
Planning Commission Agenda 
October 1, 2001 7:00 p.m. 

1. Roll Call 
2. Minutes - September 5, 2001 
3. DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE REPORT (Separate Attachment)  
4. Public Hearings 
 A. Case No. Z-5-00. New Town Office Building  

 

 Mr. Vernon Geddy, III, has applied on behalf of G-Square, Inc., to rezone 
approximately 1.6 acres from R-8, Rural Residential, with proffers and M-1, Limited 
Business/Industrial, to B-1, General Business, with proffers. A five-story office 
building is proposed to be constructed on this property which is located at the corner of 
Monticello Avenue and Ironbound Road Relocated. The property is more specifically 
identified as Parcel Nos. (1-53), (1-2A), a portion of (1-3E) and a portion of (1-50) on 
the James City County Real Estate Tax Map No. (38-4).  

 B. Case No. Z-3-01/SUP-19-01. New Town - Sections 2 and 4  

  

Mr. Alvin Anderson has applied on behalf of New Town Associates, LLC, to rezone 
approximately 80 acres from MU, Mixed Use, and R-8, Rural Residential, with 
proffers to MU, with proffers. Proposed construction includes approximately 620,000 
square feet of retail space, approximately 122,000 square feet of office and commercial 
space and approximately 525 residential units. The proposed net density for the project 
would be approximately 6.8 units an acre. The Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map 
designates this property for Mixed Use development. This property is located at the 
corner of Ironbound Road and Monticello Avenue and is more specifically identified 
as a portion of Parcel (1-50) on the James City County Real Estate Tax Map No. (38-
4).  

 C. Case No. Z-4-01/SUP-17-01. Prestonwood At Williamsburg Crossing 

  

Mr. James Bradford has applied on behalf of University Square Associates to rezone 
approximately 11 acres from B-1, General Business, to MU, Mixed Use, and to amend 
the existing special use permit for Williamsburg Crossing Shopping Center to 
accommodate 170 townhouse units. The property is located adjacent to the Winston 
Terrace subdivision and can be further identified as Parcel No. (22-20) on the James 
City County Real Estate Tax Map No. (48-1) and is designated Mixed Use on the 
Comprehensive Plan.  

 D. Case No. Z-5-01. Ford's Colony. 

  

Mr. Vernon Geddy, III, has applied on behalf of Realtec, Incorporated to amend 
proffers associated with the 1994 Ford's Colony rezoning. The amendment request 
would delete a restated proffer prohibiting access from Ford's Colony onto Lexington 
Drive or Country Club Drive.  

 E. Case No. SUP-2-01.  JCSA: Route 5 Water Main Installation  
5. Planning Director's Report 

6. Adjournment 
 

http://www.jamescitycountyva.gov/pdf/pcpdfs/pc2001/100101/minutes.pdf
http://www.jamescitycountyva.gov/pdf/pcpdfs/pc2001/100101/dir_rpt.pdf


A REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE COUNTY OF JAMES CITY,
VIRGINIA, WAS HELD ON THE FIFTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, TWO-THOUSAND AND ONE, AT
7:00 P.M. IN THE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER BOARD ROOM, 101-C MOUNTS BAY
ROAD, JAMES CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

1. ROLL CALL ALSO PRESENT
Martin Garrett John Horne, Development Manager
John Hagee Leo Rogers, Deputy County Attorney
Don Hunt Marvin Sowers, Planning Director
Wilford Kale Jill Schmidle, Senior Planner
Joe Poole Benjamin Thompson, Planner
Peggy Wildman

2. MINUTES

Upon a motion by Joe Poole, seconded by Peggy Wildman, the minutes of the August 6,
2001, meeting were approved by unanimous voice vote.

3. DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC)

John Hagee gave the report stating that the DRC reviewed four cases.  The first case was
for an exception under Sec. 24-200 of the Zoning Ordinance for the placement of underground
utilities at 8828 Barnes Road.  The second case was a request for a consideration of density
bonuses for Skiffes Creek Village development on Pocahontas Trail in Grove.  The third case was
for a request by the developer of Powhatan Village for a waiver from the ordinance requirement
that sidewalks be provided along internal streets.  The final case was a request for a setback
waiver for the proposed New Town office building at 4007 Ironbound Road.  He stated that the
DRC recommended approval of the first two cases and denial of the Powhatan Village request.
He stated that the DRC recommended approval for the New Town office building subject to the
New Town Design Review Board’s review and approval.
 

There being no questions, motion for approval was made by Peggy Wildman, seconded
by  Joe Poole.  In a unanimous voice vote, motion passed.

4. INTRODUCTION OF PDR ADMINISTRATOR

Marvin Sowers introduced Mike Drewry, Purchase of Development Rights Administrator,
to the Commission giving a brief history of his background and the role he will take in this new
position with the County.

5. CASE NO. SUP-2-01. JCSA: ROUTE 5 WATER MAIN INSTALLATION

Ben Thompson presented the staff report stating that Keith Letchworth, on behalf of the
James City Service Authority, requested a special use permit to allow for the installation of a 12"
water main along Route 5 right-of-way from the Seventh Day Adventist Church to the entrance of
Saint George’s Hundred.  He stated that the applicant had made changes to the initial special use
permit with some of those changes being made after the public hearing advertisement.  Staff
recommended that the Planning Commission defer this case until its October 1, 2001, meeting in
order to allow staff adequate review time and allow adequate public notification of the new
application.



Martin Garrett opened the public hearing.  There being no speakers, the public hearing was
closed and this case deferred to the October meeting.

6. CASE NO. SUP-15-01. WILLIAMSBURG POTTERY FACTORY - BLDG. 7
REPLACEMENT

Jill Schmidle presented the staff report stating that Richard Costello applied on behalf of
the Williamsburg Pottery Factory for a special use permit to allow the construction of a new retail
sales building of 6,750 square feet to replace an existing building of 5,750 square feet.  Staff
found the proposal to be consistent with the surrounding properties and uses and the
Comprehensive Plan and recommended that the Planning Commission recommend approval with
the conditions as outlined in the staff report.

Joe Poole stated he recalled that in a previous application submitted by the applicant, one
condition stated that instead of landscaping the perimeter of the building, those plantings would
be used along Richmond Road and asked what was the status of that project.

Jill Schmidle stated that the site plan for that project had just been submitted last week.

Joe Poole asked if there was the expectation attached to this application for additional
landscaping in order to enhance the Richmond Road entrance.

