus has been on 
condominiums. 
 
In order to promote development of affordable housing, Williamsburg has incorporated 
flexibility into its regulations. The City considers by-right provisions for cluster 
subdivisions, allowances for the reduction of yard requirements in certain zoning districts 
to encourage innovative and creative design, and the opportunity for special use permit 
density increases in the Center City area. 
 
In an effort to provide affordable rental housing for its residents, the City in conjunction 
with the Williamsburg Redevelopment and Housing Authority (WRHA) has 104 existing 
subsidized rental units. The Blayton Building, an apartment complex with 38 elderly 
rental units, accounts for a portion of the 104 subsidized units. While the City does not 
offer Section 8 vouchers, some renters use vouchers from James City County or York 
County to live in the City.  
 
Although Williamsburg has no tax credit properties which could be a means for 
providing affordable housing to renters who are elderly or have a disability, the WRHA 
recently created the Williamsburg Housing Corporation. As a non-profit organization, the 
Williamsburg Housing Corp. can generate capital for affordable housing by selling tax 
credits to private investors under the federal Low Income Housing Tax Credit program 
and the Historic Preservation Tax Incentives program. This capital can be used to create 
or preserve affordable housing opportunities within Williamsburg. 
 
One controversial solution for affordable housing is the use of older hotels and motels. 
Older, family-owned motels have been used for temporary housing for foreign students, 
primarily from Eastern Europe, with J1 Visas. The City has provisions in its Zoning 
Ordinance for using hotels and motels for employee housing which has allowed the 
conversion of one older motel into the Busch “International Housing Village” providing 
housing for up to 350 foreign students with J1 Visas. This special use permit option could 
be used to establish other similar facilities in appropriate locations.   
 
Controversy over housing too many of these workers, who are employed for the summer 
by businesses throughout the Williamsburg area, has sparked much debate over allowing 
such arrangements to continue. The City has recently adopted an ordinance establishing a 
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90-day limit for a stay in a hotel or motel including reporting provisions to improve the 
enforceability of the regulation. Mostly located on older commercial corridors and close 
to residential areas, some of these older hotels are being demolished. 
  
Affordability is also an issue for owners. Based on local real estate data, the average price 
of a single-family house in Williamsburg was $440,187 in 2006.  High costs, however, do 
not just affect first-time home buyers or owners hoping to move into Williamsburg. 
Long-time residents are impacted as well. Owners are the minority in Williamsburg 
leaving a smaller portion of residents to share the real estate tax burden. The 2007 tax 
rate in Williamsburg at 54 cents is one of the lowest in the area due to alternate sources of 
revenue such as the meal tax and lodging tax. However, due to increased values, even this 
relatively low tax rate could strain budgets, particularly those of homeowners with fixed 
incomes, and impact the ability of homeowners to properly maintain their property. It is 
not surprising that Williamsburg’s Housing Plan as outlined in the 2006 Comprehensive 
Plan promotes property maintenance and neighborhood preservation by encouraging 
growth in owner-occupied housing. 
 
Williamsburg has land available for new and infill development to accommodate 
approximately 2,500 new houses. In addition, the Comprehensive Plan states a 
commitment to preservation of open space and sensitive environmental areas.  Currently, 
densities for Williamsburg’s residential areas range from 3 to 14 dwelling units per net 
acre, and proposals to increase density have met with much opposition. The 
Comprehensive Plan promotes limiting high density residential development to existing 
areas, and introducing new mixed use developments such as High Street Williamsburg 
and Quarterpath at Williamsburg to accommodate new higher density development. 
 
The WRHA, along with the City, have also developed 75 new owner-occupied single-
family housing units for qualified low- and moderate-income residents located in the 
Crispus Attucks subdivision (1975) and on Strawberry Plains Road (2001).  While 
Williamsburg is not a federally recognized Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) entitled community, the City and WRHA have secured CDBG funds through the 
state to help provide affordable housing.  Over the past ten years, $6 million dollars of 
funding from the CDBG program, WRHA and the City have been used to support 
affordable housing and improve neighborhood infrastructure.  This funding covered the 
Strawberry Plains project, plus projects in the Wales Subdivision and Braxton Court area.   
 
The Wales subdivision on Ironbound Road received a CDBG in 1996 to revitalize the 
northern developed portion of the 1940’s subdivision.  This project, in cooperation with 
Housing Partnerships, resulted in the renovation of several houses and many 
infrastructure improvements:  300 feet of new sewer line and connections to nine existing 
houses; upgraded water lines and new fire hydrants; street improvements; and a new 
storm drain to replace existing drainage ditches along Roland Street. 
 
Braxton Court is an historic African-American residential neighborhood on Scotland 
Street near the William and Mary campus and a CDBG-targeted neighborhood. This 
ongoing CDBG project, which focuses on neighborhood restoration and rehabilitation, 
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began in 2004.  It will demolish seven buildings, rehabilitate eight low and moderate 
income dwellings, and create five new homeownership opportunities for low and 
moderate income households. The project also includes street and sidewalk 
reconstruction, underground wiring, landscaping and creation of new parking.   
 
Future plans for development of affordable owner-occupied units are recommended by 
the Comprehensive Plan for the Wales subdivision, the mixed-use area on Strawberry 
Plains Road, Highland Park, and the Blayton Building property in the Center City area.  
Since manufactured housing is not allowed in the City, this is not an affordable housing 
option for Williamsburg residents. 
 
College of William and Mary  
 
Housing consumption is driven largely by the age of the population with younger 
households more likely to be renters. The location of the College of William and Mary in 
Williamsburg contributes to relatively low median age within the City.  The median age 
in 2000 for the City of Williamsburg was 22.6. By comparison, the median age for other 
jurisdictions in the region in 2000 were: James City County 40.8 and York County 36.5.  
Consequently, students from William and Mary have a significant impact on the housing 
market in Williamsburg and to a lesser extent, surrounding areas.  
 
As of 2006, there were 7,709 students at William and Mary with 5,859 living on-campus 
and 1,850 living off-campus primarily in rental units. Although an estimated one third to 
one half of William and Mary students live in James City County, York County, or other 
areas, the remaining off-campus students live close to the College in the City of 
Williamsburg. Due to its relatively small size and number of rental housing units, 
students have a large impact on Williamsburg. To better understand just how much of an 
effect the students have on the rental market in Williamsburg, we produced a rough 
estimate of the number of units consumed by students. Assuming one half to two thirds of 
off-campus students live in Williamsburg and 2.5 students per rental unit, we calculated 
that students occupied roughly 385 to 513 units or about 18 to 24% of the rental stock in 
the City of Williamsburg in 2000 leaving about 1,585 to 1,841 rental units for everyone 
else2.   
 
With so many of Williamsburg rental units consumed by students, a tight market fostered 
high rental costs in Williamsburg as well as adjacent James City County. In 2000, the 
median monthly gross rent for the City of Williamsburg was $616 and $703 in James 
City County. In 2007, we estimated an average monthly rent of $1,077 for a 2-bedroom 
apartment for Williamsburg and immediate vicinity (based on 60 units listed for rent 
during the week of September 8, 2007).3 While many families, single-person households, 
                                                 
2 To get this estimation, we divided the adjusted number (first one half, then two thirds) of 2006 off-
campus students by 2.5. We divided the result by a vacancy rate factor of .961 (or 100 – the estimated 2000 
renter vacancy rate of 3.9/100) to get the gross rental units needed by students. We subtracted the number 
of units needed for students from the 2000 number of renter-occupied and vacant for rent units to determine 
the number of gross rental units available to non-students.  
3 The methodology for our rental cost estimation is described under rental housing in the housing cost 
section if this report. 
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and elderly would have a difficult time paying rent this high, students can share the cost 
with other students making a 2-bedroom unit at $1,077 seemingly more affordable at 
$540 per person.  While obviously many students pay for living expenses on their own or 
with student loans, a large number of students depend on parents who have greater 
resources (especially if the parents live in higher paying areas) to pay their rent. 
Consequently, non-students in the community competing in the rental market are 
seriously disadvantaged by artificial demographics.  
 
Adjacent James City County has responded to the tight rental market conditions in 2000 
by increasing their number of rental units.  This growth in apartments has softened the 
rental market slightly and resulted in a few vacancies both in James City County and 
Williamsburg.  However, most of the new construction consists of high amenity 
complexes with associated rents priced too high for low- to moderate-income households. 
For example, Oxford New Town, a new complex with units still under construction, 
offers two bedroom apartments starting at $1,185 per month with rents as high as $1,470 
for a two bedroom townhouse style apartment with garage.  Affordable to students who 
can share costs and appealing to professionals as well, the Oxford New Town is located 
in James City County, only about 10 minutes from the William and Mary campus. 
 
With William and Mary students a significant force within the Williamsburg community, 
the College and local officials strive to maintain a good relationship. The 2003 Sharpe 
Class, a Community Scholar Partnership at the College of William and Mary, worked 
with the Williamsburg Planning Director to create an on-line resource for students 
thinking about living off-campus.  The site provides students with up-to-date information 
on City regulations and links to information to make the apartment finding process less 
burdensome to students thinking about moving off-campus.  
  
In addition, in 2004 the group created and administered a survey to William and Mary 
students for the purpose of determining student wants and needs related to the City of 
Williamsburg. The survey included some housing related questions: 
 

• Do you live in housing provided by the College or off-campus? 
• If you live off-campus, did you choose to live off-campus, or did the College fail 

to provide housing for you? 
• Do you have interest in student-oriented housing the City of Williamsburg? 
 

The survey had 827 voluntary respondents 30% of whom lived off-campus.  According to 
the College of William and Mary, off-campus students were over-represented in this 
sample since only about 25% of the entire student body lived off-campus.  Of the 
respondents living off-campus, 14% lived off campus because the College failed to 
provide them with housing, while the remaining 86% lived off-campus of their own 
choice.   
 
As student standing increased, so did the likelihood of living off-campus.  All freshmen 
lived on-campus, while 19% of sophomores lived off-campus, 34% of juniors lived off-
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campus, and 42% of seniors lived off-campus. The survey showed 81% of graduate 
students lived off-campus.   
 
There was high interest in living off-campus. The survey showed that nearly two thirds of 
respondents were interested in living in off-campus student-oriented housing in 
Williamsburg. Nearly a quarter of those surveyed indicated they were not interested in 
living off-campus, and the remainder had no opinion.   
 
The City of Williamsburg is committed to regulations that encourage appropriate off-
campus housing as a supplement for college students. Many students rent units in large 
multi-family complexes on the edge of the City. However, students also tend to live with 
other students in single-family houses located in residential areas of Williamsburg. The 
City has an ordinance prohibiting more than 3 non-related persons living in the same 
dwelling, however, this is hard to monitor and infractions are sometimes difficult to 
prove in court.  The presence of students in otherwise quiet, community-oriented 
neighborhoods has caused concern among some town residents for the health and 
stability of their neighborhoods.   
 
The City of Williamsburg Comprehensive Plan notes the responsibility of the College of 
William and Mary to provide an appropriate amount of student housing on the campus. 
The need for the provision of appropriate student-oriented off-campus is also discussed. 
Options for increasing the supply of student housing by the College include additional 
dormitory space on the main campus, retaining the Dillard Complex for student housing 
or student apartments, and construction of new student housing in conjunction with the 
development of the new School of Education. 
 
Williamsburg/James City County Area 
 
Due to the close proximity of James City County and the City of Williamsburg, issues 
affecting one generally affect the other. They share a school system and a transportation 
system. The hospitality and tourism industries are a major influence on the economy of 
both James City County and Williamsburg. James City County residents work in 
Williamsburg and residents of Williamsburg work in James City County. And, the reason 
behind this study, James City County and Williamsburg share the dilemma of providing 
affordable housing for their residents. Retirees moving into the area have had an impact 
on housing prices in both James City County and Williamsburg. And students from the 
College of William and Mary compete with local residents for rental units creating a tight 
renter market affecting both jurisdictions. 
 
In many ways, however, the two jurisdictions are quite different in their ability to deal 
with housing issues and their approach as well. With a total area of 144 square miles, 
James City County is much larger than Williamsburg (9 square miles) and has significant 
development potential (as well as considerable recent and ongoing development). While 
smaller in area and population, Williamsburg is far from built out, with several major 
developments underway that will allow for approximately 2,500 new dwelling units, with 
a build out population estimated to be 19,000, allowing room for almost 6,000 additional 
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citizens (about a 40% increase). The population in James City County is getting older due 
to the influx of retirees to new developments in the County. Although Williamsburg is 
also attracting retirees especially to luxury condominium developments, the population of 
Williamsburg is younger partly due to the influence of the College of William and Mary.  
While James City County residents want the character of their community to stay intact, 
there is still demand for residential and commercial development. The very culture of 
Williamsburg is about preservation and keeping things unspoiled.  
 
Both James City County and the City of Williamsburg need to continually evaluate their 
individual and collective housing needs. Finding ways to ensure housing is affordable for 
all residents is essential to the long term health of their communities. The following 
sections provide information on existing housing characteristics and costs, demographics, 
and projected housing demand that can be used to set sound housing policy. 
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HOUSING MARKET CHARACTERISTICS 

 
According to Census estimates, there were an estimated 26,949 housing units in 2006 in 
James City County, a 29.7% increase from the reported 20,7724 units in 2000 
distinguishing it as the 66th fastest growing county in the nation. The number of housing 
units increased between 2000 and 2006 in Williamsburg as well. In 2006, Williamsburg 
had an estimated 4,598 housing units compared to 3,923 in 2000, an increase of 17.2%.  
Unfortunately, the Census does not provide any additional housing estimates for the two 
areas and James City County and the City of Williamsburg are both too small (less than 
65,000 in population) to be included in the annual Census, the American Community 
Survey (ACS). So the most recent data available for the number of occupied units in 
James City County and the City of Williamsburg is the decennial Census. In 2000, James 
City County had 19,003 occupied units or households, 14,640 of which were owners and 
the remaining 4,353 were renters. Williamsburg had 3,619 occupied units or households 
of which 1,602 were owners and 2,017 were renters.  
 
Homeownership 
 
The homeownership rate for James City County was 77% in 2000, considerably higher 
than Virginia’s rate of 68.1% and the MSA rate of 63.0%. The homeownership rate for 
Williamsburg was 44.3% in 2000. As the urban center of the area, Williamsburg 
historically has had a larger concentration of multi-family rental housing than the 
surrounding jurisdictions.  The relatively low homeownership rate is also partly due to 
the College of William and Mary students renting in Williamsburg (the City of 
Charlottesville, VA, home to the University of Virginia, had a homeownership rate of 
40.8% in 2000).  
 
In order to see if homeownership rates increased between 2000 and 2006, we used the 
2000 Public Use Microdata Sample (PUMS) file and the 2006 PUMS file from the 
Census ACS. For the Public Use Microdata Area or PUMA (consists of the jurisdictions 
James City County, York County, Gloucester County, Mathews County, and the 
independent cities of Poquoson and Williamsburg) the homeownership rate increased 
from 76.1% to 76.6% between 2000 and 2006. While based on a broader area, we might 
reasonably assume that the ownership rate increased in James City County by about the 
same amount. The homeownership rate may have benefited from low interest rates during 
the 2003 to 2004 time period. However, the rapid rise in housing costs in the past few 
years may have impacted ownership rates negating any gains made since 2000. 
Williamsburg is so unlike the other jurisdictions in the PUMA, the PUMA trend may not 
be a valid estimate.   
 
  

                                                 
4 The number of housing units in 2000 was revised by the Census Bureau to 21,037 and used as the basis 
for the percent change calculation.  
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Building Permits 
 
The number of single-family building permits issued showed an increase in James City 
County between 2001 and 2004 (increased from 619 permits in 2001 to a high of 916 
permits in 2004).  After a slight decrease between 2004 and 2005, the number of single-
family permits issued decreased by nearly 25% between 2005 and 2006 when the number 
of building permits issued for single-family permits fell to it lowest number since 2001. 
(See Figure 1.)  
 

Figure 1: Number of Single-family Building 
Permits by Year, James City County
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Source: James City County 
 
 

Multi-family (primarily townhouses) and condominium building permits accounted for 
on average about one fourth of building permit activity in James City County from 2000 
to 2006. Multi-family (includes duplexes, townhouses, and other multi-family) building 
permit activity increased each year except in 2002 and peaked in 2006 with 234 permits 
issued. (See Figure 2.) The number of building permits for condominiums dropped 
between 2001 and 2003 but rebounded in 2004, increased in 2005, and rose to a high of 
266 condominium building permits in 2006.  
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Figure 2: Number of Multi-family and 
Condominium Building Permits by Year, 

James City County
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Source: James City County 
 
 
In the City of Williamsburg, as shown in Figure 3, a period of fairly stable single-family 
building permit activity was followed by a peak in 2004 with 98 permits issued. Single-
family residential building activity in Williamsburg then declined by over two thirds from 
2004 to 2005. The decline in single-family building permits continued into 2006 but at a 
slower rate. There was significant multi-family/condominium building activity in 
Williamsburg over the seven year time period. From 2000 to 2004, multi-
family/condominium permits out-numbered single-family permits. However, with a high 
of 118 multi-family/condominium permits in 2000, the activity steadily dropped except 
for a slight rebound in 2003. By 2005, there was little or no multi-family/condominium 
activity.  
 
While not shown in Figure 3, multi-family and condominium housing construction is 
starting to pick up again in Williamsburg. So far in 2007, the City has issued permits for 
191 apartments (in High Street), seven townhouses (three in High Street and four in the 
Village at Quarterpath), and 12 condominiums.(in Wyndham West). Brisk construction is 
expected in the City over the next several years as many more units have received site 
plan approval (53 townhouses and 330 condominiums in High Street, 24 condominiums 
in Wyndham West, and 36 townhouses in the Village of Quarterpath. In 2007, the City 
also issued one building permit for a single-family unit in the Village of Quarterpath and 
has approved site plans for 41 additional single-family units in that development.  
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Figure 3: Number of Single-family and Multi-
family/Condominium  Building Permits by 

Year, Williamsburg
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    Source: City of Williamsburg 

 
Housing Stock 
 
In 2000, nearly three quarters of the housing stock in both Virginia and the Virginia 
Beach MSA was comprised of single-family units (72% and 71% respectively). Table 1 
shows that in 2000 about 80% of the housing stock in James City County consisted of 
single-family units. Over two-thirds of the total stock was detached single-family units, 
and James City County had relatively few apartments (about 15%). Manufactured homes 
(formerly referred to as mobile homes) accounted for nearly 7% (1,413) of James City 
County’s housing stock. For many residents, particularly in rural areas, manufactured 
homes are an affordable housing option. 
 
Table 1: Units in Structure by Area
  

 

Units in Structure 

James City 
County         Williamsburg 

                   
                         PUMA          

2000 2000 2000 2006 
1, detached single-family 13,899 66.9% 1,892 48.8% 46,484 72.5% 58,394 71.8%

1, attached single-family 2,536 12.2% 319 8.2% 5,195 8.1% 7,350 9%
2 apartments 238 1.1% 132 3.4% 577 0.9% 784 1%

3 or 4 520 2.5% 385 9.9% 1,633 2.5% 2,637 3.2%

5 to 9 784 3.8% 388 10.0% 2,850 4.4% 3,551 4.4%

10 or more 1372 6.6% 708 18.2% 3,079 4.8% 3,596 4.5%

Mobile home 1,413 6.8% 56 1.4% 4,285 6.7% 4,962 6.1%

Boat, RV, van, etc. 10 0.0% 0 0.0% 28 0.0% 0 0.0%

Total housing units 20,772  3,880  64,131  81,274 
 
Source: US Census  2000 and PUMS 2000 and 2006     
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About 57% of Williamsburg’s housing stock in 2000 was single-family units (compared 
to 55% for the City of Charlottesville). Less than half of the total stock was single-family 
detached units. About 41% of Williamsburg’s stock consisted of apartments with 2 or 
more units, slightly less than that of Charlottesville (45%).  
 
As would be expected, the proportion of single-family units in 2000 was higher in the 
PUMA than in either James City County or the City of Williamsburg due to the large 
number of student apartments in those jurisdictions. If the trend over time, however, for 
James City County and Williamsburg was similar to that of the PUMA (the proportion of 
single-family housing in the PUMA stayed constant between 2000 and 2006, comprising 
81% of the housing stock in both time periods), we can assume there was little change in 
single-family housing as a proportion of the housing stock from 2000 to 2006. We 
estimate single-family units comprised about 80% of the housing stock in James City 
County in 2006 and 57% of the housing stock in Williamsburg in 2006. 
 
Vacancy Rates 
 
The vacancy rate5 is a key indicator of the adequacy of the supply of housing relative to 
demand. A five percent vacancy rate is largely accepted as a minimum benchmark for a 
sufficient number of housing units available for occupancy by people searching for 
housing.  Vacancy rates below five percent often reflect “tight” housing markets where 
prices can escalate rapidly and supply is low. Rates significantly above five percent can 
reflect “weak” markets where prices (and maintenance) can be depressed by an excess 
supply of housing.   
 
In 2000, the rental vacancy rates for the state and the MSA respectively were 5.2% and 
5.6%, both slightly above the benchmark 5% rate indicating a sufficient number of units. 
The rental vacancy rate for James City County in 2000 was 11.2% indicating more than 
sufficient rental units while the rental vacancy rate for Williamsburg was 3.9% reflecting 
a very tight rental market.  
 
With no recent data on vacancy rates for James City County or Williamsburg, we used 
Census microdata to look at the trend in rental vacancy rates from 2000 to 2006 in the 
broader PUMA. As shown in Table 2, the rental vacancy rate for the PUMA in 2000 was 
4.8% but rose to 7.1% in 2006. This would indicate that in 2006 renters had more rental 
options than in the past, at least within the broader area. If this trend can be applied to 
James City County and the City of Williamsburg, it would be a signal that rental prices 
should be leveling off in response excess rental units and a loosening of the market. 
However, in this instance, the microdata may reflect neither James City County nor 
Williamsburg. The vacancy rate for James City County in 2000 was considerably higher 
than that of the PUMA making comparison risky. In addition, with few newly-
constructed rental units, it is likely that the rental vacancy rate in James City County has 

                                                 
5 The vacancy rate includes only those units for sale or rent and available for occupancy (units for sale or 
rent /(units for sale or rent + occupied units)). In contrast, total vacant units include these units as well as 
units rented or sold but not occupied (vacant units used for seasonal, recreational or occasional use; vacant 
units used for migrant workers; and “other” vacant units not available for occupancy). 
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decreased since 2000. While Williamsburg’s vacancy rate in 2000 was fairly close to that 
of the PUMA, it is likely as well that the rental vacancy rate in Williamsburg has 
decreased rather than increased as there have not been any new apartment complexes 
built in Williamsburg since 2000 (although, there are currently 191 apartments under 
construction as a part of the High Street Williamsburg project).   
 
Table 2: Vacancy Rates by Tenure by Area 
   

 
Area 

 

 

James 
City 

County 

 
Williamsburg

 
PUMA 

 
 Vacancy Rate 2000  2000  2000 2006 

   Renter   11.2% 3.9% 
  

4.8% 7.1% 

   Owner   2.3% 2.1% 
  

1.3% 1.5% 
 
Source: US Census 2000 and 2000 and 2006 PUMS 
 

  

 

 
Similar to the state and MSA, with 2000 owner vacancy rates of 1.5% and 1.8% 
respectively, owner vacancy rates for James City County (2.3%), the City of 
Williamsburg (2.1%), and the PUMA (1.3%) were extremely tight. The owner vacancy 
rate for the PUMA rose marginally from 2000 to 2006 but was still tight at 1.5% (see 
Table 2) signaling that supply barely responded to demand between 2000 and 2006 in the 
broader area ownership market. The decrease in interest rates over the same period 
prompted large scale demand for owner housing and fueled higher prices, especially in 
James City County and Williamsburg. So owner vacancy rates for those two jurisdictions 
likely decreased, unlike the PUMA that saw a slight rise in rates. 
 
