
A G E N D A
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
February 7, 2018

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

B. ROLL CALL

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the December 6, 2017 Regular Meeting

2. Development Review Committee Action Item: Case No. SP­0130­2017, Berkeley's Green
Recreation Area Amendment

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. ZO­0003­2017 and SO­0001­2017. Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance
Amendments for Streetscapes

2. Z­0003­2017/HW­0004­2017. Oakland Pointe

3. SUP­0014­2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment

G. PLANNING COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS

H. PLANNING DIRECTOR'S REPORT

1. Planning Director's Report ­ January and February 2018

I. PLANNING COMMISSION DISCUSSION AND REQUESTS

J. ADJOURNMENT



AGENDA ITEM NO. E.1.

ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 2/7/2018 

TO: The Planning Commission 

FROM: Paul D. Holt, III, Secretary

SUBJECT: Minutes of the December 6, 2017 Regular Meeting

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
Minutes of the December 6, 2017
Regular Meeting Minutes

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 12/27/2017 ­ 3:44 PM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 12/27/2017 ­ 3:44 PM
Publication Management Burcham, Nan Approved 12/27/2017 ­ 3:46 PM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 12/27/2017 ­ 3:47 PM



M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
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As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
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1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
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Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.
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7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
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Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
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Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve the Resolution for Comprehensive Plan Consistencywas made by 
Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed. 
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve the SUP was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed. 
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be

8 of 15



M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.

Ms. Sulouff stated that during the 2017 General Assembly Session, the legislature approved
SB 1578 which allows a locality to create a short­term rental registry. Ms. Sulouff stated that
this legislation does not prohibit, limit, or otherwise supersede existing local authority to
regulate the short­term rental property through general land use and zoning authority.

Ms. Sulouff stated that on July 13, 2017, the Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning
for policies and Ordinance amendments to address the emerging topic of short­term residential
rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that at that meeting, the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a
hybrid approach to permitting such rentals, similar to the approach taken during the recent
amendment process addressing rural event facilities, wherein certain aspects of the use would
be permitted by­right and others would require the issuance of an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that
the Committee directed staff to research and develop draft language to define and develop a
permitting process for short­term residential rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff met with the
Committee again at its September 16, November 9 meetings to receive feedback on draft
Ordinance and policy language. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff incorporated feedback from these
meetings, as well as feedback from the Commissioner of the Revenue and the County
Attorney, into the language in the attached policies and amended ordinances. 

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has worked to provide draft language that makes clear distinctions
between uses based on the intensity and nature of those uses with the intent of providing
transparency for the applicant and clarity to the Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also developed performance standards that will assist staff, the
Commission and the Board in reviewing SUP conditions for short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff
further stated that the policy attempts to draw distinctions between the residential uses that fall
under the Homestay definition and the more commercial uses that fall under the tourist home
definition.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Ordinance amendments, performance standards and administrative
policy provide a logical and predictable framework for short­term residential rentals in the
County. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval
of the ordinance amendments and the administrative policy to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Krapf expressed appreciation for staff’s efforts in preparing the Ordinance amendments.

Mr. Richardson inquired how the administrative review fee would be collected.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the fee is the same as the Conceptual Plan review fee and will be
collected at the time of submittal as all other Planning fees are collected.

Mr. Wright inquired if Airbnb falls under the category of Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Airbnb is a medium for many different types of rentals.

Ms. Sulouff stated that a tourist home could be rented through Airbnb well as a Homestay.
Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homestay is required to be the owner’s primary residence. Ms.
Sulouff stated that Homestays are what you generally find on Airbnb.

Mr. Wright inquired how the County would ensure that the properties are not in violation of
home owners association (HOA) restrictions.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the County does not enforce HOA covenants which are private
matters; however, the process and application could certainly be developed to notify the
applicant that they must ensure that they are in compliance with HOA covenants.
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.

Ms. Sulouff stated that during the 2017 General Assembly Session, the legislature approved
SB 1578 which allows a locality to create a short­term rental registry. Ms. Sulouff stated that
this legislation does not prohibit, limit, or otherwise supersede existing local authority to
regulate the short­term rental property through general land use and zoning authority.