Jill Schmidle stated there was not a condition regarding transfer of plants because, after
consulting with the Landscaping Planner, it was determined that the transfer from the previous
SUP would maximize the planting potential along Richmond Road.

Martin Garrett opened the public hearing.

Richard Costello of AES and representing the applicant said he would be happy to answer
any questions of the Commission.

There being no questions of the Commission and no other speakers, the public hearing
was closed.

Joe Poole made a motion for approval with the suggested condition that the plants from
the previous approval be in place or bonded to insure that they are done before this building
replacement  proceeded.  

Leo Rogers stated one option would be to put a bond in place and some type of surety or
to place a condition on the SUP that no CO would be issued until all the landscape planting was
in place.

Joe Poole asked how the applicant felt about that condition being placed on the SUP.

Richard Costello stated the condition would be acceptable but asked if they used the word
equivalent since the plan that was recently submitted was not the same as the one the
Commission saw originally.  He stated the new plan was an upgrade of the entire frontage of the
road including fencing and entrance walls. 

Joe Poole suggested the wording “the equivalent as approved by the Director of Planning.”

Richard Costello agreed to the wording suggested.

Wilford Kale seconded the motion of Joe Poole and in a roll call vote, motion passed 6-0.



AYE: Poole, Hagee, Wildman, Hunt, Kale, Garrett (6); NAY: (0).

7. CASE NO. Z-2-01/MP-2-01. VIRGINIA UNITED METHODIST HOMES - WINDSORMEADE.

Jill Schmidle presented the staff report stating that since the August Planning Commission
meeting, the applicant had submitted additional information and revised proffers that addressed
the outstanding issues of staff.  Staff found that the revised cash proffer for water supply was
acceptable and that water and water availability were public policy issues to be discussed by the
Board of Supervisors at its September 12th work session.  Staff found that the moratorium proffer
was a public policy issue which also had significant private impact and that the Board of
Supervisors was the appropriate body to resolve this issue.  Staff recommended that the
Commission take one of two actions as outlined in the staff report.

Martin Garrett opened the public hearing.

Alvin Anderson of Kaufman and Canoles and representing the applicant gave a brief
timetable for the submittal of this application noting it could not be submitted until the New Town
Design Review Board consideration was concluded.   He stated the issues remaining at the last
meeting and those that he had discerned from the Commission since then, relate to noise, the
buffer, the emergency access road from Jesters Lane to the facility, and water.
He concluded by requesting that the Commission forward this application to the Board of
Supervisors and asked for those in the audience who supported this application to please stand.

Mitchell Byrd of 115 Copse Way and a resident of the community for the past 46 years said
he hoped to spend his remaining years in the community and that was why he was a perspective
resident of the proposed WindsorMeade Community.  He spoke to the needs of the community
and the needs for future senior citizens regarding this concept of living.  He encouraged the
Commission to forward this to the Board of Supervisors.

Richard Boggs of 105 Butler, also a perspective resident of  the WindsorMeade
Community, spoke in support of this application stating that this proposal would be a positive
impact to the County.

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

Martin Garrett commented that it had been at least eight years since staff and the
Commission requested the Board of Supervisors to provide them with a policy with respect to
proffers.   He said that any policy could be termed an impact fee and stated there have been
committees to study cash proffers and impact fees and presentations from other jurisdictions and
their experience of using impact fees yet the County continues to be indolent.  He made a motion
to accept the recommendation by staff to act on the proposal based upon land use factors and
allow the case to proceed to the Board of Supervisors while the Board determines future public
policy.  He felt that water was not the only issue and it was not fair to staff or the Commission to
attempt to extract proffers on a case-by-case basis with no criteria as a guideline.

Joe Poole seconded the motion and commented that he was pleased with the progress
of the proffers and the significant enhancements to eliminating the sunset clause on water
mitigation.  He was also pleased with the proffer assurances and suggestions that there would be
an enhanced buffer along Route 199 and the resolution to the Jesters Lane neighbors with the
elimination of the construction entrance and the lighting and noise impacts that were sufficiently
addressed through the proffers.  He said he was very supportive of the application as submitted.

Wilford Kale found it difficult to separate water from consideration of the issue.  He said



if the Commission forwards this proposal to the Board and they decide to make any decision
relating to proffers, the Board would then have the opportunity to send this case back to the
Commission. He said because of that and because what he believed to be an honest and straight
forward proposal from the developer, he supported Martin Garrett’s motion.

Peggy Wildman said she supported this proposal not only because of the quality of the
application but for the entire concept of continuing care facility noting that she had the opportunity
to visit the Cedarfield facility in Richmond.  

John Hagee applauded staff for the approach they took on this project, particularly in
dealing with land use issues.

Don Hunt concurred with John Hagee and other Commission members and stated that the
policy issue regarding water should be addressed by the Board and at this time the Commission
had been assured by Larry Foster of James City Service Authority that the recent projects before
the Commission were viable and he fully supported the motion.

In a roll call vote, motion passed (6-0).  AYE: Poole, Hagee, Wildman, Hunt, Kale, Garrett
(6); NAY: (0).

8. PLANNING COMMISSION ANNUAL REPORT

Marvin Sowers presented the Planning Commission’s Annual Report stating it was a similar
report to the previous year which had been substantially revised making it more user friendly and
informative to the general public.  He asked that the Commission make a recommendation of
approval of this report and if approved, it would be presented by Martin Garrett to the Board of
Supervisors at its joint work session with the Commission on October 2, 2001.  

John Hagee commented that all of the cases listed were major cases and asked if there
was a differentiation between major and minor cases, noting Hogan Day Care and Miss Vickie’s
Day Care were listed as major cases.

Marvin Sowers stated those case were listed because they dealt with major policy issues
or were controversial within the community or were otherwise noteworthy and not something that
was a routine case.  

9.  ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the September 5, 2001, meeting adjourned at
approximately 7:50 p.m.  

____________________________ ___________________________
Martin A. Garrett, Chair Marvin Sowers, Secretary



Rezoning 5-00
New Town Office Building
Staff Report for the October 1, 2001, Planning Commission Public Hearing

This staff report is prepared by the James City County Planning Division to provide information to
the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to assist them in making a recommendation
on this application.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested in this
application.