The impact of a tight housing market is most severe for those seeking lower-cost owner 
housing. Without a subsidized program, it is virtually impossible to expand the supply of 
lower-cost housing through new construction due to land and construction costs. The 
alternative is that affordable housing opportunities are found within the existing market. 
However, with a severe housing shortage, older and lower quality units become more and 
more attractive to people with higher incomes. Extremely low vacancy rates lead to 
“bidding wars” when home seekers compete for units that come on the market, with 
sellers often receiving bids well above their asking price. This shrinks the supply of 
housing affordable to households with modest incomes by displacing them with 
households having higher incomes and by increasing the market price for these units. 
Those displaced must find housing outside of the high cost area or pay a high proportion 
of their income for housing. 
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POPULATION 
 
Population Change  
 
The population of an area and the makeup of that population have a significant impact on 
housing. From 1990 to 2006, the population of James City County grew by 70% (see 
Figure 4) based on the 2006 population estimates provided by the Weldon Cooper Center 
at UVA.6 The population reported by the US decennial Census increased by about 38% 
between 1990 and 2000 or an average of 3.8% a year. The rate of growth in James City 
County held steady but strong between 2000 and 2006 based on an estimated 23% 
increase in population, also an average of about 3.8% a year.  In comparison, the 
population in Virginia increased an average of 1.8% a year between 2000 and 2006 and 
the MSA increased an average of only .8% a year. 
 

 
 
Source: US Census 1990 and 2000; 2006 Population Estimate from the Weldon Cooper Center, UVA 
 
 

The population growth in the City of Williamsburg was less dramatic than that of James 
City County with about a 16% increase between 1990 and 2006 based on estimates from 
the Weldon Cooper Center (See Figure 5). [Note: the Census Bureau population 
estimates for Williamsburg showed a slight decrease in population from 2000 to 2006, 
but the estimates provided by the Weldon Cooper Center have been more accurate in 
Virginia than the Census Bureau’s estimates.] Unlike James City County, the population 
of Williamsburg is growing at a faster pace now than in the previous decade. The growth 
rate between 1990 and 2000 was only 4%, an average increase of .4% a year. The 
                                                 
6 We chose to use the Weldon Cooper Center population estimates versus those produced by the US Census Bureau. 
The Weldon Cooper Center uses a ratio-correlation method to calculate population estimates. This method takes into 
account information from tax returns, building permits, school enrollment, birth records, and driver’s license records. 
The Weldon Cooper estimates also take into account institutional population which includes students living in college 
dormitories. In contrast, the Census Bureau population estimates use a component estimate methodology primary based 
on tax records and often producing a different result. 
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estimated growth between 2000 and 2006 in Williamsburg (11% or an average 1.9% a 
year) outpaced Virginia’s 8% and the MSA’s 4.6% growth in population over the same 
time period.   
 

 
 
Source: US Census 1990 and 2000; 2006 Population Estimate from the Weldon Cooper Center, UVA 

 
 
The age of the population in an area has implications for housing. In James City County, 
the population is becoming older according to 2006 estimates from the Weldon Cooper 
Center (see Figure 6). The increase in the number of older persons likely can be attributed 
to the growing number of retirees attracted to the area. The three oldest age groups all 
grew by 40% or more between 2000 and 2006. While the largest increase (47%) from 
2000 to 2006 was for the 75 or older group, the 45% growth in the 50-64 year-old age 
group suggests many relatively young retirees may have moved into the area. 
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Source: US Census 2000; 2006 Population Estimate from the Weldon Cooper Center, UVA 

 
In Williamsburg, the under 5 age group increased by over 100% between 2000 and 2006 
(see Figure 7). The age group with the next largest increase (17%) was the 5-17 year-old 
category. Based on the 2006 estimates, Williamsburg is becoming younger while James 
City County is becoming older. The 35-49 year-old age group in Williamsburg was the 
only category showing a decline between 2000 and 2006 (-7%). The over 50 age 
categories each grew slightly between 2000 and 2006. As with James City County, 
retirees have relocated to Williamsburg where they tend to favor condominium living. 
There was an 11% increase 65-74 year-olds which likely is a reflection of the retiree in-
migrants. The dominate age category of 18-24 year-olds in Figure 7 clearly shows the 
demographic impact of the College of William and Mary on the City of Williamsburg. In 
2000, there were 5,524 18-24 year-olds. In 2006, the number of 18-24 year-olds was 
estimated at 6,127, an increase of 11% since 2000. 
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Source: US Census 2000; 2006 Population Estimate from the Weldon Cooper Center, UVA 

 
 
Three factors influence population change: natural births, natural deaths, and migration. 
In the case of James City County and the City of Williamsburg, migration has been a 
significant factor affecting population. 
 
Migration 
 
In recent years, many people have been attracted by the many attributes of the Historic 
Triangle. The resulting migration into James City County and the City of Williamsburg 
between 2000 and 2005 has affected the overall population growth. The US Census 
Bureau and the Weldon Cooper Center at UVa both provide migration estimates. In 
addition, the Internal Revenue Service provides a special data file from which we 
estimate net migration of tax filers. Both the Census and the IRS data use the tax return 
method for estimating migration. The Weldon Cooper Center uses a ratio-correlation 
method that not only takes into account tax returns, but includes housing stock, school 
enrollment, birth records, and driver’s license data. The Weldon Cooper estimates also 
take into account institutional population which includes students living in college 
dormitories. 
 
To find out the localities to which residents of James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg moved and the localities from which they came, we used the annual IRS 
Migration data from 2000 to 2005. The Internal Revenue Service special data file 
identifies every city or county throughout the US with 10 or more tax filers moving into 
(or out of) the locality and provides the number of exemptions associated with each of 
those localities.  The number of exemptions is an approximation of the number of people 
moving between localities (we use the terms “people” or “population” instead of 
“exemptions”). We estimated annual net migration by matching the IRS data for in-
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movers and out-movers by locality and then aggregated these annual estimates from 2000 
to 2005.   
 
James City County 
 
The Census Bureau estimates that during the five year period James City County’s 
population increased by 9,109 people due to in-migration. Similarly, the UVa Weldon 
Cooper Center estimates a net migration of 10,297 people to James City County during 
approximately the same time period. Based on IRS estimates, net migration was 8,984 
people between 2000 and 2005. 
 
The largest portion of in-migrants to James City County came from outside the state 
(38%). The next largest (nearly 28%) contributor of in-migration to James City County 
over the five year period came from neighboring localities (Newport News, York County, 
Williamsburg, Gloucester and New Kent County) with the majority of those in-migrants 
coming from Newport News, York County and Williamsburg (see Table 3). The 
Washington, D.C. metropolitan area also provided a significant number of in-migrants to 
James City County during this time period (6% of in-migrants relocated to James City 
County from the various jurisdictions in the D.C. metro area with the largest number 
coming from Fairfax County, VA followed by Montgomery County, MD and Prince 
William County, VA). 
 

  
Table 3: Top In-Migration Locations James City 
County, 2000-2005 (500 or more people) 
Newport News, VA 3,659 
York County, VA 1,933 
Williamsburg, VA 1,057 
Hampton, VA 930 
Fairfax County, VA 825 
Virginia Beach, VA 570 
Other Flows - inside Virginia 1,678 

Other Flows - outside Virginia 10,164 
Total In-migration 26,966 
Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 

 
 
About 40% of out-migrants relocated to other states. Of jurisdictions that received 500 or 
more out-migrants from James City County, all were located adjacent to James City 
County (see Table 4).  The Richmond metropolitan area, particularly New Kent County, 
was also a popular destination for out-migrants during the five year period. 
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Table 4: Top Out-Migration Locations James City County,  
2000-2005 (500 or more people) 
Newport News, VA -2,216 
York County, VA -1,280 
Williamsburg, VA -696 
New Kent County, VA -649 
Other Flows - inside Virginia -1,409 

Other Flows - outside Virginia -7,089 
Total Out-migration -17,982 

                                 Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 

 
Net migration for James City County estimated from the IRS migration files from 2000 to 
2005 was a gain of 8,984 persons (i.e. exemptions).  The IRS and Census Bureau 
estimates for this time period were fairly consistent with a difference of only 1.4%.  
However, the net gain of 10,297 persons estimated by Weldon Cooper was 14.6% higher 
than the IRS estimate. There are several reasons why tax records would underestimate 
total migration.  New (mainly young) workers might be filing their own tax return for the 
first time, and some adults do not have income requiring a tax return. Plus there are some 
inaccuracies in any estimate. Although the IRS migration files appear to underestimate 
migration into the region, they are the only source of annual data on the previous 
locations of people moving into the region.  
 
As shown in Table 5, James City County’s largest net gain from a particular location over 
the five year period was from Newport News (1,485).  Typical regional dynamics 
(housing prices, job location, commuting patterns, etc.) could be responsible for this shift 
in population to James City County.  Another notable gain was from Fairfax County, VA 
in Northern Virginia.  James City County’s net increase in population coming from 
Williamsburg (361 persons) could be the effect of the city’s rising housing costs and 
competitive rental market among both college students and non-college affiliated 
households.  Proximity to the College of William and Mary and downtown Williamsburg 
makes James City County a practical alternative for some students and households. 
 
The only significant net loss for James City County over the five year period was to the 
Richmond Metropolitan Area including the City of Richmond, Henrico County, Hanover 
County, and New Kent County (located adjacent to James City County and accounting 
for the largest net loss, 272 persons, between 2000 and 2005). The 2000 Census County 
to Workplace County Flows special tabulations likewise show over 400 persons 
commuting out of the county to work in Richmond area jurisdictions, so it is likely that 
the out-migration to the Richmond Metro area was partially a result of job relocation. 
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Table 5: Top Net migration Locations James City 
County, 2000-2005 
James City County, VA Total Net 8,984 
Net Gain Jurisdictions   
Newport News, VA 1,485 
York County, VA 710 
Hampton, VA 484 
Fairfax County, VA 475 
Williamsburg, VA 361 
Foreign - APO/FPO ZIPs 330 
Virginia Beach, VA 204 
Top Net Loss Jurisdictions   
New Kent County, VA -292 
Richmond, VA -78 

   Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 

 
 
Williamsburg 
 
The Census Bureau estimates that between 2000 and 2005 the City of Williamsburg’s 
population decreased by 288 people due to out-migration.  However, the UVa Weldon 
Cooper Center estimates a net gain of 1,685 people to Williamsburg over approximately 
the same time period.  The annual IRS Migration data estimates a net loss of 158 persons 
from Williamsburg for the five year period.  The different methods used explain the 
inconsistency in the migration numbers. The Weldon Cooper estimates are likely more 
accurate than those of the US Census and the special IRS data file. Using the special IRS 
data file, however, is the only way to calculate migration between localities. 
 
One point worth noting is that there were few jurisdictions identified as having in- or out-
migrants to Williamsburg.  Only nine jurisdictions were named in the IRS migration data 
during the five year period. These jurisdictions contributed 1,211 in-migrants and 1,726 
out-migrants during the time period.  The remaining in- and out-migrants were scattered 
across the country and were grouped as “other flows – inside Virginia”, “other flows – 
outside Virginia” and “other flows – foreign”.   
 
The majority of in-migration (36%) to Williamsburg over the five-year period came from 
the three adjacent jurisdictions of James City County (23% of total), Newport News (9% 
of total) and York County (4% of total).  The second largest group of in-migrants came 
from outside Virginia with 35% (see table 6) although no one jurisdiction from outside 
the Commonwealth stood out in leading in-migration to Williamsburg.   
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Table 6: Top In-Migration Locations 
Williamsburg, 2000-2005 (200 or more 
people) 
James City County 696

Newport News 267
Other flows - Foreign 210
Other Flows - inside 
Virginia 561
Other Flows - outside 
Virginia 1,074
Total In-migration 3,056

                                             Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 

 
The pattern of out-migration from Williamsburg over the five year period was clear. Of 
the 3,214 out-migrants 42% relocated either in James City County or Newport News, 
most likely to remain within the region but to escape the higher living costs in 
Williamsburg (see Table 7).     
 

Table 7: Top Out-Migration Locations 
Williamsburg, 2000-2005 (200 or more 
people) 
James City County -1,057

Newport News -288
Other Flows - outside 
Virginia -920
Other Flows - inside 
Virginia -568
Total Out-migration -3,214

                                              Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 

 
Williamsburg’s largest net gain over the five year period was from localities outside 
Virginia however, gain from these jurisdictions was minor (see Table 8).  In sum, 
Williamsburg had a net loss of population due to migration, although the individual net 
losses were small (due to reciprocal in and out-migration).  The only significant net loss 
was to James City County (loss of 361 persons).  
 

Table 8: Top Net migration Locations 
Williamsburg, 2000-2005 
Williamsburg, VA Total Net                                  -158
Net loss Jurisdictions 
James City County -361
Fairfax County -41
Newport News -21
York County -17
Other Flows - Same State -7
Top Net Gain Jurisdiction 
Other Flows - Diff State 154
Hampton 5

                                        Source: IRS and Center for Housing Research 
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PROJECTED HOUSING DEMAND 
 
The housing demand projections rely on the state’s official population projections 
prepared by the Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) and on housing consumption 
patterns reported in the 2000 Census and in the 2004, 2005 and 2006 American 
Communities Surveys (ACS). Since the ACS data are not yet available for James City 
County and Williamsburg, the ACS results for Virginia were used to estimate trends in 
home ownership rates between 2000 and 2005. 
 
The reliability of the demand projections depends in large measure on the VEC 
population projections for these two communities. The demand model reflects the 
projection of the adult population in 10-year age groups, as only the adult population has 
a direct influence on housing demand. The youngest age category in the model represents 
15-24 year olds, which includes the ages when many young adults form independent 
households. There are three components of population change: births, deaths and 
migration.  All people of ages 15 and older in the year 2010 would have been born prior 
to the year 2000 and in 2020, only 15-19 year olds would have been born after 2000. 
Consequently, the projected population is almost entirely determined by death rates and 
migration.  Death rates are fairly stable and changes would mainly influence the older 
population. Migration rates are much more difficult to project.   
 
To help evaluate the reasonableness of the VEC projections, we examined recorded 
changes in age-specific cohorts from 1990 to 2000 and projected changes across the 
periods of 2000 to 2010 and 2010 to 2020.  We also examined age-specific changes for 
the population estimated for 2005 using the population estimates prepared by the 
University of Virginia’s Weldon Cooper Center.  These estimates are based on more 
recent data measuring population trends, including migration, than the 2000 Census. 
 
James City County Demand Projections 
 
Our evaluation of the VEC population projections for James City County indicate that 
they might significantly over project adults between the ages of 20 and 39 and under 
project adults aged 50 and over.  This evaluation was based in part on the cohort analysis 
presented in Table 9. This table presents the “survival rate” for 10-year age cohorts 
across the span of a decade. The age categories provided in the table represent the age 
group at the end of the 10-year span shown for each column.   
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Table 9: Ten Year Survival Rates for James City County 

Age at End 
of Period 

Census 
1990-2000 

VEC   2000-    
2010 

VEC    2010-
2020 

10-19 1.2620 1.2606 1.2255
20-29 1.0235 1.3386 1.2520
30-39 1.2666 1.7292 1.1854
40-49 1.2408 1.2853 1.1805
50-59 1.3044 1.1858 1.1325
60-69 1.4782 1.2249 1.2137
70-79 1.1916 1.1781 1.1918
80+ 0.7378 0.6847 0.6488

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
For example, there were 26.2% more 10-19 year olds in the year 2000 in James City 
County than there were 0-9 year olds in 1990.  (Significant shifts in these trends are noted 
by shaded cells in the table.) Net in-migration is the only way this cohort could 
numerically increase. Of course, an increase in this population group during the 1990s is 
very consistent with the increase in school enrollments during the decade.  Given that 
James City County is an attractive location for families moving into the region, it is not 
surprising that net in-migration for this age group is projected to continue. (Most 
population projections assume that net in-migration will slow over time, which is 
consistent with the VEC projection for 2020.)  
 
The implied net-migration projections from 2000 to 2010 and 2010 to 2020 for the next 
cohort (20-29 years at the end of each period) display a dramatic departure from the 1990 
to 2000 pattern. Most people in this age group form independent households rather than 
remaining to live with parents. Many independent young adults prefer to live in 
apartments rather than single-family houses due to housing cost and life-style 
considerations. As a result, they often leave lower density suburban locations for higher 
density urban locations. Between 1990 and 2000, the cohort ending in the 20-29 age 
category only increased by 2.4%. Although this suggests that James City County is 
sufficiently attractive to maintain this cohort, it clearly was not a magnet for net in-
migration during the 1990s.  In contrast, the VEC projections indicate that the 20-29 year 
old age category will increase relative to 10-19 year olds from ten years prior by 
significant levels of net in-migration (33.9% and 25.2%).  If the VEC projection proves 
accurate, net in-migration of 20-29 year olds would have a major impact on apartment 
and townhouse demand in James City County and would suggest the need for more land 
to be planned and zoned for higher density development of this sort. Our analysis of age-
specific population estimates for 2005 indicates that although there appears to be an 
increase in net-migration among 25-29 year olds, the VEC projection for the 20-29 age 
category for 2010 and 2020 is higher than justified by the growth trend through 2005. We 
recommend a lower population projection for this age group. 
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The VEC projection for 30-39 year olds in 2010 suggests an even more radical departure 
from the 1990 to 2000 trend.  Although the 1990 to 2000 trend for the cohort ending in 
this age group indicates significant net in-migration (the cohort grew by 26.7% during the 
1990s), the VEC projection for 2010 indicates that net in-migration for this age group 
will jump to 72.9% and then drop to 18.5% from 2010 to 2020. The population estimates 
for 2005 do not indicate a substantial spike in net in-migration for 30-39 year olds in the 
current decade and suggest instead a slowing of net in-migration for this age group.  
Consequently we recommend a lower population projection for 2010 and 2020 for this 
category. 
 
The VEC projections for 40-49 year olds imply a slight increase in net in-migration 
during the current decade compared to 1990-2000, followed by a reduced level during 
2010-2020. This pattern appears reasonable and is generally in line with the population 
estimates for 2005.   
 
Our analysis also indicates that the VEC projections for 50-59 year olds and for 60-69 
year olds might be too low for 2010 and 2020. These cohorts were in the 40-49 and 50-59 
year old age categories in 1990 and increased by 30.4% and 47.8% during the 1990s. 
Given that the death rate starts to inch up in these age categories, the implied net in-
migration would be even higher that indicated by these rates.  The VEC projections, 
however, reduce the rate of growth for cohorts progressing into these age groups 
substantially over the current and next decades.  We do not know of any change in the 
appeal of James City County for these age groups to suggest this level of reduction in net 
in-migration. In fact, we would expect the rate of growth to possibly increase especially 
for the 60-69 age group due to James City County’s appeal to retirees.  In addition, the 
2005 population estimates point to possibly a higher rate of net in-migration for these 
ages than existed during the 1990s.  We recommend a higher alternative projection for 
these age groups for 2010 and 2020.   
 
The 1990 to 2000 population changes and the 2005 estimates indicate fairly significant 
net in-migration for 70-79 year olds.  (Changes in these older age cohorts are influenced 
more significantly by death rates, so the implied net in-migration is higher than suggested 
by the ratios in Table 9.) The VEC projections assume that the 1990-2000 patterns will 
continue over the subsequent two decades.  We do not recommend any changes for the 
projections for this age group.  Death rates obviously become higher at age 80 and above.  
Between 1990 and 2000, the Census counts indicate that there were 2,525 people aged 70 
and older in 1990 in James City County.  The size of this cohort dropped to 1,863 people 
aged 80 and older in 2000 (a 73.8% “survival” rate). The ten-year survival rates for the 
VEC projections to 2010 and 2020 for this age category are 68.5% and 64.9% (but 72.6% 
for 2020-2030 period, which we do not show). We recommend a higher alternative 
projection for the population aged 80 and older for 2010 and 2020, but also suggest that 
these projections be used with caution as noted below. 
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The Weldon Cooper age-specific population estimates for 2005 were also used to 
evaluate the accuracy of the VEC age-specific projections.  Between 2000 and 20057, 
five-year cohorts advance to the next older age category. As with the previous table, 
Table 10 presents “survival rates” for the cohort advancing into the age category shown 
in the table. These estimates indicate that between 2000 and 2005 young adults aging into 
the 20-24 year old category had net out-migration from James City County, but there was 
a sizeable net in-migration of young-adults in the 25-29 age category (this group would 
be 30-34 years old by 2010).  
 

Table 10: Five Year Survival Rates for James City County 

Age at End of 
Period 

Weldon Cooper 
2000-2005 VEC   2005-2010 

5-9 1.345 1.337 
10-14 1.284 0.920 
15-19  0.989 0.997 
20-24  0.917 1.380 
25-29  1.238 1.426 
30-34  1.016 1.443 
35-39  1.085 1.649 
40-44  1.170 1.244 
45-49  1.051 1.056 
50-54  1.191 1.120 
55-59  1.185 1.003 
60-64  1.341 1.026 
65-69  1.289 0.921 
70-74  1.131 1.003 
75-79  1.066 0.936 
80-84  0.996 0.819 
85+ 0.542 0.755 

Source: CHR calculations based on Weldon Cooper Center at UVa and VEC data 
 
 
The estimates also point to net in-migration of each of the older five-year cohorts up to 
age 75 and the net in-migration rates for the population between age 50 and 74 are very 
high (a 15% increase between 2000 and 2005 for a cohort would become a 30% increase 
if sustained through 2010).  The rapid increases in 5-9 and 10-14 year olds between 2000 
and 2005 (about 30%) suggest that families with children comprise a large component of 
net in-migration into James City County.  The “empty nester” and “active adult” cohorts 
(55-59, 60-64, 65-69, and 70-74) are also moving to James City County at rapid rates. 
The 2005 population estimates for the 75-79 age group suggest net in-migration even for 
this category, although the effect of migration is increasingly offset by losses due to 
death.  The five-year “survival” rate for the oldest age category of 80+ was 75.4%, which 
is the equivalent of a 50% survival rate over ten years. Since this is the open-ended age 
                                                 
7 The 2000 period is as of April 1, whereas 2005 is as of July 1.  Consequently the 2000-2005 period covers 
an extra three months.  
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category, survival rates are very much influenced by the proportion of the 80+ population 
within the 70 and older age group that is surviving to the next period.  In 1990, the 80+ 
population was 30% of the 70+ category. By 2000 it was 33% and by 2010 it is projected 
to be around 40%.  As a result, the ten-year survival rates for the 70+ population will 
decline as more of this population is in the 80+ category.  
 
To calculate an alternative projection for 2010, we averaged the age-specific 2000-2005 
survival rates calculated from the Weldon Cooper population estimates and the 1990-
2000 survival rates based on the decennial censuses and then applied these survival rates 
to the appropriate age categories in 2000 to obtain the 2010 projection.  To calculate an 
alternative projection for 2020, we reduced the age-specific 2000-2010 survival rates by 
75% to reflect the tendency for migration rates to drop over time.  These rates were 
applied to the appropriate age specific groups in 2010 to obtain the 2020 projection. 
 
The adjusted population projections (ALT 1) for 2010 and 2020 are shown in Table 11 
for the age group categories used in the housing demand model, which assumes that 
household formation only occurs among the population aged 15 and older (householders 
were only 12% of the 15-24 age group in James City County in 2000, with the remainder 
being dependents, roommates or spouses in households rather than the householder).   
The adjusted projections have little effect on the total population aged 15 and older 
compared with the VEC projections for 2010 (-959), but increase the 2020 projection by 
2,624. This alternative projection also has a fairly major impact on the distribution across 
age groups. In comparison with the VEC projection, for 2010 the alternative projection 
reduces the 15 to 44 year old population projected for 2010 by 4,584 and increases the 45 
and older population by 3,625.  For 2020 the alternative projection reduces the VEC 
projection by 5,348 for 15 to 54 year olds and increases the population aged 55 and older 
by 7,972.  
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Table 11: Population Projections by Age Category 
 2010 
Age VEC ALT 1 ALT 2 ALT1-VEC ALT2-VEC 
15-24 8,664 7,930 8,469 -1,579 -195
25-34 7,660 5,667 6,116 -1,658 -1,544
35-44 7,871 6,015 6,015 -1,567 -1,856
45-54 9,486 10,064 10,064 281 578
55-64 8,487 10,108 10,108 2,052 1,621
65-74 6,965 7,878 7,878 1,876 913
75+ 6,464 6,977 6,977 441 513
Total 15+ 55,597 54,638 55,627 -153 30
      
 2020 
Age    VEC   ALT 1   ALT 2   ALT1-VEC ALT2-VEC 
15-24 8,605 9,459 8,163 -1,579 -442
25-34 9,836 8,658 10,259 -1,658 423
35-44 9,570 6,264 6,976 -1,567 -2,594
45-54 8,993 7,275 7,695 281 -1,298
55-64 10,985 13,348 14,443 2,052 3,458
65-74 10,822 13,346 14,425 1,876 3,603
75+ 10,229 13,314 12,800 441 2,571
Total 15+ 69,040 71,664 74,763 -153 5,723

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 
 

 
We also developed a third projection that continues the 1990-2005 age-specific survival 
rates through 2020 without any slowing in the rate of net in-migration.  In addition, under 
this projection we assumed that cohorts aging into the 20-29 age category would increase 
by 20% through net in-migration rather than by the historical trend of less than 2%. 
Although this projection is nearly the same for the total population aged 15 and older as 
the VEC projection for 2010, it still shifts the age distribution away from the 25-34 and 
35-44 year old categories into the older categories.  It also increases the 2020 projection 
for the population aged 15 and older by 5,723 people. 
 