Ms. Sulouff stated that on July 13, 2017, the Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning
for policies and Ordinance amendments to address the emerging topic of short­term residential
rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that at that meeting, the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a
hybrid approach to permitting such rentals, similar to the approach taken during the recent
amendment process addressing rural event facilities, wherein certain aspects of the use would
be permitted by­right and others would require the issuance of an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that
the Committee directed staff to research and develop draft language to define and develop a
permitting process for short­term residential rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff met with the
Committee again at its September 16, November 9 meetings to receive feedback on draft
Ordinance and policy language. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff incorporated feedback from these
meetings, as well as feedback from the Commissioner of the Revenue and the County
Attorney, into the language in the attached policies and amended ordinances. 

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has worked to provide draft language that makes clear distinctions
between uses based on the intensity and nature of those uses with the intent of providing
transparency for the applicant and clarity to the Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also developed performance standards that will assist staff, the
Commission and the Board in reviewing SUP conditions for short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff
further stated that the policy attempts to draw distinctions between the residential uses that fall
under the Homestay definition and the more commercial uses that fall under the tourist home
definition.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Ordinance amendments, performance standards and administrative
policy provide a logical and predictable framework for short­term residential rentals in the
County. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval
of the ordinance amendments and the administrative policy to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Krapf expressed appreciation for staff’s efforts in preparing the Ordinance amendments.

Mr. Richardson inquired how the administrative review fee would be collected.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the fee is the same as the Conceptual Plan review fee and will be
collected at the time of submittal as all other Planning fees are collected.

Mr. Wright inquired if Airbnb falls under the category of Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Airbnb is a medium for many different types of rentals.

Ms. Sulouff stated that a tourist home could be rented through Airbnb well as a Homestay.
Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homestay is required to be the owner’s primary residence. Ms.
Sulouff stated that Homestays are what you generally find on Airbnb.

Mr. Wright inquired how the County would ensure that the properties are not in violation of
home owners association (HOA) restrictions.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the County does not enforce HOA covenants which are private
matters; however, the process and application could certainly be developed to notify the
applicant that they must ensure that they are in compliance with HOA covenants.

Mr. Holt stated that staff will be developing a customer service guide for the process and
similar to the guide for Chicken Keeping applications it would require that the applicant
confirm that the HOA does not have any restrictions that would prevent short­term rental of
the property.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the proposed amendments would remove the number of rooms that
can be rented as a tourist home.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed that the new definitions for tourist home removes that distinction. Ms.
Sulouff stated that since tourist homes require an SUP it is possible for the applicant to request
fewer or more rooms based on the property.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Beth Hall, 116 Lake Drive, addressed the Commission in opposition to the Ordinance
amendments. Ms. Hull requested that short­term rentals not be allowed in the R­1 District.

Mr. James Bradley, 104 Malvern Circle, addressed the Commission in opposition to the
Ordinance amendments and requested that short term rentals not be permitted in the R­1
District.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Richardson stated that since the General Assembly did not preempt a locality’s ability to
regulate short­term rentals, it falls to the locality to develop ordinance language and standards
to govern this type of activity and ensure it will be in keeping with the character of the
community.

Mr. Wright inquired if the County could incorporate state law into the Ordinance that is being
adopted.

Mr. Holt clarified that the state has not adopted laws or policies related to short­term rentals
to preempt local zoning ordinances. Mr. Holt stated that the County’s language related to the
registry does come directly from State Code. Mr. Holt noted that the County is not requiring
the $500 registry fee which is more appropriate for localities that do not require business
licenses or require review fees.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to bringing the registry language over from State Code, the
amendments and policy guidelines were developed to make conflicting guidelines more
consistent.

Mr. Wright noted that the registry language allows the County to deny or revoke the ability to
do short­term rentals if there are violations. Mr. Wright inquired about the types of violations
that would apply.

Mr. Holt stated that this would be violations of local code.

Mr. Hlavin clarified that it could include violations of local codes such as Building Code
violations, Zoning violations or violation of the registry ordinance. Mr. Hlavin stated that
multiple violations would allow the Commissioner of the Revenue to prohibit short­term rentals
at that location.