PUBLIC HEARINGS Building C Board Room; County Government Complex

Planning Commission: October 1, 2001; November 5, 2001     7:00 p.m.
Board of Supervisors: December 11, 2001    7:00 p.m. (Tentative)

SUMMARY FACTS

Applicant: Mr. Vernon Geddy, III

Proposal: Rezone the property from R-8, with proffers and M-1, to B-1,
General Business, with proffers to allow for the construction of a 5-
story office building

Location: At the intersection of Monticello Ave and Ironbound Road Relocated

Tax Map ID: A portion of parcel (1-3E), (1-50), (1-2A) and (1-53) on the James
City County Real Estate Tax Map No. (38-4)

Primary Service Area: Inside

Existing Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential and M-1, Limited Business/Industrial

Comprehensive Plan: Mixed Use

Surrounding Zoning: North: across Monticello, are undeveloped parcels zoned R-8. 
West: the Route 199/Monticello interchange. 
East: the New Quarter Industrial/Office Park and other mostly
vacant parcels zoned M-1. 
South: the Mount Pleasant Church (zoned R8), a vacant parcel, and
the Ironbound Road mini-storage, which are on property zoned B-1,
General Business.

Staff Contact: Paul D. Holt, III Phone:  253-6685

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The applicant has been working with the New Town Design Review Board (DRB) to finalize design
details of this project. That process is still on-going and, subsequently, the applicant has requested
a deferral until the November 5, 2001, meeting. Staff concurs with the applicant’s request and
recommends deferral.



Attachment: Deferral request letter





Rezoning 3-01
New Town - Sections 2 & 4
Staff Report for the October 1, 2001, Planning Commission Public Hearing

This staff report is prepared by the James City County Planning Division to provide information to
the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to assist them in making a recommendation
on this application.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested in this
application.

PUBLIC HEARINGS Building C Board Room; County Government Complex

Planning Commission: October 1, 2001   7:00 p.m.
Board of Supervisors: December 11, 2001   7:00 p.m. (Tentative)

SUMMARY FACTS

Applicants: Mr. Alvin P. Anderson and Mr. Paul W. Gerhardt of Kaufman &
Canoles 

Land Owner: New Town Associates, LLC

Proposal: To rezone approximately 80 acres to Mixed Use (MU), with proffers.
If approved, currently proposed construction includes approximately
620,000 square feet of retail space, approximately 122,000 square
feet of office and commercial space and approximately 525
residential units

Location: At the intersection of Ironbound Road and Monticello Road
(northwest corner), across from the Courthouse

Tax Map ID: (38-4)(1-50)

Primary Service Area: Inside

Existing Zoning: Rural Residential (R-8), with proffers and an approved Master Plan,
and Mixed Use (MU), with proffers

Comprehensive Plan: Mixed Use

Surrounding Zoning: North and West: Other undeveloped lands zoned R8, with proffers
East: Undeveloped land within the City limits
South: The Courthouse, AVI, and the new Post Office

Staff Contact: Paul D. Holt, III Phone:  253-6685

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

There are many outstanding issues associated with this proposal. A synopsis of these issues is
contained in this report. While the applicant continues to work to address these items, staff
recommends deferral until the November 5, 2001, meeting.



Z-3-01. New Town - Sections 2 & 4
October 1, 2001

Page 2

Brief History and Description of the Entire Project
(most of the qualitative project description comes from the previously adopted Design Guidelines)

Development of the Plan

In August, 1995, James City County and the C.C. Casey Limited Company sponsored parallel
design competitions for a Courthouse and Town Plan, respectively, to be located on approximately
600 acres known as the “Casey” property. In December, 1997, a rezoning was approved with a
Master Plan and design guidelines based on the winning competition Town Plan (see below).

The completion of the Route 199 Extension and Monticello Avenue Extension have made the
Casey Property both easily accessible and a center of regional activity. Indeed, the 2001 traffic
counts taken by the County indicate that Monticello Avenue, in front of the Courthouse, handles
16,158 traffic trips per day.

The Winning Town Plan

The winning town plan, chosen from among 99 entries worldwide, was submitted by Michel
Dionne, Paul Milana and Christopher Stienon of New York City. The program includes several civic
facilities, 600,000 s.f of regional and community retail, 400,000 s.f. of office and 2,000 residential
units of varying types. The plan locates a civic green at the southeast corner of the site where it
becomes central to the larger Williamsburg region and a gateway to the town. A retail square is
the focus of the mixed use town center. The neighborhoods are composed of a simple street and
block pattern which accommodates alleys and permits a variety of lot sizes and housing types.
The public spaces of the plan connect to the regional system of public open space so that the new
town becomes an urban extension and center for the region.

Previous County Action

Using the winning town plan as a launching pad, on March 24, 1997, an application was filed to
rezone the Casey Tract from M-1 and R-8 (Case No. Z-4-97). Proposed was a rezoning of
approximately 16 acres of the Plan (Section 1) to MU, with proffers to allow for some initial and
immediate construction. The 16 acres excluded the 11.5 acre Courthouse site which was being
processed under a separate application (Case No. Z-10-97). The Courthouse site application
requested a rezoning from M-1 and R-8 to Mixed Use (MU). The remainder of the Casey Tract
(547 acres) was proposed to be rezoned to R-8, with proffers. The purpose of the R-8 zoning was
to bind the remainder of the property to the Proffers and Master Plan, which set maximum
densities, major roads, major open spaces and types of uses. Under the proffers, the R-8 area
could not actually be developed until further rezoning to MU. The purpose for this was to
implement the full development gradually. Also, by rezoning areas separately, the Planning
Commission and Board will have the opportunity to gauge proposed development against  current
situations (in an attempt to best mitigate impacts) and to evaluate the proposed development
against the Master Plan, the proffers and the design guidelines.
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Following a public review of the proposal, public hearings before the Planning Commission, and
two worksessions, the two proposed rezonings (the Courthouse and Section 1) to MU and the
rezoning to R-8, setting forth the binding master plan and proffers (which included the design
guidelines) were approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 22, 1997.

Section 1 approved uses included 146,000 square feet for Institutional and Public Uses (80,000
s.f. for the Courthouse and 66,000 s.f. for a church); 60,00 square feet for Office,
Institutional/Office Mixed Uses, or Office/Commercial Mixed Uses; and 3.5 acres for Open Space.

Vision and Structure of the Master Plan

The approved Master Plan is founded on these set of principles to ensure that the development
will ultimately create a vital and cherished mixed use center. Primarily, this town should
“encompass a more urban and humanistic approach to the design of buildings and public spaces”
than the more common suburban patterns. The town should be practical from economic and
infrastructure standpoints, environmentally responsive and flexible in a changing market. The town
should demonstrate design and development concepts that compliment the best aspects of
surrounding land uses and neighborhoods.