The projected age structure of the population has significant impact on housing demand.  
The population aged 15-24 has the lowest propensity among adult age groups to form 
households and most of these households are in the rental market.  The probability of 
being a householder increases with age, as does the probability of being in an owner-
occupied house.  
 
By definition, the number of occupied housing units is equal to the number of 
households. The total number of housing units includes vacant units. Increases in housing 
demand thus reflect increases in the number of households in an area. Housing demand in 
James City County is projected to grow steadily from 2000 to 2020, but more so if the 
population growth is in the older rather than the younger adult age categories.    
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Between 1990 and 2000, housing demand in James City County increased by 6,033 
households or 46.5%. Using the VEC population projection, households would increase 
by 7,821 between 2000 and 2010, and then by 7,533 between 2010 and 2020.  This 
represents a 41.2% growth rate for 2000-2010 and a much slower 28.1% for 2010-2020. 
(See Table 12.)  
 

Table 12: Total Households by Year, James City County 
 Census VEC Pop ALT1 ALT2

1990      12,968  
2000      19,001  

2010  26,822 26,957 27,237 
2020       34,355  35,930 38,102 

 Change  
1990-2000        6,033  
2000-2010  7,821 7,956    8,236 
2010-2020        7,533     8,973 10,865 

% Change  
1990-2000 46.5% 
2000-2010  41.2% 41.9% 43.3%
2010-2020  28.1% 33.3% 39.9%

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
As explained in the review of population trends, we think a higher growth rate is more 
likely in James City County.  Alternative Projection 1 (ALT 1 in Table 12), assumes that 
the age-specific cohort trends established across 1990-2005 will continue through 2010 
and then moderate by 75% of those rates for 2010-2020. This projection indicates an only 
slightly higher increase in households between 2000 and 2010 (7,956) than using the 
VEC population projection but a much larger increase (8,973) between 2010 and 2020. 
These represent increases of 41.9% and 33.3% respectively.  
 
Even higher growth would occur with in-migration of very young adults in their early to 
mid-twenties and with continuation of the 1990-2005 growth rates unabated through to 
2020.  Under this projection (Alternative 2, shown as ALT 2 in Table 12), demand 
increases by 8,236 households between 2000 and 2010 and by another 10,865 households 
between 2010 and 2020, increases of 43.3% and 39.9% respectively. Under the ALT 2 
projection, James City County would have more than 38,000 households by 2020 (double 
its size in 2000) and would require approximately 1,000 new housing units each year. 
(The average number of residential permits from 2000 to 2006 was 990.) If developed at 
an average density of four units per acre, an additional 5,000 acres will be needed for 
housing, about 5% of the land area of the county.  At lower densities, more land would be 
consumed. Since about 76% of the residential building permits have been for single- 
family units over the past seven years, low density development has been the established 
pattern. Increased infrastructure and non-residential development associated with housing 
would require land as well.  
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Nearly 80% of the households in James City County are homeowners and the projections 
suggest that homeownership demand will continue to be robust, with a slight increase in 
the ownership rate from 77.0% in 2000 to approximately 79.1% in 2020. (See Table 13.) 
Future trends depend on a variety of factors that cannot be projected with accuracy 
(particularly interest rates), but the demographic trends remain strong. 
 
Table 13: Owner and Renter Households by Year, James City County 
   Owner Households                     Renter Households 
 Census VEC Pop ALT 1 ALT 2 Census VEC Pop ALT 1 ALT 2 

1990    9,507 3461   
2000  14,607       4,394   
2010  21,005 21,393 21,562 5,817  5,564 5,675 
2020    26,973 28,376 30,130 7,382  7,554   7,972 

    
 Change    

1990-2000   5,100          933   
2000-2010  6,398  6,786   6,955 1,423  1,170 1,281 
2010-2020  5,968 6,983 8,568 1,565  1,990    2,297 

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
During the current decade, we project an increase between 6,400 to 7,000 owner- 
occupied units and from 1,200 to 1,400 renter occupied units, followed by increases 
between 2010 and 2020 in the ranges of 6,000 to 8,700 owner-occupied units and 1,600 
to 2,300 renter-occupied units. The rental unit share in growth ranges from 15% to 22%, 
with the higher shares projected for 2010-2020.   
 
Based on building permits issued between 2000 and 2006, on average about 13% of total 
units built between 2000 and 2006 in James City County were multi-family units not 
including condominiums. According to 2000 Census data reporting the number of units 
in the structure and the year it was built, about 20% of the units built since 1950 were 
multi-family. With 2006 showing the largest number of multi-family building permits 
since 2000, the number of multi-family units built in 2006 were about on par with the 
percent of units built since 1950 that were multi-family (multi-family units not including 
condominiums accounted for 21% of the units built in 2006, more in line with expected 
growth trends). 
 
Some single-family houses are occupied by renters and some units in multi-family 
structures are owner-occupied.  Older single-family units are more likely to be rented 
than newer units, but the stock of older single-family units available to filter to rental 
housing is probably inadequate to meet this projected increase in demand. Additionally, 
much of the increase is among renters in age groups and household types that are more 
likely to prefer townhouses and apartments over single-family detached houses.  
 
Most new household formations occur among young adults as they leave their parents’ 
homes. This age group is also the most mobile in responding to employment 
opportunities. Even in the projection (ALT1) assuming a very low level of in-migration 
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among young adults, the James City County housing market has to absorb about 4,000 
new households formed by younger people (under 35 years old) over a decade (Table 
14). Under the higher in-migration assumptions for young adults used in the VEC 
projection, this demand increases to 5,000 units.  With over half of these younger 
households in the rental market, the demand for rental units will likely be strong if an 
adequate supply can be developed. 
 
Table 14: Households Projected by Age of Householder, James City County 
 2000 2010 2020 
   VEC ALT1 ALT2 VEC ALT1 ALT2 
 15 to 24 years 621 1,065 975 1,042 1,058 1,163 1,004
 25 to 34 years 2,515 3,654 2,703 2,917 4,692 4,130 4,893
 35 to 44 years 3,858 3,861 2,950 2,950 4,694 3,072 3,422
 45 to 54 years 4,099 5,521 5,858 5,858 5,234 4,234 4,479
 55 to 64 years 2,999 4,610 5,491 5,491 5,967 7,251 7,846
 65 to 74 years 2,878 4,365 4,938 4,938 6,783 8,365 9,041
 75 and older 2,031 3,745 4,043 4,043 5,927 7,714 7,417
Total 19,001 26,822 26,957 27,237 34,355 35,930 38,102
Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 
      

 
Most of the households in James City County are married-couple families (61.8% in 
2000) and the market share for this household type is projected to remain fairly stable 
through to 2020 (ranging from 59.6% to 60.3% depending on the projection series).  (See 
Table 15.) Non-spousal families (mostly single-parent families) accounted for only 
11.9% of households in 2000 and are projected to decline in market share to around 10% 
by 2020. Non-family households (single individuals, unmarried couples without children, 
and roommates) are the second largest and fastest growing household type in James City 
County, with 26.4% of all households and projected to increase to around 30% by 2020. 
        

 
Table 15: Households Projected by Type of Householder, James City County 
 2000 2010 2020 
   VEC ALT1 ALT2 VEC ALT1 ALT2 
Married Couple Families 11,735 16,277 16,491 16,621 20,724 21,414 22,945
Non-spousal Families 2,254 3,039 2,856 2,907 3,714 3,541 3,795
Non-families  5,012 7,506 7,609 7,710 9,917 10,976 11,362

<65 3,252 4,507 4,313 4,413 5,204 4,963 5,319
65+ 1,760 2,999 3,296 3,296 4,713 6,013 6,043

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
This shift toward non-family households is a bit deceiving, however, as it is concentrated 
among the 65 and older population, where the death of a spouse often changes the 
household type from a married-couple family to a non-family (single individual). 
Changes in death rates for this age group could result in more married-couple families 
surviving intact for longer periods. In addition, in-migrants in this age group might be 
more likely to be married-couples.  Nonetheless, as this population ages in place, spousal 
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deaths will undoubtedly increase the number on seniors living alone in James City 
County.   
 
Projections of housing demand by income (in 1999 dollars), household type and age are 
presented in Table 16.  Demand is spread fairly evenly across the income categories 
shown and is projected to increase at each level of income. The demographics (age and 
household type) for each income category varies significantly (detailed table cells for 
age, household type and income with 500 or more households are shaded). Households 
with incomes below $25,000 are most likely to be non-families.  This lower-income, non-
family market segment is split between two groups—younger people starting out in the 
housing market and seniors, many of whom are probably surviving spouses.   
 
 

 
Table 16: Households Projected by Household Income, James City County, 

ALT2 Projection  

 <$25,000 
$25,000-
49,999 

$50,000-
74,999 

$75,000-
99,999 $100,000+ 

2000      
Total 3465 4816 4122 2682 3916 
Married-couple 826 2506 2795 2158 3451 

<35 147 459 381 273 232 
35-54 311 1015 1383 1018 1616 
55-64 88 436 375 358 797 
65+ 278 596 655 508 805 

Non-spousal 
Families 594 875 451 174 160 

<35 295 209 33 14 14 
35-64 252 564 343 119 106 
65+ 47 102 76 41 40 

Non-families 2046 1434 877 350 305 
<65 1273 939 603 233 204 
65+ 773 495 274 117 102 

 
2010      

Total 5084 6798 5750 3840 5766 
Married-couple 1172 3512 3814 3051 5072 

<35 180 550 452 326 278 
35-54 330 1096 1487 1150 1890 
55-64 161 798 687 655 1460 
65+ 502 1067 1188 919 1444 

Non-spousal 
Families 736 1085 605 254 228 

<35 377 264 41 18 17 
35-64 273 632 424 160 136 
65+ 86 189 140 76 74 

Non-families 3175 2201 1331 535 467 
<65 1727 1274 818 317 276 
65+ 1448 927 513 218 191 
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 <$25,000 
$25,000-
49,999 

$50,000-
74,999 

$75,000-
99,999 $100,000+ 

2020      
Total 7478 9615 7931 5278 7800 
Married-couple 1736 4978 5254 4165 6813 

<35 281 883 735 526 445 
35-54 305 1000 1360 1018 1636 
55-64 231 1141 982 936 2086 
65+ 919 1955 2177 1685 2646 

Non-spousal 
Families 1007 1402 751 331 304 

<35 552 394 61 27 26 
35-64 297 663 433 165 143 
65+ 157 346 256 140 135 

Non-families 4736 3235 1926 782 683 
<65 2082 1536 986 382 333 
65+ 2654 1699 940 400 349 

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
The largest income category is the $25,000-49,999 group, of which more than half are 
married-couple families.  Married-couples between the ages of 35-54 with incomes 
between $25,000-49,999 represent the second largest market segment in James City 
County with incomes below $50,000.  Married-couple families between the ages of 35-54 
and with incomes above $50,000 make up the largest market segment in the county in 
both 2000 and 2010, but will steadily give way to the 55-64 and 65+ married-couple and 
the 65+ non-family segments by 2020.    
 
The non-spousal family market is more concentrated in the 35-64 age group with 
incomes between $25,000 and $75,000. Some of these families are probably the result of 
the dissolution of married-couple households. Divorce or separation often result in a 
downward shift in household income and can be highly disruptive in housing trajectories 
(e.g. going from owning to renting housing).  This is a market segment that might require 
closer examination by James City County housing officials, as the housing problems 
facing this portion of the non-spousal family market are often overlooked by housing 
programs.   
 
The lower-income 65+ non-family market segment is projected to increase significantly 
during the current and next decades.  Many non-family seniors are home owners living 
alone and those with very limited incomes (e.g. below $25,000) who might need 
assistance with housing maintenance and property taxes.  About 30% of non-family 
seniors with incomes below $25,000 are renters and also might need assistance in order 
to remain in James City County.  
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Williamsburg Demand Projections 
 
The large college student population in Williamsburg presents a difficult challenge in 
projecting the younger adult population, as most of the students move out of the area 
upon graduation and do not age up into the next age cohort in Williamsburg. As indicated 
in Table 17, the 10-19 year old population is about four times the size of the 0-9 year old 
cohort from ten years earlier.  Similarly the 20-29 year old population in 2000 was about 
1.7 times the size of the 10-19 year old cohort.  This bulge in the young adult population 
is very common among college towns.   
 

Table 17: Ten Year Survival Rates for Williamsburg City 

Age at End 
of Period 

Census 
1990-2000 

VEC   2000-    
2010 

VEC    2010-
2020 

10-19 4.1878 4.4127 3.4041
20-29 1.7071 1.9799 1.6025
30-39 0.2173 0.2102 0.2009
40-49 0.9165 0.8035 0.8584
50-59 1.2527 1.0942 1.3089
60-69 1.4231 1.0651 1.2344
70-79 0.9022 1.1144 1.2179
80+ 0.3830 0.5953 0.5588

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
The VEC projects the 10-19 year old population in Williamsburg to increase slightly 
between 2000 and 2010 (going from 2,542 to 2,780) before receding to 2,468 by 2020.  A 
similar pattern is projected for 20-29 year olds, increasing to 5,033 in 2010 and then 
dropping to 4,455 in 2020.  The VEC projections for 30-39 year olds are in line with the 
cohort survival pattern of 1990 to 2000.   
 
Changes in young age groups can also reflect migration and birth patterns among 
permanent residents, further complicating an evaluation of the VEC projections. The 
2005 population estimates by the Weldon Cooper Center indicate that the 10-14 year old 
population has increased by 28.4% above the 5-9 year old cohort from five years earlier, 
while the 15-19 year old population has been fairly stable. (See Table 18.) The VEC 
projections for 10-14 year olds for 2010 may be too low, but the impact on housing 
would not be felt until this population starts to form independent households during the 
2010 to 2020 period.    
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Table 18: Five Year Survival Rates for Williamsburg City 

Age at End of 
Period 

Weldon Cooper 
2000-2005 VEC   2005-2010 

5-9 1.1285 0.3852
10-14 1.1820 0.5871
15-19  8.1308 7.1355
20-24  1.7490 1.6850
25-29  0.2128 0.2116
30-34  0.8448 0.7048
35-39  0.9025 0.6229
40-44  0.9738 0.7921
45-49  0.8746 0.9191
50-54  0.9908 1.2505
55-59  0.9859 1.1050
60-64  1.1158 0.9546
65-69  1.0724 1.0821
70-74  0.9406 1.0913
75-79  0.8872 1.1197
80-84  0.8282 1.2843
85+ 0.4614 0.5236

Source: CHR calculations based on Weldon Cooper Center at UVa and VEC data 
 
 
We do not recommend any adjustment to the VEC projections for the under 30 
population, except for holding the young adult population (15-24) stable after 2010. 
 
The VEC projections for cohorts between the ages of 40 and 69 indicate a sharp drop in 
survival rates between 2000 and 2010, followed by a rebound between 2010 and 2020.  
The projection for the 30-34 year population also appears to be low compared to the 2005 
population estimates.  Compared to the 2005 estimates, the VEC projections might be 
over-projecting 45-59 and 70+ year olds.  We recommend an alternative projection that 
averages the 1990-2000 and 2000-2005 survival rates for these age groups. This average 
places higher weight on the more recent 2000-2005 trend.  For 2010-2020, we reduce the 
adjusted survival rates by 75%.  
 
The VEC and alternative (ALT) population projections for Williamsburg are presented in 
Table 19 for the age groups used in the housing demand model.  For the age 15+ 
population in 2010 the alternative projection is only 301 people higher than the VEC 
projection, but the differences shift the age distribution away from the 65+ population to 
the 35-64 population.  The projections diverge even more for 2020, with the alternative 
projection adding 1,790 people under the age of 55 and reducing the 55 and older 
population by 252.  
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Table 19: Population Projections by Age Category, Williamsburg City 
 2010  
Age VEC ALT  ALT-VEC 
15-24 6,770 6,770 0
25-34 1,352 1,352 0
35-44 702 1,103 401
45-54 963 952 -11
55-64 972 1,137 165
65-74 999 930 -69
75+ 1,008 823 -185
Total 15+ 12,766 13,067 301
    
 
            2020  
Age    VEC    ALT    ALT-VEC 
15-24 5,757 6,770 1,013
25-34 1,515 1,515 0
35-44 799 1,304 505
45-54 818 1,090 272
55-64 1,147 1,087 -60
65-74 1,383 1,228 -155
75+ 1,352 1,316 -36
Total 15+ 12,771 14,309 1,538

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
The projections for total households for Williamsburg using the VEC population series 
are 4,157 households by 2010 and 4,670 by 2020 (Table 20).  The alternative projection 
is for 4,274 households by 2010 and 5,027 by 2020.  Both projections indicate 
significantly more growth in housing demand in Williamsburg than the small increase of 
149 households from 1990 to 2000.  Under the lower projection, Williamsburg will grow 
by about 1,000 households between 2000 and 2020; the higher projection is for an 
increase of 1,400 households. 



Housing Needs Assessment, James City Co. & Williamsburg, VA                                                                          46 

 

 
Table 20: Total Households by Year, Williamsburg City 
 

 Census VEC Pop ALT  
1990        3,468  
2000 3,617 

2010  4,157 4,276
2020  4,670 5,030

 Change  
1990-2000           149  
2000-2010  540       659 

2010-2020           513 
 

754 

% Change  
1990-2000 4.3% 
2000-2010  14.9% 18.2%
2010-2020  12.4% 17.6%

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
The projections vary significantly in the age detail of household growth.  The VEC based 
projections result in more households aged 55 and older and fewer between the ages of 
35-54 by 2020.  The small number of 35-44 year old householders under the VEC based 
projections (339 in 2010 and 386 in 2020) is difficult to explain as it implies a fairly high 
out-migration whereas the most recent population estimates indicates very little net out-
migration for this age cohort.  The alternative projection suggests a much more stable age 
structure without any significant disruptions in market segments.  
 
The majority of housing units in Williamsburg are occupied by renters (56% in 2000), 
but this is heavily influenced by the bulge in the market associated with the college 
student population and possibly with younger workers in the tourism industry.  Very few 
householders under 25 years of age were owners (4.6%) in 2000.  A low rate of 
ownership for this age group is not unusual. But the ownership rate remains 
comparatively low in Williamsburg through to the 45 to 54 year old age category (Table 
21).   
 
Table 21: Ownership Rates by Age of Householder, Williamsburg City and James City 
                County, 2000 
 Williamsburg James City County 
 15 to 24 years 4.6% 16.1% 
 25 to 34 years 12.1% 56.0% 
 35 to 44 years 28.1% 78.7% 
 45 to 54 years 46.3% 85.1% 
 55 to 64 years 75.2% 88.5% 
 65 to 74 years 75.9% 91.0% 
 75 and older 78.5% 65.6% 
total 44.3% 77.0% 

Source: US Census  
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For every age category except 75+, the ownership rate in Williamsburg is below the 
corresponding rate in James City County.  These disparities narrow substantially above 
age 55 except for non-spousal families.  The gap in ownership rates between the two 
locations only narrows to ten percentage points for the 65-74 year old age category. 
These gaps suggest impediments to home ownership in Williamsburg for married-couple 
families and for non-spousal families until much later in life.  The higher ownership rates 
in Williamsburg for the population aged 55 and older could be associated with retirees 
moving into the community rather than any increase in opportunities for ownership for 
someone progressing into this age group locally. 
 
The primary impediments to ownership are high cost and a fairly inelastic supply of 
housing. The stock of older single-family homes in most communities provides the best 
opportunities for affordable home ownership.  The Williamsburg housing market, 
however, is highly unusual if not unique in that it is shaped both by college student 
demand for housing and the historic character of the Colonial Williamsburg area. Both of 
these factors can result in fewer units available for ownership by families in the age 
groups where ownership rates remain very low in Williamsburg.  College student demand 
(as well as demand from young service workers in the tourism industry) can lead to 
conversion of older, single-family housing to rental units. At the same time, demand for 
owner-occupied housing near Colonial Williamsburg could push housing prices for these 
units beyond the means of many families.  
 
The 2000 Census data indicate that a significant portion of the older, single-family 
housing stock in Williamsburg is renter-occupied: 42% of single family units built prior 
to 1980 were occupied by renters, whereas only 12% of the single-family units built 
between 1980 and March 2000 were renter-occupied.  
 
Additionally, older single-family houses are subject to conversion into multiple units.  
While the Census data do not document this, a high proportion of residential structures 
with 2-4 units (70%) were built between 1960 and 1989.  This is also a period when a 
higher proportion of the built residential stock was in structures with 5 or more units, so it 
is not clear if the expansion of the 2-4 unit stock was due to conversions of single-family 
units or in structures originally built as multi-family.  
 
If Williamsburg followed the state’s trend toward increased home ownership between 
2000 and 2005, we project that the ownership rate will increase from 44.3% in 2000 to 
47.0% in 2010 and 49.2% by 2020 under our alternative population projection.  The VEC 
population projection results in an older population and thus higher ownership rates: 
48.5% by 2010 and 51.5% by 2020.  We project an increase between 400 and 470 owner 
households for both 2000-2010 and 2010-2020 (Table 22).  We project an increase in 
rental demand between 124 and 253 occupied units from 2000 to 2010 and between 125 
and 286 occupied units from 2010 to 2020.  The higher demand projections are more 
consistent with recent demographic trends.  
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Table 22: Owner and Renter Households by Year, Williamsburg City 
 Owner Households Renter Households 
 Census VEC Pop ALT   Census VEC Pop ALT   

1990    1,262        2,206  
2000    1,602        2,015  
2010  2,018   2,008 2,139 2,268  
2020  2,407 2,476 2,264 2,554  

   
 Change   

1990-2000 26.9% -8.7%  
2000-2010  25.3% 25.3% 12.6% 12.6% 
2010-2020   19.3% 23.3%  5.8% 12.6% 

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
There were 745 residential building permits issued for Williamsburg from 2000 through 
2006, averaging 106 units per year.  This is more than sufficient to accommodate the 
higher projected demand—either indicating an even faster rate of growth, replacement of 
older units, higher vacancy or demand for second homes.   The proportion of units built 
in multi-family structures is much higher in Williamsburg than in James City County 
(50% vs. 24%) and exceeds the share of growth projected for the rental market under the 
high growth projection (although condominiums account for a significant number of 
multi-family units).  
 
The projected growth in housing demand under the high growth scenario points to growth 
in demand for all age groups (Table 23) but significantly more growth for the under age 
55 and significantly less above this age by the year 2020.  
 
 
Table 23: Households Projected by Age of Householder, Williamsburg City 
 2000 2010 2020 
   VEC ALT  VEC ALT  
 15 to 24 years 537 634 634 539 634 
 25 to 34 years 565 660 660 740 740 
 35 to 44 years 467 339 532 386 629 
 45 to 54 years 625 629 622 534 712 
 55 to 64 years 517 598 700 706 669 
 65 to 74 years 434 608 565 841 747 
 75 and older 473 689 563 925 900 
Total 3,617 4,157 4,276 4,670 5,030 
Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 
    

 
Demand for housing in Williamsburg is concentrated in the non-family category, which 
we project to increase to 2,516 households by 2020 (Table 24). Non-family households 
are projected to go from 47% of the total to 50%. Although most of these households are 
younger, the fastest growing segment will be seniors living alone (increasing from 422 in 
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2000 to 773 households in 2020). Married-couple households are projected to go from a 
market share of 40% down to 38%.  
 