Mr. Wright inquired if, after the Ordinance amendments are adopted, a neighborhood could
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.

Ms. Sulouff stated that during the 2017 General Assembly Session, the legislature approved
SB 1578 which allows a locality to create a short­term rental registry. Ms. Sulouff stated that
this legislation does not prohibit, limit, or otherwise supersede existing local authority to
regulate the short­term rental property through general land use and zoning authority.

Ms. Sulouff stated that on July 13, 2017, the Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning
for policies and Ordinance amendments to address the emerging topic of short­term residential
rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that at that meeting, the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a
hybrid approach to permitting such rentals, similar to the approach taken during the recent
amendment process addressing rural event facilities, wherein certain aspects of the use would
be permitted by­right and others would require the issuance of an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that
the Committee directed staff to research and develop draft language to define and develop a
permitting process for short­term residential rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff met with the
Committee again at its September 16, November 9 meetings to receive feedback on draft
Ordinance and policy language. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff incorporated feedback from these
meetings, as well as feedback from the Commissioner of the Revenue and the County
Attorney, into the language in the attached policies and amended ordinances. 

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has worked to provide draft language that makes clear distinctions
between uses based on the intensity and nature of those uses with the intent of providing
transparency for the applicant and clarity to the Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also developed performance standards that will assist staff, the
Commission and the Board in reviewing SUP conditions for short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff
further stated that the policy attempts to draw distinctions between the residential uses that fall
under the Homestay definition and the more commercial uses that fall under the tourist home
definition.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Ordinance amendments, performance standards and administrative
policy provide a logical and predictable framework for short­term residential rentals in the
County. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval
of the ordinance amendments and the administrative policy to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Krapf expressed appreciation for staff’s efforts in preparing the Ordinance amendments.

Mr. Richardson inquired how the administrative review fee would be collected.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the fee is the same as the Conceptual Plan review fee and will be
collected at the time of submittal as all other Planning fees are collected.

Mr. Wright inquired if Airbnb falls under the category of Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Airbnb is a medium for many different types of rentals.

Ms. Sulouff stated that a tourist home could be rented through Airbnb well as a Homestay.
Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homestay is required to be the owner’s primary residence. Ms.
Sulouff stated that Homestays are what you generally find on Airbnb.

Mr. Wright inquired how the County would ensure that the properties are not in violation of
home owners association (HOA) restrictions.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the County does not enforce HOA covenants which are private
matters; however, the process and application could certainly be developed to notify the
applicant that they must ensure that they are in compliance with HOA covenants.

Mr. Holt stated that staff will be developing a customer service guide for the process and
similar to the guide for Chicken Keeping applications it would require that the applicant
confirm that the HOA does not have any restrictions that would prevent short­term rental of
the property.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the proposed amendments would remove the number of rooms that
can be rented as a tourist home.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed that the new definitions for tourist home removes that distinction. Ms.
Sulouff stated that since tourist homes require an SUP it is possible for the applicant to request
fewer or more rooms based on the property.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Beth Hall, 116 Lake Drive, addressed the Commission in opposition to the Ordinance
amendments. Ms. Hull requested that short­term rentals not be allowed in the R­1 District.

Mr. James Bradley, 104 Malvern Circle, addressed the Commission in opposition to the
Ordinance amendments and requested that short term rentals not be permitted in the R­1
District.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Richardson stated that since the General Assembly did not preempt a locality’s ability to
regulate short­term rentals, it falls to the locality to develop ordinance language and standards
to govern this type of activity and ensure it will be in keeping with the character of the
community.

Mr. Wright inquired if the County could incorporate state law into the Ordinance that is being
adopted.

Mr. Holt clarified that the state has not adopted laws or policies related to short­term rentals
to preempt local zoning ordinances. Mr. Holt stated that the County’s language related to the
registry does come directly from State Code. Mr. Holt noted that the County is not requiring
the $500 registry fee which is more appropriate for localities that do not require business
licenses or require review fees.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to bringing the registry language over from State Code, the
amendments and policy guidelines were developed to make conflicting guidelines more
consistent.

Mr. Wright noted that the registry language allows the County to deny or revoke the ability to
do short­term rentals if there are violations. Mr. Wright inquired about the types of violations
that would apply.