Throughout the adopted guidelines, references to a “village character” are used. Traditionally, a
village is large enough in scale to convey a sense of place and community to its residents and
visitors, but small enough to possess definite boundaries or edges. A village has a center with a
mix of uses (including residential) and is organized about a system of interconnecting streets and
public open spaces. A village is a pedestrian environment. Uses orient toward streets and public
open spaces, avoiding enclave development, where parking is accommodated on the streets or
behind the building. A village is walkable, with centers of activity or public spaces usually within
a 10 minute walk from residential areas and consists of a density of development which encourage
proximity of uses.  

The approved Master Plan consists of 13 Sections, divided up into a Mixed Use Town Center
(Section 4), the Northern and Southern Civic Districts (Sections 3 and 1, respectively), the Retail
Center (Section 2), the Gateway Commercial District (Sections 9, 10, and 11), the Office District
(Section 6), the Industrial District (Section 5) and Residential Neighborhood Areas (Sections 6, 7,
8, 12 and 13).

Section 1 has already been approved by the Board of Supervisors and is discussed in greater
detail below. The proposed uses in Sections 2 through 13 range from single family residential to
multifamily residential, from small retail stores and offices to moderately sized anchor stores and
office complexes, and from institutional uses to industrial uses.  Rather than set finite square
footages and dwelling uses for each use in each section, the adopted master plan establishes
certain uses for each section and then describes in tables the maximum square footages and
dwelling units which would occur under two market scenarios. 

The first scenario assumes the residential uses are built out to their maximum extent, whereas the
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second scenario assumes non-residential uses are built out to their maximum extent. This system
is intended to provide flexibility in determining the mix of residential and non-residential uses in
each section. The results for the entire development (including Section 1) are summarized below:

Maximum Residential Scenario Maximum Non-Residential Scenario
Residential                        2,622 dwelling units                           1,731 dwelling units
Non-residential 1,526,500 square feet                        2,239,000 square feet

Plan Flexibility

The plan calls for a simple system of streets and blocks which allow the plan to easily adapt to
change of use, density or the addition of adjacent land. There are two different block types; larger
blocks at the mixed use center with large central areas for parking and a mix of uses at the
perimeter, and various sized rectangular residential blocks which may accommodate alleys platted
in small increments. Each block type is flexible and can accommodate a variety of uses. The larger
blocks are designed to conceal the amount of parking associated with commercial uses, whereas
small blocks are suited for small lot residential uses.

Within the mixed use center, any particular block may contain a mix of office, retail, institutional,
or residential uses provided the buildings are built at the perimeter of the block and there is
sufficient parking in and around the block to satisfy parking requirements for that block. Density
is related to available parking which can be increased through the use of parking decks on larger
blocks should economic conditions permit. Residential densities can be increased by reducing lot
size or by an increase in multi-family residential types.

The most flexible area of the plan is outside the commercial areas where various combinations
of residential lots will determine the type of housing unit that can be built.

The Design Guidelines

Presented with the Plan were design guidelines. The purpose of the guidelines is to implement
the vision of the winning town plan.

The guidelines establish criteria for cohesive and orderly development of the site. They establish
standards for site planning, building placement, visual character and landscape design. These
standards (and a process for review of each subsequent development application) will ensure that
all sites are developed with a consistent level of quality from phase to phase as the project builds
out over time.

The plan comprises neighborhoods, each focused about a group of streets and open spaces.
These streets and spaces provide the setting for a great variety of commercial, civic and
residential uses, and their character will be derived from the buildings that front on them. Thus,
a goal of the guidelines is to establish a level of consistency, quality, coherence and harmony in
the design of buildings within the town. Buildings are to be “good neighbors,” relating to each other
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in making places within each neighborhood. 

The guidelines will also establish a process from which to review and approve proposed
development. This process will ensure that all sites are developed consistent with the quality which
initially attracts one to this community.

The Design Review Board (DRB)

In the proffers for the 1997 rezoning, there was established a Design Review Board. The purpose
of this Board is to review specific design proposals for conformance with the intent of the adopted
Master Plan and the design guidelines.

The Board consists of 5 members, two selected by the property owner, two selected by the
County, and one selected by the four members. Of the two members each selected by the owner
and County, one such member must be a professional in one of the following fields: architecture,
engineering, land planning, environmental consulting or landscape architecture. The fifth member
of the DRB must also be in one of these selected professions. 

The DRB reviews all subdivision plats, site plans, landscaping plan, architectural plans and
elevations and other development plans, including Mixed Use Master Plans and requests for
rezoning, for consistency with the Master Plan and design guidelines. Per the existing proffers on
the property, the County shall not be required to review any development plans not receiving the
approval of the DRB. The DRB currently meets once a month (the third Thursday) to review plans
and proposals. A greater outline of the DRB process and procedures is attached.

The DRB has reviewed the proposed Master Plan and Design Guidelines for Sections 2 & 4 and
have approved them for conformance with the adopted Master Plan and design guidelines.

Current Proposal

The current request is to rezone approximately 80 acres in Sections 2 and 4 from R-8, with
proffers, to MU, with proffers.

Section 2 is located at the corner of Monticello Avenue and Ironbound Road. The area proposes
a Civic Square, Pecan Square, Court Square and up to 245,000 square feet of commercial,
institutional, and/or office space. 

The Civic Green is to act as the visual gateway or corner piece into the main street of the town
from the east, south and west. Its character is two-fold, split by two major user groups. Where
commercial and retail buildings to the north border it, its character is that of an active, urban
gathering space. Primarily an area consisting of built improvements (hardscape), it is to contain
similar materials and elements found in urban plazas or village open spaces. Such elements might
include water features, flagpoles, monuments or small open structures. On the other corner, at the
street intersection, the character of the Civic Green becomes more passive with less users but
capturing more off-site visual interest. This portion of the Civic Green is to be primarily green.
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Within the Court Square lies the main entrance into the Town from Monticello Avenue. Its
character involves a natural setting, village entry point and pedestrian gathering space.

The Pecan Square is to serve as a gateway to the village from Ironbound Road. Seven existing
large pecan trees are to be preserved.

Section 4 is immediately adjacent to Section 2. Proposed is the Village Square, the Village Green,
525-873 residential units (consisting of multifamily apartments and multifamily condominium units),
and 227,500-480,000 square feet of commercial, institutional, and/or office space.