 
Table 24: Households Projected by Type of Householder, Williamsburg City 
  2000            2010             2020  
    VEC ALT VEC ALT 
Married Couple 
Families 1,550 1,550 1,602 1,803 1,906 
Non-spousal Families 477 477 510 536 602 
Non-families  1830 2,129 2,163 2,332 2,519 

<65 1408 1,523 1,643 1,508 1,746 
65+ 422 607 520 823 773 

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
Projections of housing demand by income (in 1999 dollars), household type and age are 
presented in Table 25. Although households with incomes below $25,000 (in 1999 
dollars) constitute one-third of the housing market in Williamsburg, most of these are 
non-family households.  Many of these lower income, non-family households are young 
people (42% of this household type is under the age of 35), either living alone or with 
roommates.  A significant number of seniors (65+) are in this category.   
 

 
Table 25: Households Projected by Household Income, Williamsburg City, 

ALT Projection  

 <$25,000 
$25,000-
49,999 

$50,000-
74,999 

$75,000-
99,999 $100,000+ 

2000      
Total 1237 1103 566 240 472 
Married-couple 121 388 321 135 383 

<35 42 70 69 23 16 
35-54 25 129 114 47 154 
55-64 7 80 42 31 99 
65+ 47 109 95 34 114 

Non-spousal 
Families 147 147 69 17 58 

<35 73 38 6 1 2 
35-64 60 79 47 10 38 
65+ 14 30 16 6 18 

Non-families 969 567 176 88 31 
<65 766 474 86 61 21 
65+ 203 94 90 26 9 
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 <$25,000 
$25,000-
49,999 

$50,000-
74,999 

$75,000-
99,999 $100,000+ 

2010      
Total 1455 1302 671 285 563 
Married-couple 143 467 377 161 455 

<35 49 83 81 27 19 
35-54 27 140 119 49 158 
55-64 9 108 57 42 135 
65+ 58 137 120 43 144 

Non-spousal 
Families 169 167 82 21 72 

<35 86 44 7 2 3 
35-64 65 86 55 11 47 
65+ 18 38 20 8 22 

Non-families 1144 668 212 104 36 
<65 893 553 100 72 25 
65+ 250 116 112 32 11 

      
2020      

Total 1695 1514 820 338 663 
Married-couple 180 552 452 188 535 

<35 54 90 89 30 21 
35-54 31 163 138 56 183 
55-64 8 103 54 40 129 
65+ 86 196 171 61 203 

Non-spousal 
Families 194 202 96 26 85 

<35 93 49 7 2 3 
35-64 76 99 59 12 49 
65+ 25 55 30 12 33 

Non-families 1322 759 272 124 43 
<65 950 587 106 76 27 
65+ 372 172 166 48 17 

Source: CHR calculations based on Census and VEC data 

 
 
The table highlights age, type and income segments of 100 or more households with 
shading.  The larger upper income ($100,000+) segments are married-couple families 
aged 35 and over. The larger segments with incomes between $25,000-$49,999 and 
$50,000-74999 are married-couple families in the 35-54 and 65+ categories, as well as 
non-families either above or below age 65.  These families could be prime candidates for 
first-time home buyer programs and for rental housing developed under the Low Income 
Housing Tax Credit program. 
 
The larger lower income segments are non-family households (either below or above age 
65).  Lower income non-family households are seldom the target of housing assistance 
unless they are elderly.  Between 2000 and 2020, the low and moderate income senior 
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non-family segment is projected to increase significantly.  Housing costs, including 
utilities and taxes, can be particularly burdensome for low-income seniors. Area churches 
and civic organizations should be encouraged to help find effective ways to deal with the 
housing needs of the community’s low-income senior population.  
 
Non-spousal families under the age of 35 are most likely to have lower incomes.  These 
families are probably the most in need of public assistance in obtaining adequate housing.  
The fairly small size of this market segment in Williamsburg should make it easier to 
target scarce public resources toward addressing problems of housing cost burdens or 
otherwise inadequate housing. 
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INCOME AND POVERTY 
 
Household Income 
 
Based on the 2000 Census, the median household income for James City County was 
$55,594 and the median household income for the City of Williamsburg was $37,093. 
Household income is the income figure generally reported and includes non-family 
households made up of single persons or non-related individuals. However, household 
income for both James City County and the City of Williamsburg is affected by the large 
number of households composed of students at the College of William and Mary who 
generally have low incomes. Single-person households and households consisting of 
unrelated persons make up non-family households who in 2000 had median income of 
$30,907 in James City County and $23,116 in Williamsburg, much lower than all 
households which include families. As is evident from the high concentrations of college 
age population, unrelated student households have a significantly greater impact on 
household incomes in the City than in James City County. Because of the student impact, 
a more accurate representation of income for both James City County and Williamsburg 
may be family income (see following section).  
 
Table 26 shows the distribution of household income in 2000 for James City County and 
Williamsburg. About 44% of James City County households had income of less than 
$50,000 compared to 64% of Williamsburg households. About one-fifth of households in 
James City County had household income of $100,000 or more a year and about 13% of 
Williamsburg households had income above that level.  
 
Table 26: Household Income, 1999    
  James City County Williamsburg 
Household Income 1999 Households % Households % 
Less than $10,000 1,032 5.4% 394 10.9% 
$10,000 to $19,999 1642 8.6% 526 14.5% 
$20,000 to $34,999 2662 14.0% 780 21.6% 
$35,000 to $49,999 2,976 15.6% 626 17.3% 
$50,000 to $74,999 4,131 21.7% 570 15.8% 
$75,000 to $99,999 2,686 14.1% 241 6.7% 
$100,000 to $199,999 3,170 16.6% 388 10.7% 
$200,000 or more 750 3.9% 91 2.5% 
Median $55,594   $37,093   
Source: Census 2000     

 
With no ACS data available for James City County and Williamsburg, we had to rely on 
income estimates for data beyond what was reported in the 2000 Census. The most recent 
data available is from the 2004 US Census Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates. 
James City County was estimated to have median household income of $66,180 while the 
City of Williamsburg was estimated to have median household income of $35,559 (see 
Table 27). The estimated 2004 median household income for Virginia, $51,103, fell 
between that of James City County and Williamsburg.  
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While the 2004 median estimated household income for James City County was 
significantly higher than the 2000 Census median, the 2004 small area income estimate 
for Williamsburg was less than median household income reported in the 2000 Census. 
Although there is uncertainty about the accuracy of any estimate, if median income based 
on all households in Williamsburg decreased between 2000 and 2004, this would mean 
an increase in households at the bottom of the income ladder.  
 
 
Table 27: Estimated Median Household Income, 2004 

Area 
Median Household Income 
2004 

James City County  $    66,180  
Williamsburg  $    35,559  

Source: US Census Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates 
 

 
Adjusted Gross Income 
 
For more solid evidence of income decline or growth, we examined median adjusted 
gross income for married couples as reported on state tax records. It is important to note 
that income based on Virginia State income tax returns of married couples only reflects 
the income of married couples and not the income of single filers or those who do not 
earn enough income to file a tax return. So while the married couple median adjusted 
gross income based on tax returns is sometimes used as a surrogate for median family 
income, it cannot be compared directly to Census median family income which includes 
all families. However, income data from tax returns can provide some information on the 
increases or decreases in income over time. Table 28 shows for James City County, 
Williamsburg, and the Virginia Beach MSA the median adjusted gross income for 1999 
(corresponds with the 2000 Census) and 2004 (the most recent available) for married 
couple filers. James City County had an increase in median adjusted gross income from 
1999 to 2004 but at a level below that of the MSA and state (11.1% compared to 18.1% 
and 15.6% respectively). Williamsburg’s 16% increase between 1999 and 2004 was 2% 
less than the MSA’s rate but outpaced the state by a small margin (.4%).   
 
Table 28: Median Adjusted Gross Income, Married Couple Filers by Year 

Area 

Median Adjusted 
Gross Income 
1999 

Median Adjusted 
Gross Income 
2004 

Percent 
Change 

James City County  $    61,315  $    68,116 11.1% 
Williamsburg  $    50,274   $    58,310  16.0% 
MSA  $    48,928   $    57,770 18.1% 
Virginia  $    53,745  $    62,109 15.6% 
Source: Weldon Cooper Center (based on Virginia state tax records) and Center for Housing 
Research 

Dollars not adjusted for inflation.   
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The state tax records for married couple filers show that median income increased 
between 1999 and 2004 for James City County agreeing with median household income 
Census trend data. However, the data for Williamsburg are conflicting. While the Census 
estimated that Williamsburg’s median household income decreased from 1999 to 2004, 
the state tax records for married couple filers (more reflective of family income) showed 
median income increased. Otherwise, when single filers and those with too little income 
to file a tax return were not included, incomes rose in Williamsburg between 1999 and 
2004. In a college town, examining income trends based on median adjusted gross 
income of married couple tax filers is probably more accurate. 
 
Family Income 
 
As mentioned in the prior section on household income, median family income by 
definition excludes non-family households which consist of single person households or 
households with unrelated members, therefore making median family income a more 
accurate income figure for areas impacted by significant student populations. The 2000 
Census median family income for James City County was $66,171 and the median family 
income for the City of Williamsburg was $52,358 ($54,169 in Virginia). While median 
family incomes are almost always higher than median household incomes, relative to 
James City County, Williamsburg’s median family income was markedly higher than its 
median household income indicating greater student impact in Williamsburg. Table 29 
shows the distribution of family income in 2000 for James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg. Just over one third of families in James City County had income of less 
than $50,000 while nearly half of families in Williamsburg had income of less than 
$50,000. About one quarter of families in both jurisdictions had annual income greater 
than $100,000. Families were more likely to have incomes of $100,000 or more than 
were households (26% of families compared to 21% of households in James City County 
and 24% of families compared to 13% of households in Williamsburg).  
 
 
Table 29: Family Income, 1999    
  James City County Williamsburg 
Family Income 1999 Households % Households % 
Less than $10,000 398 2.8% 85 4.7% 
$10,000 to $19,999 780 5.6% 110 6.0% 
$20,000 to $34,999 1461 10.4% 299 16.4% 
$35,000 to $49,999 2230 15.9% 342 18.8% 
$50,000 to $74,999 3238 23.1% 379 20.8% 
$75,000 to $99,999 2319 16.6% 165 9.1% 
$100,000 to $199,999 2906 20.8% 350 19.2% 
$200,000 or more 663 4.7% 91 5.0% 
Median $66,171   $52,528   
Source: Census 2000     
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HUD Area Median Family Income 
 
The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has its own estimates 
for median family income8. The 2007 HUD area median family income (AMFI) estimate 
for James City County and the City of Williamsburg (both based on the Virginia Beach 
MSA) is $64,100. The HUD AMFI is the income estimate used for programs such as 
Section 8 housing vouchers and the Low Income Tax Credit program. A family is 
considered low-income if the family income is between 50% and 80% of the HUD 
AMFI, very low-income if the family income is 30% to 50% AMFI, and extremely low- 
income if the family income is less than 30% AMFI (for a family of four in James City 
County or Williamsburg, about $19,250 in 2007). 
 
Poverty 
 
Based on the 2000 Census, the poverty rate for James City County was 6.4%, almost the 
same as the 1990 rate of 6.3%. The estimated poverty rate in 2004 (most recent available) 
based on the US Census Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates was 6.6% for James 
City County. Williamsburg’s poverty rate increased from 16.2% in 1990 to 18.3% in 
2000. The estimated poverty rate in 2004 based on the US Census Small Area Income 
and Poverty Estimates was 17.3% for the City of Williamsburg. As mentioned earlier, 
estimates must be viewed with caution. The estimates indicate poverty went up slightly in 
James City County and declined slightly in the City of Williamsburg between 2000 and 
2004. 
 
The 2000 poverty rate for James City County was below the poverty rate for the MSA 
(10.6%) and the state (9.6%) while the 2000 poverty rate for Williamsburg was notably 
higher than the MSA and state rates. While data are not available for the individual 
jurisdictions, based on the 2006 American Community Survey (ACS), the 2006 poverty 
rate for the MSA dropped slightly relative to 2000 at 9.7%. [Note: When comparing 
decennial census data to that of the ACS, one should use caution. The ACS was based on 
population for whom poverty was determined over the past 12 months, whereas the 
decennial Census was based on population for whom poverty was determined in 1999 (or 
over the past year which is different from over the past 12 months).] 
 
The poverty rate is dependent upon age (see Figure 8). The poverty rates in 2000 for 
Williamsburg decreased with age. The poverty rates for the MSA in 2000 tended to drop 
as age increased except for a slight increase in the 75+ age group compared to the 65-74 
age group. Departing from a more normal distribution, James City County had fairly 
stable poverty rates across age groups with only slightly higher rates for the two youngest 
age groups. The age group mostly responsible for the relatively high overall 2000 poverty 
rate in Williamsburg was the under 5 age group which had a poverty rate of 42.1% (136 
out of 323 children under the age of 5 for whom poverty status was determined were 
below poverty). James City County, on the other hand, had a poverty rate of 7.8% for this 

                                                 
8 The HUD median family income estimate is based on the 2000 Census and updated using county-level 
Bureau of Labor Statistics earnings data, the Census Current Population P-60 data, and state-level data 
from the ACS. 
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youngest age group. Both jurisdictions had relatively low poverty rates for the elderly 
(65+) with a rate of 4.8% for James City County and a rate of 5.5% for Williamsburg.  
 
 
 
 

 
  Source: Census 2000  
 
 
Data were not available for poverty rate broken down by tenure (owners and renters) for 
James City County and Williamsburg. However, looking at the MSA based on ACS 
2006, the relationship between tenure and poverty is clear as shown in Table 30. Families 
who rented their home as compared to families who owned were much more likely to be 
living below the poverty level (18.3% of renter families were below poverty while 2.9% 
of owner families were below poverty). Considering the large portion of renters in 
Williamsburg, we can assume the impact was more significant than at the MSA level. 
 
 
 
Table 30: Poverty Rate by Tenure for the MSA, 2006 
Tenure MSA 
All Families 7.4%
  Owner Families 2.9%

  Renter Families 18.3%
Source: Census ACS 2006 
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Affordable Housing Gap 
 
To estimate the deficit/surplus of the housing units that are affordable to certain 
household income groups both for renter and owner-occupied households, we performed 
an affordable housing gap analysis. A housing unit is generally considered affordable if 
the household occupying that unit spends less than 30% of their household income to live 
in that unit. The 2000 Census Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) 
provides special tabulations as a source for estimating the affordability gap. Using the 
special tabulations, we focused on three household income groups: extremely low-
income (household income < 30% of median family income), very low-income 
(household income >= 30% and < 50% of median family income), and low-income 
(household income >=50% and < 80% of median family income). While extremely low-
income renters typically face the most severe shortage of affordable housing, availability 
of affordable housing is not limited to this lowest income group. 
 
James City County, Affordability Gap 
 
Based strictly on the counts of renters and rental units as estimated by the 2000 CHAS 
data, James City County had a deficit of eight rental units affordable to the extremely 
low-income renters (households with income less than 30% of the area median family 
income of $48,000 in 1999). However, to more accurately estimate the units available, 
the housing gap analysis takes into consideration higher-income households occupying 
housing units affordable to households in a lower income group. Higher-income 
households occupied over 70% of the units affordable to the <30% AMFI renter 
households and occupied over 60% of affordable units for the very low-income 
households.  
 
Consequently, as seen in Table 31, when adjusting for higher income renters living in the 
units affordable to the < 30% AMFI households, a much greater housing gap emerged. 
We estimated that 392 renters or nearly 60% of renters in the extremely low-income 
category lacked affordable rental units as well as nearly half of the very low-income 
renters. Nearly 20% of low-income renters (earning less than 80% AMFI) faced an 
affordable housing gap. Overall, about 35% of James City County’s lowest income 
renters were forced to spend a larger portion of their income for housing than the less 
than 30% threshold indicated by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) as a nominal measure for housing affordability.  
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Table 31: Affordable Rental Housing Gap, James City County  

Household 
Income  

Renter 
House-
holds 

Total Units 
(Occupied 
+ Vacant 
for Rent) 

Surplus
/Deficit 
Units 

Units 
Occupied 
by House-
holds 
within 
Income 
Limits     

% Units 
Occupied by 
Households 
above 
Income 
Limits     

Housing 
Gap 
(Renters 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units*) 

 Housing 
Gap (% 
Renters 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units) 

<30% 
AMFI 
(Extremely 
low) 657 649 -8 160 70.6% 392 59.7%
<50% 
AMFI 
(Very low) 1,356 1488 132 510 60.7% 657 48.4%
<80% 
AMFI 
(Low) 2,204 3413 1209 1481 52.6% 434 19.7%
Source: U.S. Census 2000 CHAS and Center for Housing Research   

*Affordable housing units are defined as those costing less than 30% of household income. 

 
 
Low-income homeowners in James City County were affected to a greater extent by an 
affordable housing gap than were renters (see Table 32). [Note: The extremely low-
income owners and very low-income owners were collapsed into one category referred to 
as very low-income.] The very low-income owners (household income <50% AMFI) had 
a surplus of 207 affordable units before taking into account higher-income owners living 
in those units. However, after adjusting for higher-income owners who occupied nearly 
three quarters of the units affordable to this very low-income group, there was a deficit of 
affordable units. The housing gap for owners with incomes <50% AMFI was 774 units or 
nearly two-thirds of very low-income owners lacked affordable housing. For owners with 
incomes <80% AMFI there was a surplus of 2,478 affordable units based on stock alone. 
However, when taking into account that 3,652 or over 70% of affordable units were 
occupied by owners with higher incomes, the housing gap for low-income owners was 
1,174 meaning 44% of low-income owners lacked affordable housing. Overall, about 
50% of James City County’s lowest income owners were forced to spend more than 30% 
of their income on housing. 
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Table 32: Affordable Ownership Housing Gap, James City County  

Household 
Income  

Owner 
Households 

Total 
Units 
(Occupied 
+ Vacant 
for Sale) 

Surplus/ 
Deficit 
Units 

Units 
Occupied 
by 
Households 
within 
Income 
Limits     

% Units 
Occupied 
by 
Households 
above 
Income 
Limits     

Housing 
Gap 
(Owners 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units*) 

Housing 
Gap (% 
Owners 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units) 

                
<50% 
AMFI 
(Very 
Low) 1,228 1,435 207 414 70.3% 774 63.0%
<80% 
AMFI 
(Low) 2,662 5,140 2,478 1403 72.3% 1,174 44.1%
Source: U.S. Census 2000 CHAS and Center for Housing Research   
*Affordable housing units are defined as those costing less than 30% of household income. 

 
 
 
In James City County, about 12% of very low-income (incomes below 50% of AMFI) 
renters were elderly and a fifth of the very low-income owners were elderly. Elderly very 
low-income renters and their younger counterparts were comparable in that about three 
quarters of both groups fit the definition of having a housing problem (pay greater than 
30% of income for housing, are overcrowded with over 1.01 persons per room, and/or do 
not have complete bathroom or kitchen facilities). However, very low-income elderly 
owners had a slightly higher incidence of housing problems than did non-elderly owner 
households (74% compared to 69%). High housing cost is the dominant component that 
identifies a household as having a housing problem. The affordable housing gap forces 
low-income owners and renters to pay excessively high portions of their income for their 
housing. Often the very low-income renters are competing with higher income renters for 
the same unit. Although most homeowners have fixed payments for principal and 
interest, their property tax, utilities and insurance costs escalate over time and usually at a 
much greater rate than their income, especially for elderly homeowners. 
 
Based on this gap analysis, James City County would need subsidies for 1,049 very low-
income renters and 774 very low-income owners in order to overcome its affordable 
housing deficit for these income groups. The County is challenged by limited funding for 
the Low Income Housing Tax Credit program and a waiting list for Section 8 vouchers. 
While providing elderly tax credit apartment units for low and moderate income senior 
citizens would help reduce the deficit, it falls short of meeting the need of assistance 
especially since the non-elderly make up the majority of the very low-income renters.  
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City of Williamsburg, Affordability Gap 
 
Based strictly on the counts of renters and rental units as estimated by the 2000 CHAS 
data, the City of Williamsburg had a deficit of 269 rental units affordable to the 
extremely low-income renters (households with income less than 30% of the area median 
family income of $48,000 in 1999). However, to more accurately estimate the units 
available, the housing gap analysis takes into consideration higher-income households 
occupying housing units affordable to households in a lower income group. Higher-
income households occupied over 45% of the units affordable to the <30% AMFI renter 
households and occupied over half of affordable units for the very low-income 
households.  
 
Consequently, as seen in Table 33, when adjusting for higher income renters living in the 
units affordable to the < 30% AMFI households, a much greater housing gap emerged. 
We estimated that 348 renters or nearly 80% of renters in the extremely low-income 
category lacked affordable rental units as well as over two thirds of the very low-income 
renters. Low-income renters faired better with only 10% of renters earning less than 80% 
AMFI impacted by an affordable housing gap. Overall, about 41% of Williamsburg’s 
lowest income renters were forced to spend a larger portion of their income for housing 
than the less than 30% threshold indicated by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) as a nominal measure for housing affordability.  
 
The gap analysis for Williamsburg, however, needs to be viewed with reserve. Because 
college students account for about 18 to 24% of renters in Williamsburg, the percent 
renters lacking affordable units is probably exaggerated in this gap analysis. Student 
incomes are included in the CHAS data set which uses household income as a percent of 
Area Median Family income to determine income categories. Therefore it is likely that 
student renters were substantially represented in the low to extremely-low income 
household income categories (most likely the <30% AMFI category). Since student 
renters often have outside resources for paying rent, it can be argued that “true” low-
income renters were over-estimated in the CHAS data set.  
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Table 33: Affordable Rental Housing Gap, Williamsburg   

Household 
Income  

Renter 
House-
holds 

Total Units 
(Occupied 
+ Vacant 
for Rent) 

Surplus/
Deficit 
Units 

Units 
Occupied 
by 
House-
holds 
within 
Income 
Limits     

% Units 
Occupied 
by House-
holds 
above 
Income 
Limits     

Housing 
Gap 
(Renters 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units*) 

 Housing 
Gap (% 
Renters 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units) 

<30% 
AMFI 
(Extremely 
Low) 442 173 -269 90 46.7% 348 78.7%
<50% 
AMFI 
(Very 
Low) 701 516 -185 220 55.4% 458 65.3%
<80% 
AMFI 
(Low) 1,101 1861 760 935 48.3% 113 10.2%
Source: U.S. Census 2000 CHAS and Center for Housing Research   

*Affordable housing units are defined as those costing less than 30% of household income. 

 
 
Low-income homeowners in the City of Williamsburg were affected to greater extent by 
an affordable housing gap than were renters (see Table 34). [Note: The extremely low-
income owners and very low-income owners were collapsed into one category referred to 
as very low-income.] The very low-income owners (household income <50% AMFI) had 
a deficit of affordable units even before taking into account higher-income owners living 
in those units. However, after adjusting for higher-income owners who occupied about 
68% of the units affordable to this very low-income group, the deficit of affordable units 
grew to 98 affecting three fourths of very low-income owners. With two thirds of units 
affordable to the low-income owners occupied by higher income households, over 40% 
of owners with incomes <80% AMFI lacked affordable housing. Overall, half of 
Williamsburg’s lowest income owners were forced to spend more than 30% of their 
income for housing. 
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Table 34: Affordable Ownership Housing Gap, Williamsburg   

Household 
Income  

Owner 
Households 

Total 
Units 
(Occupied 
+ Vacant 
for Sale) 

Surplus/ 
Deficit 
Units 

Units 
Occupied 
by 
Households 
within 
Income 
Limits     

% Units 
Occupied 
by 
Households 
above 
Income 
Limits     

Housing 
Gap 
(Owners 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units*) 

Housing 
Gap (% 
Owners 
Lacking 
Affordable 
Units) 

                
<50% 
AMFI 
(Very 
Low) 132 104 -28 34 67.3% 98 74.2%
<80% 
AMFI 
(Low) 336 540 204 196 63.4% 136 40.5%
Source: U.S. Census 2000 CHAS and Center for Housing Research   

*Affordable housing units are defined as those costing less than 30% of household income. 