Mr. Holt stated that this would be violations of local code.

Mr. Hlavin clarified that it could include violations of local codes such as Building Code
violations, Zoning violations or violation of the registry ordinance. Mr. Hlavin stated that
multiple violations would allow the Commissioner of the Revenue to prohibit short­term rentals
at that location.

Mr. Wright inquired if, after the Ordinance amendments are adopted, a neighborhood could
establish new covenants that would prohibit short­term rentals.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the Ordinance amendments would not trump existing HOA covenants.
Mr. Hlavin noted that there is a very specific legal process requiring concurrence of all
property owners to amend or establish new covenants. Mr. Hlavin noted that enforcement of
HOA covenants is a private action of the HOA against the homeowner.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could take action if it were reported that a property has not
complied with the registration process.

Mr. Hlavin confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Rental of Rooms is permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms currently requires an SUP in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that under the current language rental of rooms applies to both long­term
and short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that if the Ordinance amendments are approved,
Rental of Rooms will only apply to long­term uses that exceed the definition of family.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Homestays would be permitted in R­1 if the Ordinance amendments
are approved.

Ms. Sulouff stated that currently Tourist Homes are not permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms which currently encompasses short­term rentals
requires an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that currently there are no by­right uses for short­term
rentals in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that if the ordinance amendments are approved, there will be a by­right
option to rent one room in the owner’s primary residence for less than 180 days.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the by­right option is a Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if registration would be required for Homestays.

Ms. Sulouff stated that they would need to register, have a business license and pay taxes.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could note on the customer service guide that the HOA
could take legal action if the applicant is in violation of HOA covenants.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the County could note that County approval does not supersede HOA
covenants which can be enforced by that private organization.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to making the process consistent for all zoning districts, the
by­right use is only for one room rental in a property owner’s primary residence with a limit on
the number of days of operation. Mr. Krapf stated that anything outside of that would require
an SUP. Mr. Krapf stated that the strength of the process lies in the guidelines which allow for
conditions to be applied to address specific concerns for each property. Mr. Krapf further
stated that this will bring an underground economy out in the open and minimize the problems
that arise. Mr. Hlavin clarified that in the A­1, R­8 and R­4 Zoning Districts, the one room
restriction does not apply to Homestays.

Mr. Schmidt made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments and the
proposed policies for Tourist Homes and Homestays.
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.

Ms. Sulouff stated that during the 2017 General Assembly Session, the legislature approved
SB 1578 which allows a locality to create a short­term rental registry. Ms. Sulouff stated that
this legislation does not prohibit, limit, or otherwise supersede existing local authority to
regulate the short­term rental property through general land use and zoning authority.

Ms. Sulouff stated that on July 13, 2017, the Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning
for policies and Ordinance amendments to address the emerging topic of short­term residential
rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that at that meeting, the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a
hybrid approach to permitting such rentals, similar to the approach taken during the recent
amendment process addressing rural event facilities, wherein certain aspects of the use would
be permitted by­right and others would require the issuance of an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that
the Committee directed staff to research and develop draft language to define and develop a
permitting process for short­term residential rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff met with the
Committee again at its September 16, November 9 meetings to receive feedback on draft
Ordinance and policy language. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff incorporated feedback from these
meetings, as well as feedback from the Commissioner of the Revenue and the County
Attorney, into the language in the attached policies and amended ordinances. 

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has worked to provide draft language that makes clear distinctions
between uses based on the intensity and nature of those uses with the intent of providing
transparency for the applicant and clarity to the Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also developed performance standards that will assist staff, the
Commission and the Board in reviewing SUP conditions for short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff
further stated that the policy attempts to draw distinctions between the residential uses that fall
under the Homestay definition and the more commercial uses that fall under the tourist home
definition.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Ordinance amendments, performance standards and administrative
policy provide a logical and predictable framework for short­term residential rentals in the
County. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval
of the ordinance amendments and the administrative policy to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Krapf expressed appreciation for staff’s efforts in preparing the Ordinance amendments.