The Village Square is the center stage of all activity within the mixed-use town center. It is
intended to be a multi-purpose public open space surrounded predominantly by two and three
story mixed-use commercial buildings of varying sizes. These buildings will consist predominately
of ground floor retail with second and third story residential and office spaces. Retail, office and
higher density residential uses line the streets that lead to and from the square. The Village
Square may be thought of as the town’s core where shops, restaurants, small businesses,
theaters and living units come together to form a lively and entertaining centerpiece. 

The Village Green is to have a character separate from that of the Village Square. The Village
Green would be primarily landscaping and open space (softscape) and should be designed to
encourage passive activities as an amenity to the nearby residential uses. Shade trees, planting
beds, fountains, and seating areas are encouraged elements of the open space. 

Private Streets

Street design within all of New Town is based on street design cross sections contained with the
design guidelines. The cross sections include street trees, medians, and pedestrian/bicycle
facilities. All streets within Sections 2 & 4 have the potential to be privately owned and maintained
(non-gated); however, the intention is that all streets will be publicly owned, maintained, and
constructed to VDOT standards, unless VDOT will not approve the streets as substantially
described with the Guidelines. Only in this circumstance would the streets be private. 

Differences between the Adopted Plan and the Current Proposal

The current proposal for Sections 2 & 4 is generally consistent with the adopted Master Plan and
original design guidelines. Several minor edits have been made to the design guidelines to allow
for greater flexibility, based on market conditions, but as mentioned above, the DRB has approved
the changes as being substantially consistent with the original vision. Two proposed changes need
highlighting. 

First, the size, shape and character of the Civic Green has been altered. As originally envisioned,
the Civic Green serves as the symbolic front door to the new town and the “address” of the
courthouse complex. It was a linear park stretching from the intersection of Ironbound Road and
Monticello, down to Court Square. The character of the Civic Green was that of a town meeting
space and primarily lawn with selected specimen trees. Flagpoles, monuments, water features or
small open structures may have occurred within the Civic Green.  
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As currently proposed, the Civic Green would still act as the visual gateway or corner piece into
the main street of the town from the east, south and west. A large grouping of deciduous street
trees will define both the Civic Green and the edges of Monticello Avenue and Ironbound Road.
Its character is two-fold, split by two major user groups. Where commercial and retail buildings to
the north border it, its character is that of an active, urban gathering space. Primarily an area of
hardscape, as mentioned previously, it is to now contain similar materials and elements found in
urban plazas or village open spaces. On the other corner, at the street intersection, the character
of the Civic Green becomes more passive with less users but capturing more off-site visual
interest. This portion of the Civic Green is to be primarily green, with areas of landscaping acting
as both a visual and spatial edge of the urban plaza, allowing views into and off of the site.
Originally just under two acres in size, it is now proposed to be approximately 0.7 acres in size.

Second, the size, shape and character of the original Village Green has been altered. Originally
proposed as a larger block surrounded predominately by ground floor retail with office and
residential as second floor uses, it is now proposed to be split into two separate, smaller spaces
known as the “Village Green” and the “Village Square.” The Village Square would retain the
primarily ground floor retail function of the original Village Green, while the new Village Green and
the surrounding uses would be primarily residential in nature. 

Summary of the Currently Outstanding Issues

The applicant is currently working on a myriad of issues. Generally, these include:

- making final adjustments to the master sewer and stormwater management plans;
- developing final proffers to mitigate recreation, library, transit and school impacts;
- developing final proffers to mitigate water and school impacts;
- finalizing design plans and right of way issues for Ironbound Road improvements;
- considering changes housing diversity;
- making final updates to the Fiscal Impact Study; and
- determining ownership and basic design elements of the Civic and other open spaces.

Surrounding Development and Zoning

The surrounding property is a mix of institutional, residential and commercial uses, with residential
being the predominant use. Eastern State Hospital, which is zoned R-2, is located to the north of
the Casey property. Also to the north are existing industrial properties along Tewning Road. Ford’s
Colony planned community is found to the north and west, as is a relatively small amount of R-8
property. Additional R-8 property developed with residences is found along Jester’s Lane, on the
western edge of the Casey property. Monticello Marketplace, part of the Powhatan planned
community, and a residential subdivision are located to the west and south of the overall master
planned area. On the eastern side of Route 199, the southern boundary is primarily industrial with
New Quarter Industrial Park and undeveloped M-1 property. This undeveloped M-1 property is
shown on the overall master plan; however, it is not part of New Town. To the east are additional
residences, including the Ironbound Square neighborhood, a continuation of the College Woods
property, and several commercial uses along Ironbound Road.

Staff believes all sections of the proposed development, including Sections 2 and 4, are
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compatible with surrounding zoning and development. In general nonresidential areas of the
proposed development are located away from existing residential communities or are focused
internally. In addition, the overall master plan concentrates its more dense residential uses in the
central part of the development, with some multi-family allowed along Monticello Avenue.

Comprehensive Plan

The 1997 Comprehensive Plan shows the entire master planned area, which includes all the
property requested for rezoning, as Mixed Use on the Land Use map. The Comprehensive Plan
states that mixed use areas:

S are centers within the PSA where higher density development, redevelopment, and/or a
broader spectrum of use is encouraged,

S are intended to maximize the economic development potential of these areas by providing
areas primarily for more intensive commercial, office, and limited industrial uses when
located at or near the intersections of major thoroughfares,

S are intended to provide flexibility in design and land uses in order to protect and enhance
the character of the area, and

S require nearby police and fire protection, arterial road access, access to public utilities,
large sites, environmental features such as soils and topography suitable for intense
development, and proximity to large population centers.

The mixed use land designation further states that moderate to high density residential uses could
be encourage in Mixed Use area where such development would compliment and be harmonious
with existing and potential development. The timing and intensity of commercial development at
a particular site are controlled by the maintenance of an acceptable level of service for roads and
other public services, the availability and capacity of public utilities, and the resulting mix of uses
in a particular area. Master plans, if not required, are encouraged. The consideration of
development proposals in Mixed Uses areas should focus on the development potential of a given
area compared to the area’s infrastructure and the relation of the proposal to the existing and
proposed mix of land uses and their development impacts. During the 1997  Comprehensive Plan
update, staff added language to recognize that some Mixed Use areas are primarily intended to
provide flexibility in design and land uses rather than primarily provide for more intensive
nonresidential uses. The winning competition plan for the Casey property had been selected prior
to the addition of this language, and it was intended that the Casey property would be one of the
several properties to which this language applied.