 
 
 
In Williamsburg, only 10% of very low-income (incomes below 50% of AMFI) renters 
were elderly while 80% of the very low-income owners were elderly. The non-elderly 
very low-income renters had far greater incidence of housing problems (defined as 
households who pay greater than 30% of income for housing, are overcrowded with over 
1.01 persons per room, and/or do not have complete bathroom or kitchen facilities) than 
elderly very low-income renters (87% of non-elderly compared to 57% of elderly very 
low-income renters).  Over half of the very low-income elderly owners had a housing 
problem. Of the 26 very low-income non-elderly owners reported in the CHAS 
tabulations, only 15% had a housing problem. High housing cost is the dominant 
component that identifies a household as having a housing problem. Student renters in 
Williamsburg most likely skew the incidence of housing problems among non-elderly 
renters. Regardless, the affordable housing gap forces low-income renters and owners to 
pay excessively high portions of their income for their housing. Often the very low-
income renters are competing with higher income renters, or in the case of  
Williamsburg, students with outside family support for the same unit. Although most 
homeowners have fixed payments for principal and interest, their property tax, utilities 
and insurance costs escalate over time and usually at a much greater rate than their 
income, especially for elderly homeowners. 
 
Based on this gap analysis, the City of Williamsburg would need subsidies for 806 very 
low-income renters and 234 very low-income owners in order to overcome its affordable 
housing deficit for these income groups. The impact of student renters makes finding 
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affordable rental units for local very low-income residents more challenging than in 
markets lacking student influence. There are currently 104 subsidized rental units in the 
City. The WRHA operates three subsidized apartment complexes on Mimosa Drive (14 
units), Highland Park (29 units) and New Hope Road (38 units). In addition, the WRHA 
operates the Blayton Building, a 38 unit elderly housing apartment complex on Scotland 
Street While the elderly are only a small portion of renters facing an affordability gap, 
providing additional elderly tax credit apartment units for low and moderate income 
senior citizens would help reduce the deficit. There is a potential to add 20 units of 
subsidized elderly housing on the Blayton Building property on Scotland Street. 
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EMPLOYMENT AND HOUSING 
 
Commuting Patterns 
 
James City County 

Commuting patterns reveal the interrelationship between jobs and homes. According to 
the 2000 Census, nearly half (9,337) of James City County’s 20,1529 total workers lived 
and worked in James City County while the remainder lived in a range of jurisdictions 
outside the county and commuted into work.  Table 28 contains the number of in-
commuters (workers who lived outside of James City County but commuted to a job 
located in James City County) and out-commuters (workers who lived inside James City 
County but commuted to a job located in another jurisdiction).  In 2000, James City 
County had more people commute out of the county for work (12,534 workers) than 
travel into the county for jobs (10,815 persons) creating a net loss of 1,719 workers. 
 
Table 35 lists the jurisdictions with the highest number of in-commuters (500 or more) to 
James City County. Nearly all of James City County’s in-commuters came from nearby 
jurisdictions.  Newport News had the largest number of in-commuters (32%) followed by 
York County (18%).    
 
Table 35 also lists jurisdictions with out-commuters from James City County (only shows 
jurisdictions associated with the top in-commuter jurisdictions but all the top out-
commuter jurisdictions are shown) along with the net number of commuters. In 2000, the 
City of Williamsburg was the destination for the largest number of out-commuters from 
James City County with 4,499 persons or over one third of out-commuters.  Additional 
out-commuters from James City County went to Newport News and York County for 
work (20% and 17%, respectively).  
 

Table 35: Commuting Into and Out of James City County, 2000 
                                  (Jurisdictions with 500 or more In-Commuters) 

Jurisdictions 
In 

Commuters
Out 

Commuters 
Net 

Commuters
Newport News, VA 3,496 2,536 960
York County, VA 1,954 2,097 -143
Hampton, VA 935 893 42
Gloucester, VA 923  100 823
Williamsburg, VA 823 4,499 -3,676

New Kent County, VA 517 65 452

Total- includes all jurisdictions with 
commuters 10,815 12,534 -1,719

Source: US Census 2000 and Center for Housing 
Research    

                                                 
9 Source: US Census special tabulation county-to-county worker flow file. Foreign jurisdictions were eliminated from 
the counts. 
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Map 1 shows the flow of commuters into and out of James City County in 2000.  The 
map makes clear two commuting patterns in James City County.  The first pattern is the 
exchange of workers that occurred in 2000 between James City County and York County, 
Newport News, and Hampton.  While the exchange of in and out-commuters was not 
equal, the economic interdependence between these jurisdictions in 2000 is clear.  The 
second pattern apparent from the map was the heavy out flow of workers from James 
City County to Williamsburg in 2000.  Of Williamsburg’s 13,738 total workers in 2000, 
in-commuters from James City County accounted for 33%. 
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Map 1: Commuting Flow Into and Out of James City County, VA, 2000  
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Williamsburg 

In 2000, Williamsburg had 13,73810 total workers, either persons living and working in the 
City or persons commuting in to take advantage of the many jobs available in the City.  The 
City of Williamsburg had more people commute in for work (11,526 workers) than people 
commute out to work (2,021) resulting in a net gain of 9,505 workers. 
  
Of the total workers, only 2,212 or 16% lived and worked in Williamsburg.  Nearly all (99%) 
in-commuters to Williamsburg traveled 20 miles or less to work. Table 36 lists the 
jurisdictions with the highest number of in-commuters (500 or more) to Williamsburg. 
Williamsburg received the largest number of workers from neighboring James City County 
(4,499 workers or 40% of all in-commuters) followed by Newport News (21%) and York 
County (15%).  
 
Williamsburg provided few out-commuters to neighboring jurisdictions. Table 36 also lists 
jurisdictions with out-commuters from Williamsburg (only shows jurisdictions associated 
with the top in-commuter jurisdictions but all the top out-commuter jurisdictions are shown) 
along with the net number of commuters. Only three jurisdictions received over 300 workers 
from Williamsburg. The largest number of out-commuters (823 or 41%) worked in James 
City County.   
 
                   
                  Table 36: Commuting Into and Out of Williamsburg, 2000 
                                  (Jurisdictions with 500 or more In-Commuters) 
 

Jurisdictions 
In 

Commuters
Out 

Commuters 
Net 

Commuters
James City County, VA 4,499 823 3,676
Newport News, VA 2,393 314 2,079
York County, VA 1,672 324 1,348
Hampton, VA 620 164 456
Gloucester County, VA 554 38 516

Total- includes all jurisdictions with 
commuters 11,526 2,021 9,505

Source: US Census 2000 and Center for Housing 
Research    

 
 
Map 2 shows the commuting flow in and out of Williamsburg in 2000.  The relatively small 
number of jurisdictions receiving in-commuters from Williamsburg or providing out-
commuting workers to the City was concentrated immediately surrounding Williamsburg 
continuing down the I-64 South corridor.   
 

                                                 
10 Source: US Census special tabulation county-to-county worker flow file. Foreign jurisdictions were eliminated from the 
counts. 
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The most notable pattern the map shows is the imbalance between in-commuters and out-
commuters.  The thick arrows pointing into Williamsburg from James City County, Newport 
News and York County emphasize the inflow of workers to the City from the neighboring 
jurisdictions.  There are several reasons for the larger inflow of workers to Williamsburg 
represented by this map. The City’s tourism industry creates many jobs and drives other 
factors that position Williamsburg as the economic leader in the region. However, 
Williamsburg’s high housing costs and tight rental market force workers to live outside the 
city and commute to work. The small geographic area of the City compared with the 
surrounding jurisdictions results in a proportionally much more limited supply of housing 
units and the creation of affordable housing opportunities.  It would not be possible for 
Williamsburg to house most or all of its workers with the City boundaries.   
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Map 2: Commuting Flow Into and Out of Williamsburg, VA, 2000 
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Employment 
 
Economic Indicators, Historical Triangle 
 
According to the Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) as of August 2007 there were 
65,247 civilian employees in the Historic Triangle (includes York County as well as James 
City County and the City of Williamsburg). As shown in Figure 9, employment has grown in 
all three areas since 2000 with the largest growth occurring in James City County (increased 
by 29% or an average annual increase of approximately 4.2%). The City of Williamsburg 
experienced only small growth in employment between 2000 and August 2007 (increased by 
7% or an average annual increase of approximately .9%). In comparison, employment in the 
state grew an average 1.8% a year between 2000 and 2007. Employment growth in the 
Historic Triangle area is part of a consistent trend. Employment in the area has been growing 
over the past ten years according to a 2007 report Assessing the Future Labor Market in the 
Greater Williamsburg Area prepared by Chmura Economics&Analytics (hereafter referred to 
as Chmura) for the Greater Williamsburg Chamber & Tourism Alliance.  
 

 
Source: Virginia Employment Commission   
 
Employment growth is expected to continue in the Historic Triangle area. Based on a survey 
of businesses conducted by Chmura, there is an anticipated growth of 3.1% in existing 
businesses in the area over the next 10 years equating to 20,000 additional jobs. New 
developments will add another 27,000 jobs. The result is an anticipated doubling of the 
workforce in the next ten years. While employment in the triangle area is heavily dependent 
upon the hospitality or tourism industry, the Chmura report states that there is a shift toward 
more services and transportation and warehousing jobs. According to the Chmura report, the 
percentage of employment from the hospitality sector decreased by 4% over the past decade 
(from 31% of total employment to 28% of total employment). This trend has significant 
implications since service jobs are more permanent and pay better wages than do jobs in the 
hospitality industry. 
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Growth in jobs is generally accompanied by low unemployment. The unemployment rate is a 
vital indicator of the economic health of an area. As of August 2007, the unemployment rate 
for the Historical Triangle area was 2.7% down from 3.4% in 2002. In comparison the 
unemployment rate for Virginia was 3.1% in August 2007, down from 4.2% in 2002. The 
relatively low unemployment rate of the Historical Triangle area shows that its economy is 
strong. For the most part, residents who want jobs are working even though those jobs may 
be low wage positions.  
 
James City County had the lowest unemployment rate (2.4%) of the three jurisdictions as of 
August 2007 and York County was a close second with an unemployment rate of 2.5%. 
James City County’s unemployment rate has been remarkably stable since the mid-1990s 
ranging from a low of 1.9% in 1999 to a high of 3.2% in 2002. Since 2002, the 
unemployment rate in James City County has dropped slowly, but steadily to its current rate.  
 
Williamsburg was the outlier with an unemployment rate of 5.6% in August 2007, much 
higher than that of its surrounding jurisdictions and the state. Williamsburg unemployment 
rates are generally higher due to the dominance of the hospitality sector, an industry known 
for part time jobs and high turnover. The August unemployment rate in Williamsburg was 
lower than the annual unemployment rate (5.8% in 2006) as were the rates in the months of 
the first quarter of the year due to greater demand or need for workers on the part of 
employers during the summer months. 
 
Employers 
 
With the focus of this report James City County and the City of Williamsburg, we looked at 
the largest employers in these two jurisdictions. It is important to note, however, that York 
County is very similar to James City County in its composition of employers with a large 
number from the government and retail trade industries. Jurisdictions such as Newport News 
to the east of James City County and Williamsburg have substantial numbers of employers 
from the manufacturing sector, a rather weak industry component in both James City County 
and Williamsburg. The manufacturing industry traditionally offers better wages than the 
government, education, retail trade, and accommodation and food services industries that 
dominate in James City County and Williamsburg. 
 
The top employers of an area, as measured by the number of employees, significantly impact 
the region’s economy. The types of positions these employers offer and the pay associated 
with those positions largely determines the level of household spending and housing 
consumption of their employees. According to the VEC there were seven employers in James 
City County as of the 4th Quarter 2006 with 500 or more employees (Table 37). The largest 
employer and the only employer with over one thousand employees was the Williamsburg 
James City County School Board. The School Board provides a workplace that is stable and 
offers a variety of jobs. However, as an educational industry, wages are moderate to low. 
Three of the seven largest employers cater to hospitality and tourism (Water Country USA, 
Busch Properties, and Anheuser Busch, Inc.). A large number of their employees are 
seasonal or part time workers. Consequently wages are generally low and turnover rates are 
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high. Noticeably missing from the top seven employer list is a manufacturer and the 
associated relatively high wages. 
 
       
Table 37: Employers in James City County with Over 500 Employees in 2006 (4th Quarter) 

Williamsburg James City County School Board 

Eastern State Hospital 

Water Country USA 

County of James City 

Busch Properties 

Anheuser Busch, Inc. 

Wal Mart 

Source: VEC 

 
According to the VEC there were five* employers in the City of Williamsburg as of the 4th 
Quarter 2006 with 500 or more employees (Table 38). Three, the College of William and 
Mary, Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, and Colonial Williamsburg Hotel had over one 
thousand employees. Sentara Healthcare and Aramark Campus, which provides food service 
to the College, both employed over 500 people. The largest employer, the College of William 
and Mary provides a variety of jobs with a broadly ranging pay scale. However, it is a state 
institution with most positions in the moderate to low paying range. Two of the largest 
employers (Colonial Williamsburg Hotel and Aramark) fall within the accommodation and 
food services industry sector which typically is marked by seasonal fluctuation in 
employment, part time positions, high turnover, and low compensation rates.  
 
 
Table 38: Employers in Williamsburg with Over 500 Employees in 2006 (4th Quarter) 

College of William and Mary 

Colonial Williamsburg Foundation 

Colonial Williamsburg Hotel 

Sentara Healthcare* 

Aramark Campus 

Source: VEC 
*Sentara Healthcare has since moved to a new location in York County 

 

As the top employer in Williamsburg, the College of William and Mary provided over 3,240 
full and part time jobs in 2006 and over 60% of those jobs were full time.  In addition, 18% 
of these jobs were full-time instructional positions likely garnering higher salaries than full-
time staff positions.  
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Wages 
 
The 2006 average weekly wage in James City County was $607 according to the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (BLS). The 2006 average 
weekly wage in the City of Williamsburg was $583. The average weekly wage would be 
equivalent to an annual average wage of $31,569 a year in James City County and $30,318 a 
year in Williamsburg. In comparison, the annual average wage for the state was $44,051 in 
2006. While the state experienced a 4.2% increase in wages from 2005 to 2006, the annual 
average wage in James City County increased by 6.1% over the same time period. 
Williamsburg, however, did not keep pace with the state or James City County. The annual 
average wage in Williamsburg increased 2.3% from 2005 to 2006. 
 
Based on the affordability threshold of less than 30% of household income, a single-earner 
household in James City County would be able to afford housing expenses of about $789 per 
month and a single-earner household in Williamsburg would be able to afford housing 
expenses of about $758. Using the estimated $1,077 average rent derived from our research 
of two-bedroom rental properties available in September 2007 for the James City 
County/Williamsburg area (described in detail in the section Rental Housing), there is a 
mismatch between rental costs and wages for the average worker with no additional income.  
 
A single-earner making the average wage without an additional income source would have a 
difficult time becoming a first-time homeowner. An annual wage in 2006 of $31,569 in 
James City County or $30,318 in Williamsburg would support a mortgage payment of $581 
and $568 respectively plus approximately $208 in James City County and $190 in 
Williamsburg for additional monthly homeowner costs including mortgage insurance, taxes, 
and homeowner insurance (according to the calculations used to determine affordability for 
workforce occupations described in detail in the section Workforce Housing). For a James 
City County worker this translates into being able to afford a house costing $91,524 and for a 
City of Williamsburg worker, a house costing $89,502. 
 
Interdependence of Employment, Wages, and Housing 
 
There are many factors that drive the decision of where to live and where to work. Income, 
for most households, is dependent on salary and wages from employment. Since a 
household’s income dictates what type of housing they can afford, cost of housing is a key 
factor in where that household lives. If the cost of housing in a community is too high for the 
types of jobs available, then residents are forced to commute out to jobs with better pay or 
must move to an area where housing is more affordable and commute in. More than ever, the 
cost of commuting for individuals and communities is significant, involving time and money 
not to mention the impact on the environment both from fuel consumption and emission of 
greenhouse gases. In addition, attracting new residents to a community is extremely difficult 
when the available jobs do not support the cost of housing. Most communities hope to offer 
their residents good choices for housing and at the same type offer good choices for 
employment.   
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James City County is well-balanced in regard to where its workers live. About half of those 
working in James City County lived there with the other half commuting in according to the 
2000 Census. At the same time, roughly the same number of James City County residents 
commuted out to work in other jurisdictions as the number of workers who commuted in (see 
Commuting Pattern section). Williamsburg, in contrast, has many more jobs than can be 
filled by local residents. In 2000, there were about the same number of workers who both 
lived and worked in Williamsburg as workers who commuted out to other areas. But to 
supply the need for workers, about 84% of jobs in Williamsburg were filled by commuters 
from other jurisdictions. Both James City County and Williamsburg have enough jobs. But 
can the types available jobs support and sustain healthy growth and development and can 
workers most vital to the safety community, such as police and fire personnel, afford to live 
in the community in which they work? 
 
Based on number of units, the supply of housing in both James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg is keeping up with the increase in the number of workers. According to the 
VEC, between 2000 and 2006, the number of jobs across all industries in James City County 
increased by 5,873 and the number of jobs across all industries in Williamsburg increased by 
157 (see Table 39). The number housing units reported in excess of those needed based on 
job growth between 2000 and 2006 as presented in Table 39 are based in part on assumptions 
and estimates and should viewed with caution.11 
 

Table 39: Jobs-Housing Balance in James City County and Williamsburg 
 

  
James City County 

 2000-2006 
Williamsburg  
2000-2006 

Increase in jobs 2000-2006 
  

5,873 157 
Increase in housing units needed based on 
ratio = 1.16 workers/household in 2006 in 
James City County and 1.06 
workers/household in 2006 in Williamsburg 
(job increase/ratio) 

  
5,067 148 

Increase in housing units 2000-2006 
  

6,177 718 
Housing units in excess of those needed 
based on job growth 

  
1,110 570 

Source: U.S. Census, VEC, and Center for Housing Research 

 

                                                 
11 We used the VEC employed workers (not seasonally adjusted) as the jobs variable in our calculation. No data 
or estimates for number of households were available at the county level for 2006. We assumed that the 
household to housing unit ratio in 2006 would be consistent with the household to housing unit ratio in 2000.  
We used the decennial Census to get the number of households and housing units in 2000. We calculated the 
2000 household to housing unit ratio and multiplied it by the number of estimated housing units in 2006 
(obtained from the US Census Population Estimate website) to estimate the number of households in 2006. We 
calculated a ratio of workers in 2006 to households in 2006. We divided the 2000-2006 difference in jobs by the 
2006 worker to household ratio to estimate the number of housing units needed based on job growth. We 
subtracted the housing units needed based on jobs from the 2000-2006 difference in housing units to get the 
deficit or surplus of housing units beyond those needed based on job growth. 
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Given the average number of workers per household in James City County (2006 ratio of 
workers to households was 1.16) a gain of 5,873 jobs equated to an increase in housing 
demand of 5,067 units. In other words, for every 1.16 jobs gained in James City County 
between 2000 and 2006, there was an associated increase of one household in need of a 
housing unit. From 2000 to 2006, the supply of housing units increased (net) by 6,177 units. 
Therefore the increase in housing units was sufficient to meet housing demand based on job 
growth with an excess of 1,110 housing units.  
 
Based on a 1.06 average number of workers per household in Williamsburg in 2006, a gain 
of 157 jobs equated to an increase in housing demand of 148 units. In other words, for every 
1.06 jobs gained in Williamsburg between 2000 and 2006, there was an associated increase 
of one household in need of a housing unit. From 2000 to 2006, the supply of housing units 
increased (net) by 718 units resulting in 570 housing units exceeding those needed to meet 
job growth.  
 
While in both James City County and the City of Williamsburg gross housing production 
kept up with housing demand based on job creation between 2000 and 2006, newly 
constructed homes are expensive to produce and purchase. As can be seen in Table 40, a 
predominance of jobs in the MSA (wage data for specific occupations are not available at the 
jurisdiction level) provided wages that supported only modest housing. Only two of the top 
twenty occupations (based on number of workers in 2006) in the MSA had average earnings 
above $50,000 (a bench mark chosen by the research team based on recent housing prices 
and the incomes needed to afford them). The top seven occupations earned less than $25,000 
per year. As a result, much of the workforce in the metropolitan area job market faces 
housing affordability challenges especially in the homeownership market.  
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Table 40: Top 20 Occupations, 2003-2006 (ranked by number of 2006 workers in the Virginia 
Beach MSA)  
        Workers      % 2006 Annual 

Occupation Title 2003 2006 Change Average Wage 

1.Retail Salespersons 25,570 27,590 7.5% $22,450
2.Office Clerks, General 19,070 25,320 25.3% $24,970
3.Cashiers 18,990 24,310 18.7% $16,010

4.Combined Food Preparation and Serving 
Workers, Including Fast Food 15,330 18,740 11.0% $15,880
5. Waiters and Waitresses 11,850 15,040 13.8% $16,230
6. Laborers and freight, stock, and material 
movers 12,570 13,710 10.8% $21,410

7.Janitors and Cleaners, Except Maids and 
Housekeeping Cleaners 10,820 12,100 13.5% $18,500

8. Registered nurses 10,410 11,840 10.8% $54,020
9 Customer service representatives  12,130 10,810 -14.8% $27,960

10. Stock clerks and order fillers 9,250 10,350 4.9% $21,680
11. Bookkeeping, accounting, and auditing 
clerks 8,380 9,640 0.6% $30,750
12. Elementary school teachers, except 
special education 7,930 8,500 6.9% $49,310
13. Sales representatives, wholesale and 
manufacturing, except technical and 
scientific products 6,320 7,910 26.4% $55,930
14. Maintenance and repair workers, 
general 6,320 7,370 8.9% $31,690

15. Maids and housekeeping cleaners 6,450 6,730 15.0% $16,430
16. Nursing aides, orderlies, and attendants 7,460 6,620 -12.7% $20,110

17. First-line supervisors/managers of retail 
sales workers 7,120 6,620 -12.6% $40,380
18. Teacher Assistants 5,970 6,600 9.1% $20,910

19. Truck drivers, light or delivery services 6,120 6,330 20.3% $22,860
20. First-line supervisors/managers of office 
and administrative support workers 7,620 6,100 -16.4% $45,880
 
*Bold for jobs paying more than 50k/year 
Source: US Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor 
Statistics (May 2003 and May 2006) and Center 
for Housing Research 
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In contrast to the MSA employment and wage data for individual occupations presented in 
Table 40, Table 41 and Table 42 show the 2006 employment and wage averages by broadly 
defined industry sectors for James City County and the City of Williamsburg. The numbers 
reported in these tables are averages and include seasonal employment. For comparison 
purposes, the tables show average employment for 2003 and the percent change in average 
employment between 2003 and 2006. The tables are sorted by percent change in average 
employment from 2003 to 2006. The industry sector that experienced the greatest growth 
between 2003 and 2006 is shown first and the industry sector that experienced the greatest 
decline is last.  
 
Table 41 shows that in James City County, Trade, Transportation and Utilities (includes 
retail sales) was the industry sector with the largest growth in average employment (over 
25%) between 2003 and 2006. Professional and Business Services was a close second with 
24% growth. The Service-Providing Domain was by far the largest employment sector with 
and average of 21,009 workers in 2006 and grew 13% between 2003 and 2006. The Leisure 
and Hospitality sector was the next largest employment sector and with 11% growth between 
2003 and 2006, lagging slightly behind the Service-Providing Domain. The Construction 
sector in James City County lost ground between 2003 and 2006 with a 13% decline in 
average employment.  
 
The number one growing industry sector, Trade, Transportation and Utilities, had an average 
annual wage of $25,272 in 2006 and of the top five growing industry sectors, only the 
Professional and Business Services sector had an average annual wage above $30,000. In 
James City County, the more stable industries (those with the little growth) and the industries 
showing a decline, with the exception of the Other Services sector, all had relatively high 
average annual wages. 
  