Mr. Richardson inquired how the administrative review fee would be collected.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the fee is the same as the Conceptual Plan review fee and will be
collected at the time of submittal as all other Planning fees are collected.

Mr. Wright inquired if Airbnb falls under the category of Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Airbnb is a medium for many different types of rentals.

Ms. Sulouff stated that a tourist home could be rented through Airbnb well as a Homestay.
Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homestay is required to be the owner’s primary residence. Ms.
Sulouff stated that Homestays are what you generally find on Airbnb.

Mr. Wright inquired how the County would ensure that the properties are not in violation of
home owners association (HOA) restrictions.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the County does not enforce HOA covenants which are private
matters; however, the process and application could certainly be developed to notify the
applicant that they must ensure that they are in compliance with HOA covenants.

Mr. Holt stated that staff will be developing a customer service guide for the process and
similar to the guide for Chicken Keeping applications it would require that the applicant
confirm that the HOA does not have any restrictions that would prevent short­term rental of
the property.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the proposed amendments would remove the number of rooms that
can be rented as a tourist home.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed that the new definitions for tourist home removes that distinction. Ms.
Sulouff stated that since tourist homes require an SUP it is possible for the applicant to request
fewer or more rooms based on the property.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Beth Hall, 116 Lake Drive, addressed the Commission in opposition to the Ordinance
amendments. Ms. Hull requested that short­term rentals not be allowed in the R­1 District.

Mr. James Bradley, 104 Malvern Circle, addressed the Commission in opposition to the
Ordinance amendments and requested that short term rentals not be permitted in the R­1
District.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Richardson stated that since the General Assembly did not preempt a locality’s ability to
regulate short­term rentals, it falls to the locality to develop ordinance language and standards
to govern this type of activity and ensure it will be in keeping with the character of the
community.

Mr. Wright inquired if the County could incorporate state law into the Ordinance that is being
adopted.

Mr. Holt clarified that the state has not adopted laws or policies related to short­term rentals
to preempt local zoning ordinances. Mr. Holt stated that the County’s language related to the
registry does come directly from State Code. Mr. Holt noted that the County is not requiring
the $500 registry fee which is more appropriate for localities that do not require business
licenses or require review fees.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to bringing the registry language over from State Code, the
amendments and policy guidelines were developed to make conflicting guidelines more
consistent.

Mr. Wright noted that the registry language allows the County to deny or revoke the ability to
do short­term rentals if there are violations. Mr. Wright inquired about the types of violations
that would apply.

Mr. Holt stated that this would be violations of local code.

Mr. Hlavin clarified that it could include violations of local codes such as Building Code
violations, Zoning violations or violation of the registry ordinance. Mr. Hlavin stated that
multiple violations would allow the Commissioner of the Revenue to prohibit short­term rentals
at that location.

Mr. Wright inquired if, after the Ordinance amendments are adopted, a neighborhood could
establish new covenants that would prohibit short­term rentals.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the Ordinance amendments would not trump existing HOA covenants.
Mr. Hlavin noted that there is a very specific legal process requiring concurrence of all
property owners to amend or establish new covenants. Mr. Hlavin noted that enforcement of
HOA covenants is a private action of the HOA against the homeowner.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could take action if it were reported that a property has not
complied with the registration process.

Mr. Hlavin confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Rental of Rooms is permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms currently requires an SUP in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that under the current language rental of rooms applies to both long­term
and short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that if the Ordinance amendments are approved,
Rental of Rooms will only apply to long­term uses that exceed the definition of family.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Homestays would be permitted in R­1 if the Ordinance amendments
are approved.

Ms. Sulouff stated that currently Tourist Homes are not permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms which currently encompasses short­term rentals
requires an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that currently there are no by­right uses for short­term
rentals in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that if the ordinance amendments are approved, there will be a by­right
option to rent one room in the owner’s primary residence for less than 180 days.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the by­right option is a Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if registration would be required for Homestays.