More specifically, the Casey property and immediately surrounding properties are referenced in
a separate mixed use description in the 1997 Comprehensive Plan. This description was reviewed
during the 1997 Comprehensive Plan update and was intended to generally support the
implementation of the winning town plan from the design competition. It states:

S The principal suggested uses are a mixture of commercial office and limited industrial
uses, with some residential uses as secondary uses;

S Future development in this area will be conditioned on the construction of Route 199, the
extension of Monticello Avenue, and the interchange at the intersection of these two roads;
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and
S The development in this areas should be governed by a detailed Master Plan which

provides guidelines for street, building, and open space design and construction which
complements the scale, architecture, and urban pattern found in the City of Williamsburg.

The other primary consideration in the Comprehensive Plan for this master planned area is its
location in the New Town Community Character Area (CCA) and along the Monticello Avenue,
Ironbound Road, and Route 199 Community Character Corridors (CCC). The New Town CCA
generally calls for a superior design which provides a balanced mixture of businesses, shops, and
residences in close proximity to one another in an urban environment. It also describes more
specific design standards to which development in that area should adhere. The Ironbound Road
CCC and Monticello Avenue CCC are primarily suburban/urban in nature along the Casey borders,
and as such, the built environment, formal landscaping, and pedestrian amenities should dominate
the streetscapes in these corridors.

Staff finds that Sections 2 & 4, and the remaining sections are consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan land use and CCC designation, given the uses and densities proposed in the master plan
and the standards set forth in the design guidelines. Moreover, the design guidelines establish
“comprehensive plans” for the Monticello Avenue and Ironbound Road corridors which meet the
intent of the CCC language in the Comprehensive Plan. 

Recommendation

There are many outstanding issues associated with this proposal. While the applicant continues
to work to address these items, staff recommends deferral until the November 5, 2001, meeting.

Attached for the Commission’s use is a copy of the proposed 2 & 4 plans, the Updated Community
Impact Statement, the Updated Traffic Impact Study, and the revised Design Guidelines as
applicable to Sections 2 & 4.

For the November 5, 2001, staff report, staff will be providing updated project proposal
information, proffers as submitted by the applicant as well as an evaluation of those proffers, an
evaluation of the traffic study with Virginia Department of Transportation comment, and the fiscal
impact study.

__________________________
Paul D. Holt, III

Attachments:

1. New Town DRB letter, dated June 21, 2001
2. A copy of the Board of Supervisors staff report for the original project, for both the public

hearing and for both worksessions, dated October 14, 1997, and October 28, 1997
3. Land-Use and Density Tabulation (Table 1) for the Residential Scenario and the

Residential Density Derivation Methodology (Chart A) from the approved 1997 Master Plan
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4. Land-Use and Density Tabulation (Table 2) for the Non-Residential Scenario and the
Resultant Net Residential Density (Chart B) from the approved 1997 Master Plan

Separate Attachments:

1. 1997 Adopted New Town Master Plan
(continued on next page)
2. Proposed Master Plan - 24"x36" 
3. 11x17 Proposed Master Plan and illustrative plans (spiral bound packet)
4. Community Impact Statement 
5. Proposed Design Guidelines for Sections 2 & 4 
6. Traffic Study Information
7. DRB “Design Review Process”     

































































































































































Rezoning/SUP Z-04-01, SUP-17-01. Prestonwood at Williamsburg Crossing 
Staff Report for the October 1, 2001, Planning Commission’s Public Hearing 
This staff report is prepared by the James City County Planning Division to provide information to the 
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to assist them in making a recommendation on this 
application.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested in this application. 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS Building C Board Room; County Government Complex at 7:00 p.m.   
Planning Commission: October 1, 2001  
Board of Supervisors: November 13, 2001, tentative  
 
SUMMARY FACTS 
Applicant: James Bradford on behalf of University Square Associates 
 
Proposed Use: 170 Townhouse Units.  This requires a rezoning and an amendment 

to the approved Master Plan (SUP-2-93) for Williamsburg Crossing. 
SUP-2-93 limits the total number of residential units to 198.  The 
proposed Master Plan has a total of 330 residential units.  The 
proposed Master Plan would include 484,640 square feet of 
commercial/office, 51,025 square feet less than is proposed per the 
existing Master Plan. 

 
Location: The residential community is located on 11.2 acres behind the 

existing retail stores at Williamsburg Crossing Shopping Center and 
adjacent to the Winston Terrace subdivision.  The site is located 
within the Williamsburg Crossing site and would be accessed via 
Kings Way Drive and the new access road behind the shopping 
center. 

 
Tax Map/Parcel: (48-1)(22-20) 
 
Existing Zoning: General Business (B-1) 
 
Proposed Zoning: Mixed Use 
 
Comprehensive Plan: Mixed Use 
 
Surrounding Zoning: General Residential (R-2) and General Business (B-1) 
 
Staff Contact: Karen Drake            Phone: 253-6685 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The applicant has requested a 30-day deferral of this project.  Staff concurs with the applicant’s 
request and recommends a deferral until the November 5, 2001 Planning Commission meeting.    
 
 
Attached: 

1. Site Map 
2. September 21, 2001 letter from Calvin Davis.   

 

    







Rezoning 5-01.  Ford’s Colony  
Staff Report for the October 1, 2001, Planning Commission Public Hearing  
 
This staff report is prepared by the James City County Planning Division to provide information to 
the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to assist them in making a recommendation 
on this application.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested in this 
application. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS  County Government Complex 
Planning Commission:  October 1, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room 
Board of Supervisors:  Undetermined 
 
SUMMARY FACTS 
 
Applicant:   Mr. Vernon Geddy, III 
 
Land Owner:   Realtec Incorporated 
 
Proposed Use:  Amendment to Ford’s Colony’s current Proffers by deleting 

Proffer no. 4 of the Amended and Restated Ford’s Colony 
Proffers dated September 29, 1995 made by Realtec 
Incorporated.  Proffer no. 4 states, “No Access.  Owner 
shall not provide access from Ford’s Colony onto 
Lexington Drive or Country Club Drive.”  

 
Location:   Beginning at the intersection of Longhill Road and Country 

Club Drive and following the extent of Country Club Drive 
and the adjoining Lexington Drive.  

 
Tax Map/Parcel:  (32-3)(1-11) 
 
Primary Service Area:  Inside 
 
Existing Zoning:  R-4, Residential Planned Community with proffers 
 
Comprehensive Plan:  Low-Density Residential 
 
Staff Contact:   Ben Thompson - Phone:  253-6685 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
The Applicant has requested deferral of this application from the October 1, 2001 
Planning Commission meeting until the November 5, 2001 meeting.  Staff concurs with 
the applicant and recommends the deferral request be granted. 