Table 41: Employment and Wages by Industry Sector, James City County 

Industry* 
Average 

Employment 
2003 

Average 
Employment 

2006 

Percent 
Change 

2003-
2006 

Average 
Annual 

Wage 2006 
  

Trade, Transportation and Utilities 3,961 4,980 25.7% $25,272  
Professional and Business Services 2,055 2,546 23.9% $42,328  
Information 220 259 17.7% $27,040  
Service-Providing Domain 18,586 21,009 13.0% $28,496  
Leisure and Hospitality 5,731 6,370 11.1% $16,640  
Public Administration 703 759 8.0% $39,572  
Education and Health Services 4,001 4,294 7.3% $35,828  
Financial Activities 1,356 1,455 7.3% $40,924  
Manufacturing 1,847 1,868 1.1% $59,436  
Goods-Producing Domain 4,024 3,773 -6.2% $48,412  
Construction 2,136 1,859 -13.0% $38,220  
Other Services 560 347 -38.0% $25,168  
 
*We excluded Natural Resources and Mining due to small numbers. 
Source: VEC; 2006 Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (seasonally adjusted) 
 and Center for Housing Research  
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Table 42 shows that in the City of Williamsburg, Public Administration was the industry 
sector with the largest growth in average employment (nearly 20%) between 2003 and 2006. 
The Professional and Business Services sector was second with 9% growth. All other 
industry sectors in Williamsburg experienced a decline in average employment between 2003 
and 2006 with the Financial Activities sector showing the greatest decline (over 25%).  The 
Leisure and Hospitality sector was second in declining average employment with a 13% loss. 
Employment in the Service-Providing Domain, by far the largest employment sector in 2006 
with an average of 16,246 workers, declined 8% between 2003 and 2006. The numbers in 
Table 42 were established prior Sentara Healthcare’s move to Yorktown in late 2006, so the 
decline in the Education and Health sector would now be greater.  Based on seasonally 
adjusted average employment numbers, overall employment in Williamsburg declined 
between 2003 and 2006 by about 8% (all industry average employment in 2006 was 16,633 
whereas in 2003 it was 18,119). However, as shown in Figure 9, not seasonally adjusted 
employment increased in Williamsburg between 2000 and 2007.  
 
Unlike James City County, the top growing industry sector in Williamsburg, Public 
Administration, had one of the highest average annual wages in 2006 as did the only other 
growing industry sector, Professional and Business Services ($42,848 and $42,380 
respectively). Of the three sectors with less than 5% decline in employment between 2003 
and 2006, all had an average annual wage above $40,000. In Williamsburg, the lowest 
average annual wages tended to be associated with the industry sectors showing the most 
decline with the exception of the Financial Activities sector. 
 
 
 
Table 42: Employment and Wages by Industry Sector, Williamsburg 

Industry* 
Average 

Employment 
2003 

Average 
Employment 

2006 

Percent 
Change 

2003-
2006 

Average 
Annual 
Wage 
2006   

Public Administration 302 360 19.2% $42,848  
Professional and Business 
Services 1,186 1,298 9.4% $42,380  
Construction 369 365 -1.1% $43,888  
Goods-Producing Domain 401 387 -3.5% $42,432  
Education and Health Services 4,379 4,186 -4.4% $43,004  
Trade, Transportation and 
Utilities 2,982 2,783 -6.7% $23,036  
Service-Providing Domain 17,717 16,246 -8.3% $30,004  
Other Services 392 353 -9.9% $22,568  
Leisure and Hospitality 7,611 6,652 -12.6% $20,384  
Financial Activities 702 522 -25.6% $49,140  
 
*We excluded Natural Resources and Mining, Manufacturing, and Information due to small numbers. 
Source: VEC; 2006 Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (seasonally adjusted) and Center for Housing 
Research  
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The pattern of growth in average employment for James City County is fairly closely aligned 
with the Chmura report’s assessment of the combined three jurisdictions comprising the 
Historic Triangle. This is not surprising since James City County and Yorktown share many 
similarities and together account for a sizeable portion of the Chmura’s study area. The 
decline in average employment in the construction sector in James City County as shown in 
Table 41 likely is a reflection of the low interest rates in 2003 that fueled the construction 
industry but cooled once interest rates began to rise. As described in the Chmura report, 
current and upcoming development projects in James City County will contribute to a 
healthy construction sector in James City County. In addition to a strengthening construction 
industry, sectors related to technology and professional services are expected to grow in the 
Historic Triangle area while hospitality and leisure sectors are expected to continue to 
account for a smaller portion of the area’s employment. A shift toward less seasonal industry 
sectors should help increase wages in the area even though the average wages in the growth 
industries are still relatively low. 
 
When examined apart from the overall area that also includes James City County and York 
County, the uniqueness of Williamsburg stands out. It is geographically much smaller than 
its two counterparts and therefore has fewer development opportunities.  This, coupled with 
the decline in the hospitality industry in the early 2000s, and high economic growth in the 
surrounding counties, has resulted in employment in the City that is either minimally 
growing or declining. Williamsburg’s seasonally adjusted average employment growth 
declined between 2003 and 2006, a pattern which can be expected to continue until the 
hospitality sector and less variable industry sectors are more in balance. Although 
Williamsburg’s largest business, the College of William and Mary, provides very stable 
employment, the City’s employment base is otherwise heavily dependent upon the hospitality 
and tourism sectors that are marked by substantial seasonal variation.  While James City 
County is also affected by seasonal impacts of employment, Williamsburg’s size make it 
especially vulnerable.  As reported in the Chmura report, the economy of the Williamsburg 
area is in transition and diversifying from the hospitality industry that has been dominate in 
the past. As shown in Table 42, growth in higher income occupation sectors are getting a 
stronger hold in Williamsburg where the two growing industry sectors had respectable 
average annual wages. This trend should bring the annual average wage for Williamsburg 
closer to that of the state and more in line with the cost of housing in the area. 
 
Workforce Housing 
 
To examine housing affordability in the James City County/Williamsburg area for people 
with low- to modest-wage jobs, we estimated the number of affordable owner units (based on 
2005/2006 pooled data) and renter units for people in five occupations representing a mixture 
of growing metropolitan jobs, locally significant jobs, and critical public service jobs.   
 

- Landscaping and groundskeeping workers 
- Retail Sales Workers 
- Police Officers and Firefighters 
- Elementary School Teachers 
- Registered Nurses 
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We created a table to summarize housing affordability for both the ownership and rental 
markets for each of these occupations. The following provides a description for the terms and 
methodology used in these tables. 

 
 Individual annual wage represents the published May 2006 Bureau of Labor Statistics 

MSA mean annual wage for a particular occupation. The number of workers in the 
various occupations was also based on metro level data published by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics.   

 The median annual household income per wage is the median household income for 
households with at least one member of the household working in a particular 
occupation. Using the 2006 Census PUMS or microdata, we calculated the median 
ratio of household income per individual wage (Median HHI/W) for each occupation 
by dividing the total household income with at least one person working in the 
occupation by the income of a single earner in the occupation and calculating the 
median based on all workers in that occupation. [Note: the PUMA includes the 
jurisdictions of York County, Gloucester County, Mathews County, and the City of 
Poquoson in addition to James City County and the City of Williamsburg.] For each 
occupation, we multiplied the Median HHI/W by the mean annual wage reported by 
the BLS to estimate the median household income per wage.  

 We calculated the affordable maximum home purchase price (max. price) for each 
occupation using the individual mean average wage (assumes only one worker in the 
household in that occupation and no additional income) and median household 
income per wage (assumes at least one worker in the household in that occupation but 
takes into consideration the income of other household workers and other sources of 
income) in conjunction with a 30% of income affordability threshold and other cost 
factors of ownership. The other cost factors were mortgage rate, homeowner 
insurance, mortgage insurance, and local property taxes. We assumed a mortgage rate 
of 6.53% based on HSH Associates’ 2006 national average for 30-year loans, we 
applied a set homeowner insurance rate of $70 per month (this is the national average 
cost in 2006 as determined by the Insurance Information Institute), we assumed $80 
per month for mortgage insurance (the estimated national monthly average by the 
Mortgage Insurance Companies of America), and we applied the 2006 tax rate (in the 
case of James City County, .77  and in the case of the City of Williamsburg, .54). As 
a separate analysis, we recalculated the affordable maximum home purchase price for 
each occupation introducing an estimated $65 monthly cost for homeowner 
association dues in James City County (we did not do a recalculation for 
Williamsburg) as an additional cost factor. We also calculated the affordable 
maximum monthly gross rent (max. rent) for each occupation using a 30% of income 
threshold. 

 We estimated the number of owner units affordable to those in our example 
occupations. We used the total number of single-family and multi-family residential 
housing units sold between 2005 and 2006 (combined total of detached and attached) 
in James City County and again for the City of Williamsburg based on the sales price 
from real estate tax assessment records of each jurisdiction. In James City County the 
assessment records included some properties under construction with low sales prices 
not reflecting the completed sales price. To reduce the effect of unrealistic 2005 sales 
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prices for properties under construction, we eliminated any units built in 2004 or 2005 
(and a few with year built recorded as 2006 or 2007). For units sold in 2006, we 
eliminated any units built in 2005 or 2006 (and a few with year built recorded as 
2007).  For Williamsburg, we only eliminated a few properties. For units sold in 
2005, we eliminated any units with year built recorded as 2006 or 2007. For units 
sold in 2006, we eliminated any units with year built recorded as 2007. For both 
jurisdictions, eliminating these properties should have minimally affected the 
resulting number of units we estimated as affordable. Units constructed in 2004 or 
more recently would have sales prices in the higher range, above the affordability 
thresholds for the occupations used in this study and not counted anyway. If any 
under-construction property was counted because its sales price fell below the 
affordability threshold of an occupation, that property would contribute to an 
overstatement of the number of affordable units available to workers in that 
occupation. Also contributing to a possible overstatement of the number of affordable 
units actually available, affordable units are in the competitive market and equally 
available to those with higher incomes.  

 We estimated the number of rental units affordable to those in our example 
occupations. We recorded the number of 2-bedroom units available for rent in 
September 2007 and the average monthly rent for those units by calling as many 
apartment complexes that we could identify in the James City County/Williamsburg 
area. We added the number of two bedroom units (and recorded the monthly rent) 
advertised as available on September 8, 2007 in the weekend real estate classified 
section of The Virginia Gazette. [For a full description of the methodology, see the 
section on Rental Housing.] Unlike the estimated number of affordable owner units, 
the number of affordable rental units was likely understated rather than overstated. 
We limited our search to 2-bedroom units, and while we attempted to identify as 
many available rental units as possible, some were likely missed. 

 
Landscaping and Groundskeeping Workers 
 
In 2006, there were 5,630 landscaping and groundskeeping workers in the Virginia Beach 
metropolitan area earning an annual individual average wage of $21,930.  
Since no reliable wage data were available at the jurisdiction level, we assumed landscaping 
and groundskeeping workers looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or James City County 
had an annual individual wage of $21,930. Based on this individual wage, we used Census 
microdata to calculate an estimated annual median household income for households with at 
least one landscaping or groundskeeping worker. We assumed landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or James City County had 
annual household income of $56,724. 
 
Column 1 of Table 43 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a landscaper or 
groundskeeper with no other means of income other than their annual individual wage of 
$21,930 could afford to pay a maximum of $58,630 to buy a house in Williamsburg or a 
maximum monthly rent payment of $548. In addition, column 1 shows that there were no 
affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real estate assessment 
records of the number of single-family and multi-family residential units sold at a price equal 
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or below the maximum price determined as affordable). We estimated that landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers could not afford any available advertised market rate 2-bedroom 
rental units.  
 
Column 2 of Table 43 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in Williamsburg. Most households with at 
least one person working as a landscaper or groundskeeper had more than one source of 
income. Based on a 2.59 ratio of household income to individual wage for landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers (calculated using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we 
estimated an annual median household income of $56,724 in 2006 for this occupation group.  
Column 2 shows what households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for 
rent along with the number of affordable units for sale or rent in Williamsburg. Based on the 
estimated annual median household income for a household with at least one person working 
as a landscaper or groundskeeper, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $186,689 and 
a maximum rent payment of $1,418. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales 
records, there were 112 residential units in Williamsburg that households with at least one 
landscaping or groundskeeping worker could afford. We estimated that there were 40 
affordable advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in the City of Williamsburg.  
 
Column 3 of Table 43 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a landscaper or 
groundskeeper with no other means of income could afford to pay a maximum of $57,021 to 
buy a house in James City County or a maximum monthly rent payment of $548. In addition, 
column 3 shows that there were 13 affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 
and 2006 real estate assessment records of the number of single-family and multi-family 
residential units sold at a price equal or below the maximum price determined as affordable). 
Column 3 shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City 
County adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in 
the County. The maximum purchase price after adding the extra monthly cost was $47,714 
and the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 12. We estimated 
that landscaping and groundskeeping workers could not afford any available advertised 
market rate 2-bedroom rental units.  
 
Column 4 of Table 43 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in James City County. Most households with 
at least one person working as a landscaper or groundskeeper had additional sources of 
income. Based on a 2.59 ratio of household income to individual wage for landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers (calculated using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we 
estimated an annual median household income of $56,724 for this occupation group.  
Column 4 shows what households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for 
rent along with the number of affordable units for sale or rent in James City County. Based 
on the estimated annual median household income for a household with at least one person 
working as a landscaper or groundskeeper, we calculated a maximum purchase price of 
$181,565 and a maximum rent payment of $1,418. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax 
assessment sales records, there were 183 residential units in James City County that 
households with at least one landscaping or groundskeeping worker could afford. Column 3 
shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City County 
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adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in the 
County. The maximum purchase price for household with at least one landscaper or 
groundskeeper after adding the extra monthly cost was $172,259 and the number of 
affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 145. We estimated there were 40 
affordable advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in James City County.  
 

Table 43: Affordable Housing for Landscaping and Groundskeeping Workers 

 Afford in Williamsburg City Afford in James City County
Individual 

Wage  
(Average 

Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Individual 
Wage  

(Average 
Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Area Income*  $21,930  $56,724  $21,930   $56,724 
Home Ownership  

Maximum Price  
(no homeowner association dues)* $58,630 $186,689 $57,021  $181,565 

 Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units   
sold 2005/06 under max.) 0 112  13 183
  
Maximum Price  
(with homeowner association dues 
of $65 per month)* $47,714 $172,259
Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 12 145
  
Rental  
       Area Maximum Affordable Rent 
                             (30% of Income)* $548 $1,418

 
$548 $1,418

 

Est. Number of Affordable Units  
(Units available for rent September 
2007 under max.)  0 40

 
 
 

0 40
Source: Center for Housing Research and other sources as documented in methodology write-up. 
 
*Income and rent are based on the average mean wage for the MSA and are not adjusted for the individual jurisdiction. 
The maximum price is different for Williamsburg and James City County only because of the difference in property tax. 
James City County has two affordability estimates, one does not include a monthly fee for homeowner dues and the 
second includes a $65 estimated cost for homeowner dues. 
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Retail Sales 
 
In 2006, retail sales jobs accounted for about 27,590 workers at the metro level earning an 
annual individual average wage of $22,450. Since no reliable wage data were available at the 
jurisdiction level, we assumed retail sales workers looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or 
James City County had an annual individual wage of $22,450. Based on this individual wage, 
we used Census microdata to calculate an estimated annual median household income for 
households with at least one retail sales worker. We assumed retail sales workers looking to 
buy or rent in Williamsburg or James City County had annual household income of $41,521. 
 
Column 1 of Table 44 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a retail sales worker with 
no other means of income other than their annual individual wage of $22,450 could afford to 
pay a maximum of $60,544 to buy a house in Williamsburg or a maximum monthly rent 
payment of $561. In addition, column 1 shows that there were no affordable units for sale in 
2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real estate assessment records of the number of 
single-family and multi-family residential units sold at a price equal or below the maximum 
price determined as affordable). We estimated that retail sales workers could afford only one 
of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units.  
 
Column 2 of Table 44 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in Williamsburg. Most households with at 
least one person working as a retail sales worker had more than one source of income. Based 
on a 1.85 ratio of household income to individual wage for retail sales workers (calculated 
using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual median 
household income of $41,521 in 2006 for this occupation group.  Column 2 shows what 
households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the 
number of affordable units for sale or rent in Williamsburg. Based on the estimated annual 
median household income for a household with at least one person working as a retail sales 
worker, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $130,735 and a maximum rent payment 
of $1,038. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, there were 44 
residential units in Williamsburg that households with at least one retail sales worker could 
afford. We estimated that there were 33 affordable advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental 
units in the City of Williamsburg.  
 
Column 3 of Table 44 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a retail sales worker with 
no other means of income could afford to pay a maximum of $58,882 to buy a house in 
James City County or a maximum monthly rent payment of $561. In addition, column 3 
shows that there were 14 affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 
real estate assessment records of the number of single-family and multi-family residential 
units sold at a price equal or below the maximum price determined as affordable). Column 3 
shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City County 
adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in the 
County. The maximum purchase price after adding the extra monthly cost was $49,576 and 
the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 12. We estimated that 
retail sales workers could afford only one of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom 
rental units. 
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Column 4 of Table 44 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in James City County. Most households with 
at least one person working as a retail sales worker had additional sources of income. Based 
on a 1.85 ratio of household income to individual wage for retail sales workers (calculated 
using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual median 
household income of $41,521 for this occupation group.  Column 4 shows what households 
in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the number of 
affordable units for sale or rent in James City County. Based on the estimated annual median 
household income for a household with at least one person working as a retail sales worker, 
we calculated a maximum purchase price of $127,147 and a maximum rent payment of 
$1,038. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, there were 66 
residential units in James City County that households with at least one retail sales worker 
could afford. Column 3 shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for 
James City County adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common 
expense in the County. The maximum purchase price for household with at least one retail 
sales worker after adding the extra monthly cost was $117,841 and the number of affordable 
units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 51. We estimated that there were 33 affordable 
advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in James City County.  
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Table 44: Affordable Housing for Retail Sales Workers 

 Afford in Williamsburg City Afford in James City County
Individual 

Wage  
(Average 

Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Individual 
Wage  

(Average 
Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Area Income* $22,450 $41,521 $22,450 $41,521
Home Ownership  
Maximum Price  
(no homeowner association dues)*  $60,544  $130,735 $58,882  $127,147 

 Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 0 44  14 66
  
Maximum Price  
(with homeowner association dues 
of $65 per month)* $49,576 $117,841
Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 12 51
  
Rental  
       Area Maximum Affordable Rent 
                             (30% of Income)* $561 $1,038

 
$561 $1,038

 

Est. Number of Affordable Units  
(Units available for rent September 
2007 under max.)  1 33

 
 
 

1 33
Source: Center for Housing Research and other sources as documented in methodology write-up. 
 
*Income and rent are based on the average mean wage for the MSA and are not adjusted for the individual jurisdiction. 
The maximum price is different for Williamsburg and James City County only because of the difference in property tax. 
James City County has two affordability estimates, one does not include a monthly fee for homeowner dues and the 
second includes a $65 estimated cost for homeowner dues. 
 

Police Officers and Firefighters 
 
Police officers and firefighters are critical components of any community and are 
representative of the importance of an adequate supply of workforce housing.  In 2006, 
police officers accounted for about 3,960 workers and firefighters accounted for about 2,610 
workers at the metro level earning an annual individual average wage respectively of $42,710 
and $39,770. For the purposes of this study, we examined police officers and firefighters 
together as one combined public safety occupation category. We averaged the annual 
individual average wage amounts for police officers and firefighters to get a combined 
annual individual average wage of $41,240. Although wages were available at the local level 
for these occupations, they were fairly consistent with the metro data. For consistency (with 
the other occupations), we used the metro data and assumed police officers and firefighters 
looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or James City County had an annual individual wage 
of $41,240. Based on this individual wage, we used Census microdata to calculate an 
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estimated annual median household income for households with at least one police officer or 
firefighter. We assumed police officers for firefighters looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg 
or James City County had annual household income of $82,480. 
 
Column 1 of Table 45 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a police officer or 
firefighter with no other means of income other than their annual individual wage of $41,240 
could afford to pay a maximum of $129,700 to buy a house in Williamsburg or a maximum 
monthly rent payment of $1,031. In addition, column 1 shows that there were 42 affordable 
units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real estate assessment records of the 
number of single-family and multi-family residential units sold at a price equal or below the 
maximum price determined as affordable). We estimated that police officers or firefighters 
could afford 33 of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units.  
 
Column 2 of Table 45 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in Williamsburg. Most households with at 
least one person working as a police officer or firefighter had more than one source of 
income. Based on a 2.00 ratio of household income to individual wage for police officer or 
firefighters (calculated using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an 
annual median household income of $82,840 in 2006 for this occupation group.  Column 2 
shows what households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along 
with the number of affordable units for sale or rent in Williamsburg. Based on the estimated 
annual median household income for a household with at least one person working as a 
police officer or firefighter, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $281,482 and a 
maximum rent payment of $2,062. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales 
records, there were 226 residential units in Williamsburg that households with at least one 
police officer or firefighter could afford. We estimated that there were 60 affordable 
advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in the City of Williamsburg.  
 
Column 3 of Table 45 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a police officer or 
firefighter with no other means of income could afford to pay a maximum of $126,140 to buy 
a house in James City County or a maximum monthly rent payment of $1,031. In addition, 
column 3 shows that there were 65 affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 
and 2006 real estate assessment records of the number of single-family and multi-family 
residential units sold at a price equal or below the maximum price determined as affordable). 
Column 3 shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City 
County adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in 
the County. The maximum purchase price after adding the extra monthly cost was $116,834 
and the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 51. We estimated 
that police officers or firefighters could afford 33 of the available advertised market rate 2-
bedroom rental units. 
 
Column 4 of Table 45 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in James City County. Most households with 
at least one person working as a police officer or firefighter had additional sources of income. 
Based on a 2.00 ratio of household income to individual wage for police officers or 
firefighters (calculated using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an 
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annual median household income of $82,480 for this occupation group.  Column 4 shows 
what households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the 
number of affordable units for sale or rent in James City County. Based on the estimated 
annual median household income for a household with at least one person working as a 
police officer or firefighter, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $273,758 and a 
maximum rent payment of $2,062. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales 
records, there were 600 residential units in James City County that households with at least 
one police officer or firefighter could afford. Column 3 shows a recalculation of the 
maximum affordable purchase price for James City County adding a $65 monthly cost for 
homeowner association dues, a common expense in the County. The maximum purchase 
price for household with at least one police officer or firefighter after adding the extra 
monthly cost was $264,451 and the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 
dropped to 549. We estimated that there were 60 affordable advertised market rate 2-
bedroom rental units in James City County.  
  
Table 45: Affordable Housing for Police and Fire Workers 

 Afford in Williamsburg City Afford in James City County
Individual 

Wage  
(Average 

Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Individual 
Wage  

(Average 
Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Area Income* $41,240 $82,480 $41,240 $82,480
Home Ownership  
Maximum Price  
(no homeowner association dues)*  $129,700  $281,482 $126,140  $273,758 

 Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 42 226 65 600
  
Maximum Price  
(with homeowner association dues 
of $65 per month)* $116,834 $264,451
Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 51 549
  
Rental  
       Area Maximum Affordable Rent 
                             (30% of Income)* $1,031 $2,062

 
$1,031 $2,062

 

Est. Number of Affordable Units  
(Units available for rent September 
2007 under max.)  33 60

 
 
 

33 60
Source: Center for Housing Research and other sources as documented in methodology write-up. 
 
*Income and rent are based on the average mean wage for the MSA and are not adjusted for the individual jurisdiction. 
The maximum price is different for Williamsburg and James City County only because of the difference in property tax. 
James City County has two affordability estimates, one does not include a monthly fee for homeowner dues and the 
second includes a $65 estimated cost for homeowner dues. 
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Elementary School Teachers 
 
Elementary school teachers play a vital role in our communities. They accounted for about 
8,500 workers on the metro level earning an annual individual average wage of $49,310 in 
2006. Although wages were available at the local level for teachers, they were fairly 
consistent with the metro data. For consistency (with the other occupations), we assumed 
elementary teachers looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or James City County had an 
annual individual wage of $49,310. Based on this individual wage, we used Census 
microdata to calculate an estimated annual median household income for households with at 
least one elementary teacher. We assumed elementary teachers looking to buy or rent in 
Williamsburg or James City County had annual household income of $145,686. 
 
Column 1 of Table 46 shows that in 2006 an individual working as an elementary teacher 
with no other means of income other than their annual individual wage of $49,310 could 
afford to pay a maximum of $159,401 to buy a house in Williamsburg or a maximum 
monthly rent payment of $1,233. In addition, column 1 shows that there were 89 affordable 
units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real estate assessment records of the 
number of single-family and multi-family residential units sold at a price equal or below the 
maximum price determined as affordable). We estimated that elementary teachers could 
afford 35 of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units.  
 