Ms. Sulouff stated that they would need to register, have a business license and pay taxes.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could note on the customer service guide that the HOA
could take legal action if the applicant is in violation of HOA covenants.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the County could note that County approval does not supersede HOA
covenants which can be enforced by that private organization.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to making the process consistent for all zoning districts, the
by­right use is only for one room rental in a property owner’s primary residence with a limit on
the number of days of operation. Mr. Krapf stated that anything outside of that would require
an SUP. Mr. Krapf stated that the strength of the process lies in the guidelines which allow for
conditions to be applied to address specific concerns for each property. Mr. Krapf further
stated that this will bring an underground economy out in the open and minimize the problems
that arise. Mr. Hlavin clarified that in the A­1, R­8 and R­4 Zoning Districts, the one room
restriction does not apply to Homestays.

Mr. Schmidt made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments and the
proposed policies for Tourist Homes and Homestays.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to approve ZO­0002­2017, Zoning Ordinance
Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals and the proposed policies for Tourist
Homes and Homestays (6­0).

G. PLANNING COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS

1. Z­0004­2017. Powhatan Terrace Proffer Amendment

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner, stated that Ms. Brandie Weiler, of Housing
Partnerships, Incorporated, has submitted a request to amend Condition No. 1 of the adopted
Proffers for Powhatan Terrace. Ms. Pietrowski stated that the development was approved by
the Board of Supervisors on March 28, 2008, as a cluster development consisting of 36
townhouse units.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that the applicant is requesting to amend the Proffers to allow rental
units within the development in order to develop Powhatan Terrace as an affordable rental
community. Ms. Pietrowski stated that there are no other proposed changes to the master plan
or other proffered conditions.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that staff finds that the requested Proffer amendment would be
consistent with the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan and the Strategic Plan
regarding affordable housing. Ms. Pietrowski stated that staff also finds that the requested
Proffer amendment would not negatively impact surrounding development. Ms. Pietrowski
stated that staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend approval of the
proposed Proffer amendment to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Wright inquired about the parcel shown in the middle of the development.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that the boundary line would be extinguished as part of the subdivision
process.

Mr. Krapf inquired if there were any meetings with existing residents in the development to
discuss the changes.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that she was not aware of any meetings.

Mr. Krapf inquired if renters would be required to join the HOA.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that there is a Proffer Condition that requires an HOA once the project
is developed.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant wished to address the Commission.

Ms. Brandie Weiler, Executive Director, Housing Partnerships Inc., addressed the
Commission in support of the request. Ms. Weiler noted that there are no existing residents as
the project is still under development, therefore, no public meeting was held.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of Z­0004­2017.
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M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
County Government Center Board Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg VA 23185
December 6, 2017

7:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Rich Krapf called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Planning Commissioners Present:
Rich Krapf
John Wright
Heath Richardson
Jack Haldeman
Danny Schmidt
Felice Pete

Absent:
Tim O’Connor

Staff Present:
Paul Holt, Director of Community Development and Planning
Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator
José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II
Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II
Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner
Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner
Max Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney

C. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Krapf opened Public Comment.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, addressed the Commission with a
concern about a recent change in the Zoning Ordinance which now requires houses of worship
to obtain a Special Use permit (SUP) in the A­1, General Agricultural District.  Mr. Small
noted that this change created nonconforming uses for a number of churches. Mr. Small
requested that the County review this change.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed Public Comment.

D. REPORTS OF THE COMMISSION

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the Development Review Committee (DRC) did not meet in
November.

Mr. John Haldeman stated that the Policy Committee met on November 9 to consider updates
to the Floodplain Ordinance. Mr. Haldeman stated that the amendments focused on
construction regulations for small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Mr.
Haldeman noted that new regulations would provide a lower construction cost option for
property owners, while ensuring compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Mr.
Haldeman stated that the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
amendments and move the matter forward to the Planning Commission for consideration.

Mr. Haldeman further stated that at the same meeting, the Policy Committee considered
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance related to short term rentals. Mr. Haldeman stated that
the revisions would allow Homestays as a permitted use in most zoning districts. Mr.
Haldeman stated that this change would allow for short­term rentals with minimal disruption to
the character of the community. Mr. Haldeman stated that for a Homestay the property must
be the owner’s primary residence. Mr. Haldeman stated that staff has also proposed
amendments or to the definitions section to which clarify existing definitions and add additional
definitions. Mr. Haldeman stated that the Committee also reviewed a policy that would
establish standards for SUPs for short­term rentals.