 





Special Use Permit 2-01.  JCSA- Route 5 Water Main Installation  
Staff Report for the October 1, 2001, Planning Commission Public Hearing  
 
This staff report is prepared by the James City County Planning Division to provide information to the Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to assist them in making a recommendation on this application.  It may 
be useful to members of the general public interested in this application. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS  County Government Complex 
 
Planning Commission:  March 5, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room (deferred until  
    4/02/01) 
    April 2, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room (indefinite deferral)  

September 5, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room (deferred until 
10/01/01) 
October 1, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room 

Board of Supervisors:  November 13, 2001, 7:00 p.m. Building C Board Room 
 
SUMMARY FACTS 
 
Applicant:   Mr. Keith Letchworth, on behalf of James City Service Authority  
 
Land Owner:   James City Service Authority and Potomac Conference Corporation 
 
Proposed Use:  Installation of a 12” water main along Route 5 right-of-way and two 

pressure release valves.   
 
Location:   The water main will begin along Seventh Day Adventist Church’s 

east property line and extend to Route 5.  The line will then run along 
Route 5 within VDOT right-of-way to St. George’s Hundred’s eastern 
property line.  Pressure reduction valves will be placed at the 
intersection of Greensprings Plantation Drive and Route 5 and at the 
eastern property line of the Seventh Day Adventist Church.   

 
Tax Map/Parcel:  (46-2) VDOT right-of-way and (46-1)(1-2B) Seventh Day Adventist 

Church 
 
Primary Service Area:  Inside 
 
Existing Zoning:  R-1, Limited Residential and R-8, Rural Residential;  
 
Comprehensive Plan:  Low-Density Residential 
 
Staff Contact:   Ben Thompson - Phone:  253-6685 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff finds this proposal to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and consistent with previous 
actions taken by the Board of Supervisors.  Staff recommends that the Planning Commission 
approve the special use permit with the conditions listed in the staff report. 
 
History 
 



The James City Service Authority has provided the following history on this application.  The 
development along Route 5 has created a significant demand for water.  This area is currently 
serviced with an eight inch main which runs through St. George’s Hundred.  The size of the current 
main has created a “choking” situation, which inhibits the fire and regular through flow of water. 
JCSA proposes installing a 12” inch water main extension and pressure release valves to service 
the area.  This proposed improvement would serve to eliminate this problem allowing adequate 
water flow during peak times.    
 
Description of Project 
 
JCSA proposes installing approximately 2,300 linear feet of 12” water line along Route 5.  The 
proposed improvements are to be installed along and inside the west property line of the Seventh 
Day Adventist Church Property, where a pressure release valve will be installed and connect into an 
existing line that runs through St. George’s Hundred.  The new line will run east from the Seventh 
Day Adventist Church property within Route 5 right-of-way, between 4 and 8 feet from the edge of 
pavement, to an existing pressure release valve and the subdivision’s east property line.  An 
additional pressure release valve will be installed within Route 5 right-of-way at the southwest 
corner of the Route 5/ Greensprings Plantation Drive intersection.  Water facilities, including 
transmissions mains, which are not accessory to an existing or proposed development, require a 
special use permit.    
 
Surrounding Zoning and Development 
 
The zoning districts that surround this installation include, R-1, Limited Residential, R-2, General 
Residential, R-4 Residential Planned Community, and R-8, Rural Residential.  The R-1, Limited 
Residential area is developed as the St. George’s Hundred subdivision. 
 
Physical Features & Environmental Considerations 
 
There are three portions of the proposed project.  The first is an extension from an existing water 
line, which lies on the Seventh Day Adventist Church’s property.  This section will require a 15 feet 
cleared area through a portion of the Route 5 buffer along the property line.  This cut will be lined 
with grass pavers to maintain a green buffer while allowing minimal necessary access to maintain 
the pressure reduction valve.  The second proposed improvement along Route 5 will be entirely 
within the Virginia Department of Transportation right of way.  The third improvement will be a 
pressure reduction valve across from Greensprings Plantation Road in VDOT right-of-way.  Most of 
these sections of Route 5 are cleared to provide access to existing utilities but contain clusters of 
pines and a few single cedars, dogwoods, and hollies.  However, this vegetation is outside the 
proposed construction area of 4 to 8 feet from the edge of pavement.  JCSA does not expect to 
remove any of the trees along Route 5.  In the event any tree, bush, or shrub is damaged during 
construction, staff has drafted a special use permit condition that would require the applicant to 
replace the vegetation with one of equal type as approved by the Planning Director. 
 
Traffic Impacts 
 
No specific schedule has been set for the construction of the proposed water main and pressure 
reduction valves.  During construction, traffic along both east and westbound lanes along Route 5 
would be affected.  Traffic will be slowed by an alternating direction signal lane adjacent to the area 
under construction along the corridor.  All construction will occur during off peak hours between 
9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to minimize the impact on the surrounding community. 
 



Public Utilities 
 
The property is within the Primary Service Area (PSA).  The Comprehensive Plan defines the 
Primary Service Area as areas presently provided with public water and sewer and high levels of 
other public services, as well as areas expected to receive such services over the next 20 years.  
Promoting efficiency in the delivery of public services is an important concept in the Comprehensive 
Plan.  The PSA concept encourages efficient utilization of public facilities and services and 
promotes public health and safety.  The proposed water main would connect to an existing water 
line, and would improve fire flow as well as provide connections to public water. 
 
 
Comprehensive Plan Considerations 
 
Land Use Designation 
The Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map designates this area as Low Density Residential.  Low 
Density Residential areas are located inside the Primary Service Areas where public utilities and 
services exist or are expected to be expanded to serve the area over the next twenty years. 
 
Aesthetics 
No drainage structures will need to be relocated as a result of this proposed project.  However, as 
stated previously, any unanticipated damage that occurs to the minimal vegetation will be mitigated 
with vegetation of an equal type as approved by the Director of Planning. 
 
Historical and Archaeological Impact 
There are no known archaeological or historic sites as indicated by the James City County 
Archaeological Assessment.  Because the project is within an area previously disturbed by road 
construction, the probability of any significant finds is minimal. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff finds this proposal to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and consistent with previous 
actions taken by the Board of Supervisors.  Staff recommends that the Planning Commission 
approve the special use permit with the following conditions. 
 