Column 2 of Table 46 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in Williamsburg. Most households with at 
least one person working as a elementary teacher had more than one source of income. Based 
on a 2.95 ratio of household income to individual wage for elementary teachers (calculated 
using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual median 
household income of $145,686 in 2006 for this occupation group.  Column 2 shows what 
households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the 
number of affordable units for sale or rent in Williamsburg. Based on the estimated annual 
median household income for a household with at least one person working as an elementary 
teacher, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $514,111 and a maximum rent payment 
of $3,642. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, there were 335 
residential units in Williamsburg that households with at least one elementary teacher could 
afford. We estimated that there were 60 affordable advertised 2-bedroom market rate rental 
units in the City of Williamsburg.  
 
Column 3 of Table 46 shows that in 2006 an individual working as an elementary teacher 
with no other means of income could afford to pay a maximum of $155,027 to buy a house in 
James City County or a maximum monthly rent payment of $1,233. In addition, column 3 
shows that there were 119 affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 
2006 real estate assessment records of the number of single-family and multi-family 
residential units sold at a price equal or below the maximum price determined as affordable). 
Column 3 shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City 
County adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in 
the County. The maximum purchase price after adding the extra monthly cost was $145,720 
and the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 94. We estimated 
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that elementary teachers could afford 35 of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom 
rental units. 
 
Column 4 of Table 46 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in James City County. Most households with 
at least one person working as an elementary teacher had additional sources of income. 
Based on a 2.95 ratio of household income to individual wage for elementary teachers 
(calculated using data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual 
median household income of $145,686 for this occupation group.  Column 4 shows what 
households in this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the 
number of affordable units for sale or rent in James City County. Based on the estimated 
annual median household income for a household with at least one person working as an 
elementary teacher, we calculated a maximum purchase price of $500,003 and a maximum 
rent payment of $3,642. Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, 
there were 1,478 residential units in James City County that households with at least one 
elementary teacher could afford. Column 3 shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable 
purchase price for James City County adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association 
dues, a common expense in the County. The maximum purchase price for household with at 
least one elementary teacher after adding the extra monthly cost was $490,096 and the 
number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 1,461. We estimated that 
there were 60 affordable advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in James City County.  
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Table 46: Affordable Housing for Elementary Teachers 

 Afford in Williamsburg City Afford in James City County
Individual 

Wage  
(Average 

Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Individual 
Wage  

(Average 
Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Area Income* $49,310 $145,686 $49,310 $145,686
Home Ownership  
Maximum Price  
(no homeowner association dues)*  $159,401  $514,111 $155,027  $500,003 

 Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 89 335 119 1,478
  
Maximum Price  
(with homeowner association dues 
of $65 per month)* $145,720 $490,696
Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 94 1,461
  
Rental  
       Area Maximum Affordable Rent 
                             (30% of Income)* $1,233 $3,642

 
$1,233 $3,642

 

Est. Number of Affordable Units  
(Units available for rent September 
2007 under max.)  35 60

 
 
 

35 60
Source: Center for Housing Research and other sources as documented in methodology write-up. 
 
*Income and rent are based on the average mean wage for the MSA and are not adjusted for the individual jurisdiction. 
The maximum price is different for Williamsburg and James City County only because of the difference in property tax. 
James City County has two affordability estimates, one does not include a monthly fee for homeowner dues and the 
second includes a $65 estimated cost for homeowner dues. 
 

 
Registered Nurses 
 
Registered Nurses accounted for about 11,840 workers on the metro level in 2006 earning an 
annual individual average wage of $54,020. Since no reliable wage data were available at the 
jurisdiction level, we assumed registered nurses looking to buy or rent in Williamsburg or 
James City County had an annual individual wage of $54,020. Based on this individual wage, 
we used Census microdata to calculate an estimated annual median household income for 
households with at least one registered nurse. We assumed registered nurses looking to buy 
or rent in Williamsburg or James City County had annual household income of $103,886. 
 
Column 1 of Table 47 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a registered nurse with no 
other means of income other than their annual individual wage of $54,020 could afford to 
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pay a maximum of $176,736 to buy a house in Williamsburg or a maximum monthly rent 
payment of $1,351. In addition, column 1 shows that there were 102 affordable units for sale 
in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real estate assessment records of the number of 
single-family and multi-family residential units sold at a price equal or below the maximum 
price determined as affordable). We estimated that registered nurses could afford 39 of the 
available advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units.  
 
Column 2 of Table 47 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in Williamsburg. Most households with at 
least one person working as a registered nurse had more than one source of income. Based on 
a 1.92 ratio of household income to individual wage for registered nurses (calculated using 
data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual median household 
income of $103,886 in 2006 for this occupation group.  Column 2 shows what households in 
this occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the number of 
affordable units for sale or rent in Williamsburg. Based on the estimated annual median 
household income for a household with at least one person working as a registered nurse, we 
calculated a maximum purchase price of $360,266 and a maximum rent payment of $2,597. 
Based on 2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, there were 278 residential 
units in Williamsburg that households with at least one registered nurse could afford. We 
estimated that there were 60 affordable advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental units in the 
City of Williamsburg.  
 
Column 3 of Table 47 shows that in 2006 an individual working as a registered nurse with no 
other means of income could afford to pay a maximum of $171,886 to buy a house in James 
City County or a maximum monthly rent payment of $1,351. In addition, column 3 shows 
that there were 144 affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 (based on 2005 and 2006 real 
estate assessment records of the number of single-family and multi-family residential units 
sold at a price equal or below the maximum price determined as affordable). Column 3 
shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City County 
adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in the 
County. The maximum purchase price after adding the extra monthly cost was $162,579 and 
the number of affordable units for sale in 2005 and 2006 dropped to 133. We estimated that 
registered nurses could afford 39 of the available advertised market rate 2-bedroom rental 
units. 
 
Column 4 of Table 47 considers household income rather than individual wage in 
determining affordability of buying or renting in James City County. Most households with 
at least one person working as a registered nurse had additional sources of income. Based on 
a 1.92 ratio of household income to individual wage for registered nurses (calculated using 
data from the 2006 Census PUMS microdata), we estimated an annual median household 
income of $103,886 for this occupation group.  Column 4 shows what households in this 
occupation could afford to pay for a house or for rent along with the number of affordable 
units for sale or rent in James City County. Based on the estimated annual median household 
income for a household with at least one person working as a registered nurse, we calculated 
a maximum purchase price of $350,379 and a maximum rent payment of $2,597. Based on 
2005 and 2006 real estate tax assessment sales records, there were 1,062 residential units in 
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James City County that households with at least one registered nurse could afford. Column 3 
shows a recalculation of the maximum affordable purchase price for James City County 
adding a $65 monthly cost for homeowner association dues, a common expense in the 
County. The maximum purchase price for household with at least one registered nurse after 
adding the extra monthly cost was $341,073 and the number of affordable units for sale in 
2005 and 2006 dropped to 1,014. We estimated that there were 60 affordable advertised 
market rate 2-bedroom rental units in James City County.  
 

Table 47: Affordable Housing for Registered Nurses 

 Afford in Williamsburg City Afford in James City County
Individual 

Wage  
(Average 

Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Individual 
Wage  

(Average 
Wage) 

Household 
Income  

( Median 
HHI/W) 

Area Income* $54,020 $103,886 $54,020 $103,886
Home Ownership  
Maximum Price  
(no homeowner association dues)*  $176,736  $360,266 $171,886  $350,379 

 Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 102 278 144 1,062
  
Maximum Price  
(with homeowner association dues 
of $65 per month)* $162,579 $341,073
Est. Number of Affordable Units 
(Single-family and Multi-family units 
sold 2005/06 under max.) 133 1,014
  
Rental  
       Area Maximum Affordable Rent 
                             (30% of Income)* $1,351 $2,597

 
$1,351 $2,597

 

Est. Number of Affordable Units  
(Units available for rent September 
2007 under max.)  39 60

 
 
 

39 60
Source: Center for Housing Research and other sources as documented in methodology write-up. 
 
*Income and rent are based on the average mean wage for the MSA and are not adjusted for the individual jurisdiction. 
The maximum price is different for Williamsburg and James City County only because of the difference in property tax. 
James City County has two affordability estimates, one does not include a monthly fee for homeowner dues and the 
second includes a $65 estimated cost for homeowner dues. 
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Implications for Housing Affordability 
 
The occupations we chose to examine represent a sample of workers who provide essential 
services and who form “the backbone of any successful community”.12 A shortage of 
“workforce housing” or housing that is affordable to essential workers of a community can 
lead to a decline in economic advancement and growth. Landscaping and groundskeeping 
workers ensure that Williamsburg and James City County remain attractive not only for their 
residents, but for the tourists who help drive the economy of the region. Similarly, retail sales 
workers, who account for the largest number of workers of our example occupations, are 
vital to the commercial and economic health of the community. With 27,590 workers in the 
MSA in 2006, the size of the retail sales workforce magnifies the problem of affordability for 
workers as they compete with each other and those with higher incomes for housing. Police 
officers and firefighters provide indispensable safety and security for residents and provide 
additional benefit by living close to their jobs and among other residents of Williamsburg and 
James City County. Attracting and retaining the best elementary teachers is obviously in the 
best interest of the community and having affordable housing opportunities for those teachers 
is necessary to be competitive with other jurisdictions. Having an adequate number of 
registered nurses is critical to a healthcare system that is responding and will continue to 
respond to the growing number of older citizens moving to Williamsburg and James City 
County for retirement. Determining to what extent housing affordability is an issue for 
workers in these vital occupations can help equip Williamsburg’s and James City County’s 
policy makers with the knowledge they need to address the impact of housing costs on the 
vitality and continued success of their communities. 
 
The results of the calculations of what individuals working in the five example occupations 
could afford to buy or rent show that without additional income, individual wages alone were 
insufficient. The 2006 wages of landscaping and groundskeeping workers and retail sales 
workers were lower than what would have been required to purchase any housing unit on the 
market in the City of Williamsburg. About one dozen homes were sold in James City County 
affordable to workers in those service occupations. Only one13 affordable 2-bedroom rental 
unit was available in the Williamsburg/James City County area. Clearly based on their 
individual wages alone, workers in those occupations would need a housing subsidy to reside 
in either Williamsburg or James City County.  
 
In order to afford housing in Williamsburg or James City County, landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers and retail sales workers needed income from additional sources. 
However, even when using household income that included income from other sources to 
calculate the number of housing units that those workers could afford to buy, the numbers 
were low. Retail sales workers were the least likely of the example occupations to have 
enough income from sources other than their individual wages to afford to buy a home (less 
than 50 units affordable in Williamsburg and about 65 affordable in James City County). The 
median household income for retail sales workers was about 1.8 times the annual average 
individual wage of workers in that occupation indicating than many retail sales workers did 

                                                 
12 Lisa Arthur, Miami Herald, June 6, 2006. 
13 This is an estimation based on a point-in-time September 2007 survey of available rental units in the 
Williamsburg/James City County area. 
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not have the benefit of a second, higher income worker in the household. Landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers had a much higher ratio of household income to individual wage 
(2.59) which indicates those workers tended to live in households with multiple workers or 
worked additional jobs. This meant that while having a lower average individual wage, 
landscapers and groundskeepers could afford a greater number of the homes on the market 
than retail sales workers when basing the calculation on household income that included all 
income sources. Choices in the rental market improved for both landscaping and 
groundskeeping workers and retail sales workers when more than individual wages were 
considered. When landscaping and groundskeeping workers and retail sales workers had 
income from additional sources, they could compete for about half of the rental units 
available on the market.  
 
Based solely on wages from their occupation, police officers and firefighters, elementary 
teachers, and registered nurses fared better in the housing market than groundskeeping 
workers and retail sales workers.  Still, there were less than 50 homes for purchase affordable 
to police officers and firefighters in Williamsburg and less than 65 affordable homes for 
purchase in James City County. There were about 100 homes for purchase in Williamsburg 
and less than 150 homes in James City County that elementary school teachers and registered 
nurses could afford. Less than 40 2-bedroom rental units were affordable to registered nurses 
in the Williamsburg/James City County area and even fewer for police officers and 
firefighters and elementary school teachers who had no other income to supplement their 
individual wage. 
 
When using household income that included income beyond the individual wage to calculate 
the number of available housing units that police officers and firefighters, elementary school 
teachers, and registered nurses could afford, the numbers increased significantly over those 
calculated using the 2006 individual wage alone. The opportunities for police officers and 
firefighters to purchase a home were still limited, however, with about 226 affordable 
housing units available in Williamsburg and 600 affordable housing units available in James 
City County. Elementary school teachers benefited the most by including additional income. 
It is likely that many elementary teachers are married to other professionals whose incomes 
combined with the elementary teacher’s individual wage greatly improved the financial 
standing of the household (the median household income for elementary school teachers was 
about 2.95 times the annual average individual wage of elementary teachers). With the 
additional household income, there were 335 for purchase housing units in Williamsburg and 
nearly 1,500 for purchase housing units in James City County that households with at least 
one elementary teacher could afford. When police officers and firefighters, elementary 
teachers, and registered nurses had income from additional sources, they could compete for 
any rental unit available on the market.  
 
Even though the housing opportunities much improved with the benefit of additional income 
sources for workers in the occupations we examined, the number of affordable properties for 
purchase and the number of affordable rental units that we calculated for each of our 
occupations were generous estimates. It is important to consider that the workers have to 
compete not only with each other but with other comparable income-level households for a 
limited supply of affordable housing. And in a competitive market, low- to moderate-income 
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workers must also compete with those in better paying occupations for many of the same 
units. 
 
In addition, getting the additional income that helps provide more housing opportunities is 
not always easy. For some, having an additional worker in the household contributing to 
household income is the answer. One-person and one-worker households, however, need to 
have significant earnings from investments or savings (unlikely for workers with low- to 
moderate-incomes), have a second or third job, or work overtime hours in order to afford 
housing.  
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HOUSING COSTS 
 
Income, employment, and housing costs are interconnected. Residents of a community need 
housing. Most need a job in order to afford that housing and the types of jobs and what those 
jobs pay can determine how much housing one can afford. A community wants the right 
balance between what jobs pay and what housing costs. However, wages and income in 
James City County and the City of Williamsburg have not kept pace since 2000 with the 
rapid rise in the cost of housing. Many residents cannot afford to own a home as discussed in 
the prior section on workforce housing and struggle to afford rents.  We begin this section on 
housing costs by discussing the rental market and follow with a discussion of house values 
and homeownership costs. We further evaluate house values and loan activity within Census 
tracts of James City County and the City of Williamsburg to get a better understanding of 
where costs are the highest and lowest.  
 
Rental Housing 
 
The number of College of William and Mary students who live off-campus impact the rental 
housing markets in James City County and Williamsburg.  Students have less impact on the 
rental market in James City County than in Williamsburg, but still influence the type and cost 
of rental housing. Although about one-third14 of William and Mary students rent in James 
City County, students account for a relatively small number of overall renters (roughly 600 
of 4,363 James City County renters in 2000). However, many of the rental units available in 
James City County are targeted at professionals or students who can double or triple up and 
share rent and command high rents that affect the overall rental market. 
 
Students have a greater impact on the rental market in the City of Williamsburg primarily 
because more College and William and Mary students live in Williamsburg and 
Williamsburg is a small city. In 2000, Williamsburg had 2,017 renters and roughly half were 
college students. In addition, renting is the predominant tenure status with renter units 
accounting for 55.7% of the occupied housing units in 2000. Rental prices reflect the student 
influence as well. As in James City County, rents for units in the large student complexes are 
fueled by students who can share space and costs with other students and often have financial 
support from their parents. The high rent student complexes coupled with a scarcity of rental 
housing (based on a 3.9% vacancy rate in 2000) have significant bearing on rental costs 
although Williamsburg median monthly gross rents in 2000 were more in line with those of 
the MSA than were James City County median monthly gross rents.  
 
In 2000, the median monthly gross rent for James City County was $703 and the median 
monthly gross rent for the City of Williamsburg was $616 compared to $650 median gross 
rent for Virginia. While median gross rent of $615 for the MSA was comparable to 
Williamsburg in 2000, it was considerably lower than that of James City County. Rental units 
in James City County are mostly located within large, relatively new student apartment 
complexes. While that is somewhat the case in Williamsburg, many rental units within 

                                                 
14 The City of Williamsburg estimates that about one third to one half of William and Mary students live in 
James City County or Yorktown and the remaining live in Williamsburg. Based on 1,850 off-campus students 
in 2006, about 925 to 1,233 students lived in Williamsburg versus 617 to 925 elsewhere. 
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Williamsburg also are located within residential and/or older, more urban neighborhoods 
commanding somewhat lower rents. The rents in the Williamsburg/James City County area 
follow the same pattern as rents in the Charlottesville/Albemarle area largely due to the 
college student influence (the 2000 median gross rent in the City of Charlottesville was $596 
and the median gross rent in adjacent Albemarle County was $712).  
 
While Census data are not available beyond 2000 for James City County and the City of 
Williamsburg, the median gross rent for the PUMA (includes James City County, York 
County, Gloucester County, Mathews County, and the independent cities of Williamsburg 
and Poquoson) increased 40% from 2000 to 2006 ($610 and $853 respectively). Rents are 
generally lower in the more rural jurisdictions of the PUMA area and higher in James City 
County, York County, and Williamsburg (see Table 48 which shows monthly median gross 
rent in 2000 for each jurisdiction in the PUMA.)  
 
Table 48: Median Gross Rent for Jurisdictions in JCCWILL PUMA, 2000 
 
 Gloucester James 

City 
County 

Mathews York Poquoson Williamsburg 

Median 
Gross Rent 

$527 $703 $506 $708 $697 $616 

Source: US Census 2000 
 

 
As seen in Figure 10, the increase in monthly gross rent between 2000 and 2006 in the 
PUMA reflects an overall increase in higher priced rental units (costing more than $500 a 
month) and a decline in the number of more affordable rental units (in 2006, there were no 
units available under $250).  As a result, low- to moderate-income households were forced to 
pay more of their income for rental housing in 2006 than in 2000. In 2000, 17% of those 
making less than $20,000 a year paid 50% or more of their income for rent. By 2006, 67% of 
those making less than $20,000 a year paid 50% or more of their income for rent. However 
for all income groups, those paying 50% or more of their income for rent remained stable 
between 2000 and 2006 at about 15%.  
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 Source: US Census Public Use Microdata  2000,2006 

 
Even considering the unique rental situation driven by a student market in the James City 
County and Williamsburg, it would be reasonable to assume that those two areas experienced 
an increase in median gross rent between 2000 and 2006 somewhat comparable to the 40% 
increase in the PUMA. Applying the 40% increase to the 2000 median gross rents of James 
City County and Williamsburg would yield an estimated $983 median gross rent in 2006 for 
James City County and an estimated $861 median gross rent in 2006 for the City of 
Williamsburg.  
 
In order to get a better estimate of current rental prices in the James City 
County/Williamsburg area we conducted a point-in time survey of rents. Choosing a two-
bedroom apartment as our standard, we researched how many units were available or could 
be identified as soon to be available for rent and at what price in the Williamsburg/James 
City County area.  We waited until the after the start of the fall semester at the College of 
William and Mary to complete the rental availability portion of this project to ensure that our 
survey reflected the maximum state of renter demand within the study area.   
 
We searched online classifieds in Williamsburg’s local newspaper The Virginia Gazette to 
identify as many outlets as possible for finding available rental units in the 
Williamsburg/James City County area.  Also, using several online apartment search engines 
(forrent.com, apartmentfinder.com, etc.) we compiled a list of apartment complexes in 
Williamsburg and the surrounding area.  Based on our research, during the week of 
September 8, 2007 we called apartment complexes and asked: 

Figure 10: Gross Rent JCCWILL PUMA by Year
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• If they had any two bedroom units available, 
• If so, how many were currently available or would be available prior to November 1, 

2007 and  
• What was the average rent of their two bedroom units 

 
Ideally we would have conducted a single day point-in-time survey, but since the majority of 
the apartment complexes contacted required a 60 day notification for vacating a unit, we 
were able to get a much larger sample by including units known to be coming available prior 
to November.  
 
In addition to calling apartment complexes, we compiled a list of two bedroom units 
advertised as available on September 8, 2007 in the weekend real estate classified section of 
The Virginia Gazette. We carefully eliminated any duplicate rental information. While it is 
unlikely our methodology captured all two-bedroom rental units actually available on the 
market, it was a credible simulation of what a person looking for a two-bedroom unit would 
be able to find.  
 
The point-in-time survey of rentals available in the James City County/Williamsburg area 
identified 60 two-bedroom units available for rent. The monthly rents ranged from a low of 
$550 (one available unit) to a high of $1,500. Only four units were available under $700. 
Based on the 60 units, the average monthly rent was $1,077 and the median monthly rent was 
$987. The point-in-time rental study revealed that 1) few rental units were available and 2) 
the cost of those units was beyond the means of many would be renters. 
 
House Values, Census 
 
At the time of the 2000 Census, house values were already high eliminating home ownership 
as an option for many residents of James City County and Williamsburg. The median house 
value for James City County based on the Census 2000 was $167,300 and the median house 
value for the City of Williamsburg was $212,000 (see Figure 11).  
 
 



Housing Needs Assessment, James City Co. & Williamsburg, VA                                                                          101 

 

   
     Source: US Census 2000 
 
More revealing than value alone is how incomes match up with housing costs. The median 
monthly owner costs for owners with a mortgage as a percentage of household income in 
2000 for James City County was 21.6% while the City of Williamsburg’s was 20.4% (the 
general rule states that a household should not pay over 30% of household income for 
housing). Although the majority of owners were not paying too much for housing, those at 
the lower end of the income scale were. Of James City County owners making less than 
$35,000 a year, 57% paid over 30% of their income for housing costs. Of Williamsburg 
owners making less than $35,000 a year, half paid over 30% of their income for housing 
costs.  
 
James City County’s and Williamsburg’s median values were significantly higher than the 
median values of Virginia ($125,400) and the MSA ($110,100). Median owner costs for 
owners with a mortgage as a percentage of household income for the MSA (23.3%) was 
slightly higher than those of James City County and the City of Williamsburg.  So while 
house values were generally higher in James City County and the City of Williamsburg than 
in the MSA, the affordability for their residents was slightly better or comparable to that of 
residents of the broader region.  
 
Within James City County and the City of Williamsburg, Map 3 displays the median house 
value in 2000 by census tract. The darkest shaded areas indicate the more affluent areas 
which include the eastern half of Williamsburg and the eastern part of James City County 
adjacent to Williamsburg.  
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Map 3: Median House Value by Census Tract, 2000, City of Williamsburg and 
James City County 
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Historically low interest rates over the past several years and an influx of affluent retirees 
with an appetite for high end housing have impacted house values since 2000. Unfortunately, 
more recent Census data are not available for James City County or Williamsburg to show 
this impact. While an analysis of values for the PUMA in 2000 and 2006 does not adequately 
show the increase in values for James City County and the City of Williamsburg, it at least 
shows the trend of rising values in the broader area. In 2000, the median house value for the 
PUMA was between $125,000 and $150,000 (data available only in ranges). In 2006, the 
median house value for the PUMA was between $250,000 and $300,000. 
 
House Values, Real Estate Data 
 
For additional analysis of home values in James City County and the City of Williamsburg, 
we used real estate data from the Williamsburg Area Multiple Listing Service.15 We 
examined existing and new single-family detached and single-attached home sales for James 
City County and the City of Williamsburg from 2000 to 2006 (see Tables 49 through 52). 
Over that time period there were a total of 9,819 residential sales in James City County and 
Williamsburg combined. The average sales price ranged from a low in 2000 of $144,780 for 
attached units in James City County to a high in 2006 of $440,187 for detached units in the 
City of Williamsburg.   
 
For James City County the average sales price for single-family detached units increased by 
86% between 2001 and 2006 (for consistency, we did not compare from 2000 due to the 
small numbers of sales reported for attached units).  As shown in Table 49, the number of 
single-family detached sales in James City County stayed fairly consistent throughout the 
time period with a slight dip in sales in 2002 and then dropping off in 2006. The average 
sales price also rose steadily with the largest annual gain (20%) between 2004 and 2005 but 
moderated considerably in 2006 (only a 5% increase between 2005 and 2006). Still, the 
average sales price for a single-family detached unit in James City County was a record 
$415,617 in 2006. According to the Virginia Association of Realtors, average sales prices 
have dropped in the James City County/Williamsburg area. For single-family detached units 
and attached units combined, the average sales price based on sales through September 2007 
declined 5.0% from 2006 ($341,295 in 2007 and $359,194 in 2006).  
 