Mr. Krapf requested that Mr. Haldeman report on the Greater Williamsburg Housing
Symposium.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he attended the Greater Williamsburg Housing Symposium that was
held on November 15. Mr. Haldeman stated that some of the take­aways from the
Symposium were the relationship between poverty and health, the increase in poverty in the
Greater Williamsburg area and the increase the number of individuals who are housing
burdened where the cost of housing exceeds 30% of their income. Mr. Haldeman noted that
the kick­off meeting for the County’s Workforce Housing Task Force would be held on
December 7.

E. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017 Regular
Meeting.

On a voice vote the Commission voted to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2017
Regular Meeting. (6­0)

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. SUP­0011­2017. 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that this case was postponed from the November
1, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. Ms. Sulouff stated that since that meeting a proposed
condition has been added which stipulates that the applicant may only rent the property to one
rental party per rental period. The condition is intended to limit the intensity of the use at the
property, as the tourist home use might otherwise permit such operations as traditional bed and
breakfasts or boarding homes. Ms. Sulouff stated that the applicant supports this condition
and that it is consistent with his intent for the rental of the property.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the proposal is consistent with the language included in the proposed
ordinance amendments.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding development
and consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Ms. Sulouff
stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval of this application to
the Board of Supervisors, subject to the attached conditions.

Mr. Krapf reopened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Phana Tung, 2908 Robert Hunt North, addressed the Commission in opposition of the
application. Ms. Tung stated that the main concerns are related to excessive noise form
outdoor speakers.

Mr. Telmo Contreras, applicant, stated that he had not been notified of the noise concerns.
Mr. Contreras stated that he would have addressed the problem if he had been notified.

As no one else wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf noted that the purpose of this case coming before the Commission is to determine if
this is an appropriate land use. Mr. Krapf further noted that noise issues would be remedied
through channels such as enforcement of the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the Commission could propose a condition that would eliminate the
outside speakers.

Mr. Krapf questioned whether this was something that should be regulated through an SUP
condition or fall to other avenues for regulation.

Mr. Haldeman stated that there is a greater risk that transient renters would not be respectful
of the neighbors.

Mr. John Wright inquired whether an SUP could be revoked if the applicant did not ensure
adherence to the conditions.

Mr. Holt stated that revoking the SUP would be initiated by the Board of Supervisors and
referred back to the Planning Commission for a recommendation. Mr. Holt stated that the final
determination would be made by the Board.

Mr. Schmidt stated that he would like SUP conditions to be consistent for all properties. Mr.
Schmidt further stated that such a condition might be getting too detailed and restrictive.

Mr. Richardson stated that he believes that the conditions as they currently stand are sufficient
to guide this SUP. Mr. Richardson stated that considering additional restrictive conditions may
be going outside of the Commission’s scope of making a land use recommendation.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he appreciated the improvements the applicant made to the property.
Mr. Schmidt stated that those improvements should benefit the adjacent properties by
improving land value and appearance of the community.

Ms. Felice Pete stated that she believes adding a condition regarding outdoor speakers is not
within the Commission’s purview. Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is appropriate for
the property and that the applicant has done everything necessary. Ms. Pete stated that she
sympathizes with neighbors; however, noise issues would be more properly addressed through
the Noise Ordinance.

Mr. Krapf asked that the applicant be sensitive to the noise issues that have been brought
forward and work with the adjacent property owners to address those issues.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0011­2017, 3001
Ironbound Road Tourist Home (6­0).

2. SUP­0013­2017. Kensington School

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner, stated that The Kensington School applied for
an SUP last month. Mr. Whyte stated that since that time the applicant has withdrawn that
application and has instead decided to pursue this SUP.

Mr. Whyte stated that Ms. Rachel Salmon has applied for an SUP to operate a second
location for The Kensington School day­care center. Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington
School was established in 2010 and now serves over 250 families in James City County from
its existing location at 3435 John Tyler Highway. Mr. Whyte further stated that The Kensington
School now proposes to expand by adding a second location at 8340 Richmond Road where
the historic Hickory Neck Church is located.