 
1. All required permits and easements shall be acquired prior to the commencement of 

construction.  If construction has not commenced on the project within twenty-four (24) 
months from the date of issuance of the special use permit, the permit shall become void.  
Construction shall be defined as clearing, grading, and excavation of trenches necessary for 
the force main. 

 
2. For pipeline construction adjacent to existing development, adequate dust and siltation 

control measures shall be taken to prevent adverse effects on the adjacent property.  It is 
intended that the present and future results of the proposed force main do not create 
adverse effects on the public health, safety, comfort, convenience, or value of the 
surrounding property and uses thereon. 

  
3. The applicant shall not remove any trees, bushes and shrubs along the force main corridor 

unless approved by the Planning Director.  Trees, bushes, and shrubs damaged during 



construction shall be replaced with a tree, bush, or shrub of equal type as approved by the 
Planning Director.  

  
4. 

within the St. George’s Hundred 
Subdivision between the hours of 5 p.m. and 7 a.m.  

 
5. 

he Planning Director.  The 
driveway access clearing shall not be wider than fifteen feet.  

 
6. n of any word, phrase, clause, 

sentence, or paragraph shall invalidate the remainder. 

Construction vehicles and/or equipment shall not be parked or stored on Greensprings 
Plantation Road, Monticello Avenue Extended, or 

Grass pavers shall be used to surface maintenance driveways within the Route 5 buffer.  
Alternative forms of driveway materials shall be approved by t

This special use permit is not severable.  Invalidatio

 
 
 
 
 
         Benjamin A. Thompson 
 
 
 
Attachment 
 Location Map 
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PLANNING DIRECTOR’S REPORT

OCTOBER, 2001

This report summarizes the status of selected Planning Division activities during the last 30 days.

1. Master Greenways  Plan.  The Greenways Advisory Committee (including Planning
Commissioner Peggy Wildman) is currently engaged in an overall education process and
formalizing ideas about potential greenways opportunities. The next Community Focus
Group meeting will be held on October 2, 2001.  A second Community Focus Group
meeting was held on September 20th.  The purpose of these meetings are to provide the
general public with an opportunity to participate, provide input, and help mold the draft
Greenways Master Plan

2. Purchase of Development Rights.  A PDR Director, Michael Drewry, has been hired and
began work on September 4th.  A second program draft will be coming before the BOS in
the coming months.

3. Architectural Survey.  The consultant is in the process of preparing the final report and
drafting recommendations for staff review.  A public meeting will be scheduled to present
the survey findings once staff has reviewed the draft report.

4. Casey New Town.  The DRB met in September to discuss two proposals: an office building
at the corner of Ironbound Road relocated and Monticello Avenue and a proposed bank
to be located adjacent to the Courthouse.  A rezoning application for development of
Sections 2 & 4 across from the Courthouse was submitted to the Planning Department and
will be presented to the Commission at its October 1, 2001, meeting.

5. Citizens Survey. Staff selected Virginia Tech to conduct the citizen survey and is in the
process of scheduling a kickoff meeting and finalizing the communications plan.  Staff and
the consultant held a work session with the Board of Supervisors on September 9th to
discuss draft survey questions.

6. U.S. Census.  The Census Bureau continues to release data that staff is incorporating into
the Comprehensive Plan Technical Manual.  Information has been posted on the
demographics section of the Development Management page of the James City County
website at: www.james-city.va.us. 

7. Strawberry Plains Bikeway. This joint project by VDOT and the County began construction
in September.  The project was funded by a federal and state grant which was obtained
by the Planning Division.

8. Rt. 199/Jamestown Road Intersection. VDOT has prepared engineering drawings of the
locally preferred alternative endorsed by the Board of Supervisors and the Williamsburg
City Council.  Staff has sent comments to VDOT, and VDOT is expected to hold a public
input meeting in the future. 

9. Cash Proffers Policy. The Board of Supervisors held a work session on cash proffers on
June 27, 2001, and requested that staff draft the appropriate documents that would allow
them to adopt a cash proffer policy. The Board will consider adopting the policy on October
9th, 2001.  

10. Peninsula Light Rail Study.  Staff attended a meeting in Hampton to discuss potential



alternatives for light rail on the Peninsula from Williamsburg to Hampton.  The committee
discussed 12 alternatives and recommended 4 for further study.

11. Reservoir Protection Measurers.  Staff has sent requested information to Newport News
Waterworks for its review.

12. Green Spring Master Plan Amendment/Centerville Road Closure.  The Board of
Supervisors held a work session on September 26th with the National Park Service, Friends
of Green Spring and staff to discuss the Green Spring Master Plan Amendment.  One of
the key recommendations of the amendment is to close Centerville Road between Route
5 and Monticello Avenue.  The Board will conduct a public hearing on the proposed road
closure in the future.

13.  Water Policy Options.  The Board of Supervisors considered several water policy options
at its September 25, 2001, meeting, which would apply to rezoning and special use permit
applications until the state has issued the draft permit for ground water withdrawal for the
proposed desalination plant.  Last night a majority of the Board agreed on an informal
water proffer policy that they will apply to pending and future rezonings and SUPs. The
vote was 3-2.  The Board agreed to apply alternative two as described in the memo in your
reading file.

14. Planning Commission/Board of Supervisors Work Session.  The Commission and Board
will hold their semi-annual joint work session on October 2nd at 7:00 p.m. in the Board
Room.

15. Other Board Action.  There were no public hearing cases presented to the Board of
Supervisors at its September 11, 2001 meeting.  At its September 25 meeting, the Board
 deferred Case No. Z-4-00/MP-1-01 Colonial Heritage of Williamsburg and Case No. AFD-
6-86 Cranston’s Pond Agricultural and Forestal District - Ware Withdrawal and approved
Case No. SUP-15-01. Williamsburg Pottery Factory, Bldg. #7 Replacement.

16. Upcoming Cases.  New cases that are tentatively scheduled for the November 5, 2001,
Planning  Commission meeting.  

CASE NO. SUP-18-01. WALTRIP CELLULAR TOWER.  Ms. Mary Waltrip has applied for
a special use permit to place a 165 feet monopole at 11 Marclay Road beside the
Williamsburg Jamestown Airport.  The proposed tower would have the structural capacity
to hold several antennas for several cellular and/or other service providers.  The site is
zoned R-8, Rural Residential and shown as the Williamsburg Jamestown Airport on the
Comprehensive Plan.

  

________________________
O. Marvin Sowers, Jr.
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