Table 49: James City County, Single-family Detached 
    
Year # Listings Sold Avg. Sold Price Days on Market 
2000 806 $222,521 92
2001 1063 $222,985 95
2002 988 $246,402 84
2003 1077 $278,712 80
2004 1090 $332,951 60
2005 1180 $394,705 61
2006 1004 $415,617 75

  
Source: Williamsburg Area MLS 

 
                                                 
15 The Williamsburg Area Multiple Listing data were provided by Sue Strasser. 
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The average sales price for single-family attached units rose by 77% in James City County 
between 2001 and 2006. (See Table 50.) While the number of units sold jumped significantly 
between 2001 and 2002 (from 26 to 120), the average price went down slightly. The average 
sales price increased by nearly 35% between 2002 and 2003. After moderate increases in 
average sales price in 2004 and 2005, the average sales price for single-family attached units 
in James City County rose by 14% between 2005 and 2006 (from $211,008 in 2005 to 
$240,628 in 2006). 
 
 
Table 50: James City County, Single-family Attached 
    
Year # Listings Sold Avg. Sold Price Days on Market 
2000 1 $270,000 285
2001 26 $155,412 26
2002 120 $145,473 70
2003 131 $195,814 82
2004 131 $207,240 56
2005 73 $211,008 36
2006 79 $240,628 65

  
Source: Williamsburg Area MLS 
 

The increase in average sales price between 2001 and 2006 was dramatic for single-family 
detached units in Williamsburg with the average sales price increasing by over 150%. (See 
Table 51.) While the number of units sold dropped significantly between 2001 and 2002 
(from 208 to 68), the average price went up drastically. The average sales price in 
Williamsburg was $171,800 in 2001 and $298,058 in 2002, an annual increase of 74%. 
Prices continued to increase at a more modest rate (11% in 2003 and 16% in 2004, slowed 
considerably in 2005 with only a 3% gain, and increased 11% between 2005 and 2006. With 
the number of sales down slightly from recent years, the average sales price for a single-
family detached unit in 2006 for the City of Williamsburg was $440,187. 
 
 
Table 51: City of Williamsburg, Single-family Detached 
    
Year # Listings Sold Avg. Sold Price Days on Market 
2000 109 $188,396 89
2001 208 $171,800 69
2002 68 $298,058 75
2003 89 $332,992 68
2004 80 $385,211 50
2005 110 $398,449 59
2006 74 $440,187 66

  
Source: Williamsburg Area MLS 

 
 
As shown in Table 52, the sales market for single-family attached units in Williamsburg has 
been strong in recent years. From 2002 to 2006, single-family attached unit sales accounted 
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for the majority of home sales in Williamsburg significantly outperforming single-family 
detached sales. In general, condominiums and townhouses were priced more reasonably and 
their values did not escalate as dramatically as did single-family attached units. The average 
sales price for single-family attached units in Williamsburg increased 55% between 2001 and 
2006.  The number of single-family attached sales increased from 35 to 233 units from 2002 
to 2003 (a reflection of new stock and prices competitive prices as compared to single-family 
attached units). The number of single-family attached units increased steadily each year from 
2004 to 2006.  Except for a drop in average sales price during the transition years of 2002 
and 2003 when more units became available, the average sales price of attached units 
increased each year. The peak was a 20% increase in average sales price between 2004 and 
2005.  The average sales price for single-family attached units in Williamsburg was $302,797 
in 2006. 
 
 
Table 52: City of Williamsburg, Single-family Attached 
    
Year # Listings Sold Avg. Sold Price Days on Market 
2000 5 $144,780 86
2001 35 $171,515 55
2002 233 $162,190 58
2003 189 $191,845 55
2004 224 $222,439 35
2005 278 $267,097 29
2006 348 $302,797 52

  
Source: Williamsburg Area MLS 

 
 
The average number of days that properties stay on the market is a significant indicator of 
market strength. Again only examining the trends from 2001 through 2006, the high for 
average days on market was in 95 in 2001 for detached single-family units in James City 
County. The low for average days of market (26 days) was in 2001 for attached single-family 
units in James City County. This pattern indicates that in 2001, James City County 
condominiums and townhouses were in demand compared to single-family detached units.  
 
Figure 12 shows average days on market across years for both James City County and 
Williamsburg for detached single-family units and attached single-family units. The pattern 
of movement for detached units was similar for James City County and Williamsburg with 
Williamsburg the slightly tighter market throughout the period. Average days on market 
dropped between 2002 and 2004 but in response to higher prices and higher interest rates the 
detached market started to cool after 2004 as shown by longer average days on market. In 
James City County the average days on market trend for attached single-family units 
followed the same down and up pattern of detached units between 2001 and 2006. However, 
condominiums on average were on the market for a much shorter time period (less than two 
months for every year reported). Attached single-family units sold in Williamsburg, on the 
other hand, did not move as well between 2001 and 2003 as shown by a sharp increase in 
average days on market. Average days on the market for condominiums plummeted after 
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2003 for both James City County and Williamsburg and took about a year longer than 
detached units to feel the effects of rising interest rates and prices. 
 
 

 
Source: Williamsburg Area MLS 

 
 
Although by 2006 average days on market had increased across the board from a low during 
the 2004 and 2005, houses and condominiums were still turning over at about the same rate 
as 2000 and 2001. This indicates that despite the significant increase in prices, the market in 
2006 was still strong. 
 
Median Sale Price Trends 
 
While the number of recent sales have been decreasing in markets across the country (2007 
national sales estimates by the National Association of Realtors are down from peak sales in 
2005 by about 15% for existing sales and down 34% for new construction), median prices 
have shown little decline (estimated to be down 1.2% from 2006 to 2007 according to the 
National Association of Realtors). However, in areas such as San Francisco, Boston, and the 
Williamsburg area where housing prices increased tremendously from 2003 to 2005, there 
have been greater declines in median prices. According to the Virginia Association of 
Realtors, the median sale price (includes all single-family unit types) in 2006 in the 
Williamsburg area was $318,388. In 2007 (includes sales from January through September), 
the median price for the Williamsburg area as reported by VAR was $297,450, down 6.6% 
from 2006.  In comparison, while some other Virginia markets saw a decline, such as the  
Dulles area market (down 7.4%), 2007 median sale prices were up slightly from 2006 in the 
Hampton Roads market area (2.2%), the Richmond Metro market area (4.4%), and the 
Charlottesville market area (1.1%). 

Figure 12: Average Days on Market by House 
Type, Jurisdiction, and Year
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Home Mortgage Disclosure Act Data 
 
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data provides a better understanding of where 
housing investment has been taking place in James City County and in Williamsburg. Banks 
and other lending institutions are required by the federal government to collect and make 
public data on loan activity as a measure for monitoring fair lending and ensuring 
communities are being properly served. We pooled HMDA data for 2004 and 2005 and 
extracted loan information for our target areas. We aggregated by census tract the number of 
originated conventional, VA guaranteed, FHA insured loans, or FSA/RHS loans for home 
purchase and calculated the median loan amount and median applicant income. We then 
calculated a median applicant income to median loan amount ratio and the ratio of number of 
loans to number of housing units (from the U.S. Census 2000). 
 
Map 4 shows median loan amounts in 2004 and 2005 by census tract. While median house 
value and median loan amount are not equivalent, they both are indicators of housing market 
activity and strength. The darkest shaded tracts had the highest median loan amounts (the 
highest at $243,000 was tract 801.01, a largely residential tract including the Kingsmill 
area/neighborhood). The lighter shaded areas indicate the lowest median loan amounts with 
tract 801.02, the southern most census tract in James City County, having the lowest 
($108,000) median loan amount.  Tract 801.02 encompasses several government owned 
properties, a large industrial area, and a sizable park/open space.  Tract 3703 in Williamsburg 
also had a relatively low median loan amount ($144,000) partly a factor of the comparatively 
low median household income in that tract ($56,000 in 2000) indicating many households 
would be unable to borrow a large amount. 



Housing Needs Assessment, James City Co. & Williamsburg, VA                                                                          108 

 

Map 4: Median Loan Amount (pooled data 2004, 2005) by Census Tract, City of 
Williamsburg and James City County  
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Again based on the pooled 2004-2005 HMDA data, we created a ratio of median income of 
loan applicants to median loan amount for each census tract (see Map 5). Census tracts with 
the highest ratios attracted owners that could most afford their new housing borrowing less 
and having adequate incomes to support that borrowing. Neighborhoods north of the CSX 
Railroad within Williamsburg’s Tract 3702 had the highest ratio (.49).  Several other census 
tracts in the region had high income to loan ratios including Tract 802.02 in James City 
County with a median income to median loan amount ratio of .42. 
 
Census tracts with the lowest ratios attracted owners that borrowed more relative to their 
income. Two census tracts in James City County, 804.01 and 801.01, had ratios under .38.  
Tract 804.01 is the northern most census tract in the county and is zoned largely rural or low 
density residential. Tract 804.01 includes the Toano where many of the homes sold through 
the AHIP program are located. Tract 801.01 lies between Williamsburg and the James River.  
In addition to low ratios, these tracts had the highest median loan amounts.  It is likely that 
new owners in the tracts with the lowest ratios reflect first time buyers with just enough 
income to afford buying a home.  Some new owners in tracts with lower ratios could face 
significant housing cost burdens and have little discretionary funds for maintenance and 
upkeep of their property.  
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Map. 5: Income to Loan Amount Ratio* (pooled 2004, 2005) by Census Tract, 
City of Williamsburg and James City County 
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Also using the HMDA data, we created a ratio of the number of mortgage loans (pooled for 
2004-2005) to the number of housing units (based on the 2000 Census) for each census tract 
in James City County and Williamsburg (see Map 6). A high ratio, represented by darker 
shading, indicates a relatively high number of recent sales in that tract. A low ratio, 
represented by lighter shading, indicates a more static area or a high number of existing 
homes that have not been recently built or sold. Stagnant areas include neighborhoods south 
of Williamsburg in James City County as well as neighborhoods north of the CSX Railroad 
within Williamsburg’s Tract 3702. Tract 801.02, the southern most census tract in James City 
County, had the lowest ratio (.062).  By far, Tract 804.01 had the highest ratio (.237) and the 
highest amount of sales activity. This northernmost tract while still largely rural, contains the 
growing communities of Norge and Toano.    
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Map 6: Ratio of the Number of Mortgage Loans (pooled for 2004, 2005) to the 
Number of Housing Units by Census Tract, City of Williamsburg and James 
City County 
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Housing Cost Overview 
 
The housing price data that we examined fell within a time period of rapid change in market 
conditions. According to the National Association of Realtors, 30-year mortgage rates 
declined by more than 2 percentage points over the 2000–2005 period stimulating sales and 
contributing to a surge in housing prices. Following a period of robust home sales, higher 
prices coupled with uncertainty about the market have contributed to cooling of the sales 
market over the past few years. Now, in many markets around the country, home prices are 
stabilizing or dropping and homes for sale are staying on the market longer. Prices at the high 
end of the market may end up dropping in a cooling market, especially in the existing home 
sales market (according to VAR, the median sales price has dropped in the Williamsburg 
area in since 2006). The data provided by the Williamsburg Area Realtors show that houses 
in both James City County and Williamsburg were staying on the market longer in 2006 than 
in 2005, but on average less than one month longer.  
 
In cooling markets, house prices for low- to moderately-priced homes ordinarily do not drop 
significantly and often continue to rise moderately. More likely to have an effect on the low-
end market, is the tightening of credit as fallout resulting from the increase in high-risk 
lending practices over the past several years. While foreclosed properties could increase the 
stock of moderately-priced housing, tightened credit conditions may prevent potential buyers 
from securing a mortgage loan to purchase those foreclosed properties, or for that matter, any 
other properties. 
  
A critical factor affecting the future of the housing market in the Williamsburg area as well 
as the nation is the trajectory of mortgage interest rates and their impact on sales and prices. 
Recent actions by the Federal Reserve show a commitment to keeping interest rates low.  
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
This study discussed many of the factors that characterize and influence the housing market 
in James City County and the City of Williamsburg with particular focus on housing 
affordability. We used the most recent available data whenever possible drawing from the US 
Census, IRS migration data, MLS sales data, local real estate tax assessment data, and other 
sources. We presented statistics and showed trends in order to provide the information local 
officials need for making policy decisions regarding housing.  
 
Based on our research and analysis, we can conclude that: 
 
 The area is growing, especially James City County. Based on the US Census number of 

housing unit estimates released in September of 2007, James City County was ranked the 
66th fastest growing county in the nation with a 29.7% increase (nearly 5% growth per 
year) in housing units between 2000 and July 2006. Partly through the marketing efforts 
of large residential developers and the real estate community, both James City County 
and Williamsburg are attracting a significant number of retirees who tend to favor high 
end condominium living. In addition, as a relatively suburban component of the Virginia 
Beach metropolitan area, the James City County/Williamsburg area attracts residents 
from surrounding, more urban metropolitan jurisdictions. 

 
 Multi-family housing is accounting for an ever-increasing portion of newly-constructed 

residential housing in James City County and the City of Williamsburg. 
 
 In James City County, we project an increase between 6,400 to 7,000 owner-occupied 

units and from 1,200 to 1,400 renter-occupied units during the current decade, followed 
by increases between 2010 and 2020 in the ranges of 6,000 to 8,700 owner-occupied 
units and 1,600 to 2,300 renter-occupied units. The rental unit share in growth ranges 
from 15% to 22%, with the higher shares projected for 2010-2020.  

 
 The market share in James City County for married-couple families (about 60%) is 

projected to remain fairly stable through 2020. Non-family households (single 
individuals, unmarried couples without children, and roommates) are the second largest 
and fastest growing household type in James City County. 

 
 In Williamsburg, we project an increase between 400 and 470 owner households for both 

2000-2010 and 2010-2020.  We project an increase in rental demand between 124 and 
253 occupied units from 2000 to 2010 and between 125 and 286 occupied units from 
2010 to 2020. 

 
 Demand for housing in Williamsburg is concentrated in the non-family category, which 

we project to increase to 50% of households by 2020. Although most of these households 
are younger, the fastest growing segment will be seniors living alone. The market share 
of married-couple households is projected to go down by 2020. 
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 James City County has experienced solid job growth (average annual growth of 4.2% 
between 2000 and August 2007 as compared to 1.8% in the state) and low unemployment 
(2.7% in August 2007 as compared to the state rate of 3.1%). Job growth has been slower 
in the City of Williamsburg with a less than 1% average annual growth rate between 
2000 and August 2007 and an unemployment rate of 5.6% in August 2007. 
Williamsburg’s employment environment is marked by substantial seasonal variation and 
part-time employment that characterize the recreation and hospitality/tourism industries. 
However, the College of William and Mary, located in Williamsburg, provides stability 
and the hospitality/tourism sector is declining in proportion to other job sectors. The 
future employment outlook (as predicted in a 2007 report by Chmura 
Economics&Analytics) is for a transition to more jobs in the service, transportation, and 
warehousing sectors. 

 
 Many jobs in James City County and the City of Williamsburg pay relatively low wages. 

In 2006, the average annual wage in James City County was $31,569 and the average 
annual wage in the City of Williamsburg was $30,318. This translates roughly into being 
able to buy a house in James City County that costs $91,524 or to pay monthly rent of 
$789 and in the City of Williamsburg being able to buy a house costing $89,502 or to pay 
monthly rent of $758.  

 
 James City County and the City of Williamsburg have exceptionally high housing costs. 

According to local MLS real estate data, the average sales price in 2006 for a single-
family detached house in James City County was $415,617 and the average sales price in 
2006 for a single-family detached house in the City of Williamsburg was $440,187. 
Prices are moderating somewhat, however. In 2007 (includes sales from January through 
September), the average sales price and the median sales price for all housing types 
including single-family attached units for the Williamsburg area as reported by VAR 
were down from 2006 (5.0% and 6.6% respectively). The average monthly rent in 2007 
in the James City County/Williamsburg area, as estimated by the Center for Housing 
Research, was $1,077 for a 2-bedroom apartment. 

 
 The presence of college students help drive up rental costs. Most students have support 

from family or loans to help with rental costs and students are able to share the costs of 
renting with other students (not a reasonable choice for a family). Students compete with 
local residents for a limited number of rental housing units. 

 
 Owner vacancy rates in both James City County and the City of Williamsburg were 

extremely low in 2000 indicating a tight ownership market (2.3% and 2.1% respectively). 
The rental vacancy rate for the City of Williamsburg was also low (3.9%) indicating a 
tight rental housing market while the rental vacancy rate in James City County (11.2%) 
was above the 5% threshold that indicates supply is not keeping up with demand. 
However, with little newly-constructed multi-family rental housing, it is likely that the 
rental vacancy rate in James City County is lower now than in 2000. 

 
 The impact of a tight housing market is most severe for those seeking lower-cost owner 

housing. Without a subsidized program, it is virtually impossible to expand the supply of 
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lower-cost housing through new construction due to land and construction costs. The 
alternative is that affordable housing opportunities are found within the existing market. 
However, with a severe housing shortage, older and lower quality units become more and 
more attractive to people with higher incomes. Extremely low vacancy rates lead to 
“bidding wars” when home seekers compete for units that come on the market, with 
sellers often receiving bids well above their asking price. This shrinks the supply of 
housing affordable to households with modest incomes by displacing them with 
households having higher incomes and by increasing the market price for these units. 
Those displaced must find housing outside of the high cost area or pay a high proportion 
of their income for housing. 

 
 A housing affordability gap (not enough units affordable to certain income-level 

households partly because higher income households consume the units that are 
affordable to those with lower incomes) forces low-income households in James City 
County and the City of Williamsburg to use a high portion of income for housing. In 
2000, about 35% of James City County’s lowest income renters and half of the lowest 
income owners were forced to spend a larger portion of their income for housing than the 
less than 30% threshold indicated by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) as a nominal measure for housing affordability. Overall, about 41% 
of Williamsburg’s lowest income renters and half of the lowest income owners in 2000 
were forced to spend more than 30% of their income for housing. 

 
 A shortage of “workforce housing” or housing that is affordable to essential workers of a 

community can threaten economic advancement and growth. Workers in occupations 
vital to the community have difficulty finding affordable housing in the James City 
County/Williamsburg area. The results of the calculations of what individuals working in 
five example occupations (landscaping/groundskeeping workers, retail sales workers, 
police officers and firefighters, elementary teachers, and registered nurses) could afford 
to buy or rent show that without additional income, individual wages alone were 
insufficient to live in James City County or Williamsburg. The 2006 wages of two of the 
occupations examined (landscaping and groundskeeping workers and retail sales 
workers) were lower than what would have been required to purchase any housing unit 
on the market in the City of Williamsburg. About one dozen homes were sold in James 
City County affordable to workers in those service occupations. Only one 2-bedroom 
rental unit was available in the Williamsburg/James City County area under the 
affordability threshold for workers in these occupations. While some housing units were 
affordable based on wages alone for the other example occupations, workers in these 
occupations had to compete with each other, other low- to moderate-income workers, and 
higher income workers for a limited number of affordable units.  

 
 Only additional sources of income from a second or third job, overtime hours, or wages 

from another household member opened up some reasonable opportunity for individuals 
working in five example occupations (landscaping and groundskeeping workers, retail 
sales workers, police officers and firefighters, elementary teachers, and registered nurses) 
to buy or rent in James City County or Williamsburg. Even with income from additional 
sources supplementing their individual wage, there were limited opportunities for a retail 
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sales worker to buy a home (less than 50 units affordable in Williamsburg and about 65 
affordable in James City County in 2006). Although landscaping and groundskeeping 
workers had a lower average individual income than retail sales workers, they had more 
housing opportunities when considering household income (most likely due to having 
multiple earners in the household). Housing opportunities were somewhat improved with 
the benefit of additional income sources for firefighters and police officers and registered 
nurses and much improved for elementary school teachers, many of whom likely 
benefited by having a household member making a higher wage.  

 
 The workforce housing analysis showed that one-person and one-worker households 

(often single-parents) were at a clear disadvantage needing to have significant earnings 
from investments or savings (unlikely for workers with low- to moderate-incomes), have 
a second or third job, or work overtime hours in order to afford housing in James City 
County or the City of Williamsburg. 
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James City County Affordable Housing Incentive Program (AHIP) 
 

Background 
AHIP is a flexible public/private partnership program begun in 1991. Participating 
builders offer homes for sale at below market prices which qualify for special reduced 
rate mortgages and/or downpayment assistance. 
 
Objectives 
Provide moderate Income residents/workers assistance to become homebuyers and 
encourage production of affordable homes. 

 
Partners 

 James City County Office of Housing and Community Development (OHCD)  
 Builders, Developers, Lenders, Government Financing Agencies 

 
Incentives 
 
Buyer Prequalification and Referral – OHCD solicits applications from potential first 
time homebuyers.  OHCD determines whether applicants appear to meet loan-
underwriting requirements.  Applicants determined ineligible are provided information 
regarding actions required to become eligible.  Eligible applicants are provided 
information about homes offered by AHIP builders in their price range.  Eligible buyers 
are provided referral letter to AHIP builder stating price and terms of financing 
reservation.  AHIP sales price reflects reduction in sales and marketing expense. 
 
Low Interest Rate Mortgages – OHCD obtains reservations of special reduced rate 
mortgages from government finance agencies.   Mortgage fund reservations include 
buyer income restrictions, property restrictions, sales price limits and various 
underwriting requirements. 
   
Downpayment/Closing Cost Assistance – OHCD obtains reservations of funds to finance 
downpayment and closing costs from government finance agencies or local funding. 
 
Fee Waivers – Building permit and inspection fees may be waived for AHIP homes 
presold to eligible buyers. 
   
Property – Opportunities to purchase land, lots, or property suitable for rehabilitation  
provided to AHIP partners. 

 
 
Related Programs 
 
Downpayment Assistance Soft Seconds – builder/developers who proffer affordable 
homes may fund downpayment assistance which is provided as a 15 year deferred 
forgivable secondary mortgage held by James City County.  This program allows for a 
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higher gross sales price, provides downpayment and closing funds for the buyer, and may 
eliminate the expense of mortgage insurance. 
 
Home Buyer Seminars – Since 1992 OHCD has offered homebuyer classes taught by 
OHCD staff or participating lenders.  Classes follow curriculum developed and accepted 
by government financing agencies.  Class participants include AHIP buyers as well as 
other first time homebuyers.   
   
Home Buyer Club – A program to assist participants prepare for homeownership through 
monthly educational meetings, counseling, peer support and goal setting. 
 
James City County Employee Home Purchase Savings Program – a savings matching 
grant available for down payment and closing costs  funded by the County General Fund 
available to JCC and JCSA employees. 
  
Outcomes-Since 1990 OHCD has reviewed well over two thousand applications from 
potential buyers. Through September 2007, 399 first time homebuyers have purchased 
homes with special low interest rate first mortgages and/or downpayment assistance 
provided through the AHIP program.  

 
Special Financing 2007 

 
VHDA SPARC Mortgages –fixed rate first mortgages at 1% or ½% below the standard 
VHDA tax exempt rate Mortgage options include thirty year conventional insured, FHA, 
VA and RHS loans. Step Rate and FHA Plus options available.  

 
Hampton Roads Regional Loan Fund 
Down Payment Assistance from federal HOME funds allocation, may be used with 
VHDA SPARC  

 
Federal Home Loan Bank of Atlanta-First-Time Homebuyer Program FHP 
Down Payment Assistance of up to $10,000 available through participating AHIP lender 
partners. Income limit 80% of area median income. 

 
JCC Employee Home Purchase Savings Program 
Down payment matching grants not to exceed $3000.  Income limit 110% of area median 
income. 
 
VHDA HomeStride 
Secondary financing up to $20,000, no interest or payment for first three years, payments 
begin in fourth year at 5% interest rate amortized over 27 years.  To be used with VHDA 
first mortgages. Income limit: $63,000 for 1 or 2 person households, $73,000 for 3 or 
more person household. 
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