Mr. Whyte stated that The Kensington School proposes to serve up to 76 children with seven
employees at this location. Mr. Whyte noted that the age of the children range from 6 weeks
to 5 years old. Mr. Whyte stated that the hours of operation are proposed to be 7 a.m.­6
p.m., Monday­Friday. Mr. Whyte stated that the drop­off and pick­up schedule is modeled
after their current location’s schedule.

Mr. Whyte state that the applicant proposes to construct a 4,340 square foot modular
building. Mr. Whyte stated that 49 parking spaces exist on­site with a looping drive aisle,
which is proposed to be utilized as a drop­off and pick­up area. Mr. Whyte stated that staff
has calculated that 26 spaces is the minimum amount of spaces required for 76 children and 7
employees.

Mr. Whyte stated that surrounding properties to the north and west across Richmond Road,
contain single­family residential dwellings. Mr. Whyte stated that properties to the south and
east contain agricultural uses.

Mr. Whyte stated that the site is designated Low Density Residential on the adopted
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds that the proposed
commercial use of a day­care compatible with the rural character of the Toano area and would
support the creation and retention of local small businesses and work force housing in keeping
with the intent of the Economic Development section of the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Whyte stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan,
the Zoning Ordinance and surrounding development. Mr. Whyte further stated that staff
recommends that the James City County Planning Commission recommend approval of this
application to the Board of Supervisors, subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report. 

Mr. Haldeman inquired about the reference to a directional factor in the Staff Report.

Mr. Whyte stated that he would defer to the applicant’s representative to answer that question.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission.

There were no disclosures.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public hearing.

Mr. Aaron Small, Junior Warden for Hickory Neck Church, stated that the Church welcomes
The Kensington School to the property. 

Mr. Small requested that the Commission consider removing three conditions from the SUP.
Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 3 regarding the archaeological study should be removed
because the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) has already approved the
archaeological study.

Mr. Small further stated that Condition No. 5 regarding turnlane and taper warrants should be
removed as the information has already been provided.

Mr. Small stated that Condition No. 7 regarding the height of exterior lighting is inconsistent
with the existing features of the property as the existing lights are 35 feet tall.

Mr. Small stated that to address the question about the directional factor. A total volume for
the road is determined and the directional factor is applied to determine the amount of traffic in
each direction.  Mr. Small stated that in this case it is slightly more than 50% and is applied to
the direction of concern.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the change to SUP conditions had been discussed with staff.

Mr. Small stated that it had been mentioned to staff early on.

Mr. Holt stated that the SUP conditions were standard language and that staff would be
reluctant to change that language, especially for Condition No. 3. Mr. Holt stated that staff has
not yet received the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) response on the Traffic
Study and that staff would prefer that Condition No. 5 remain until VDOT has responded. Mr.
Holt stated that Condition No. 7 applied only to new lighting and not existing fixtures. Mr. Holt
stated that staff would work with the applicant to address concerns over the lighting
requirements.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant was satisfied regarding Condition No. 7.

Mr. Small stated that he would be comfortable working with staff on the lighting requirements.

Mr. Richardson inquired if there was a concern about Condition Nos. 3 and 5 being time
consuming to complete.

Mr. Small stated that the items were essentially completed but leaving them as SUP conditions
would require extra steps in the process.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the process to confirm completion of Condition No. 3.

Mr. Holt noted that the Letter from the VDHR has been received.

Mr. Krapf noted that retaining the SUP conditions formalizes the process and ensures that all
the project complies with all requirements.

Rev. Jennifer Andrews­Weckerly, Rector of Hickory Neck Episcopal Church, addressed the
Commission in support of the application. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly stated that by partnering
with the Kensington School, the Church would fulfil its mission to provide child day­care in the
community. Rev. Andrews­Weckerly requested that the Commission recommend approval of
the application.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Richardson stated that the he believes the use is appropriate for the site. Mr. Richardson
stated that he believes there is a great demand for day­care in that area and that he would
support the application.

Ms. Pete stated that she believes the use is in accord with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. Pete
further stated that she appreciates seeing the partnership between the Church and the School
to provide needed services in the Community.

Mr. Wright stated that he finds this to be the better location for the School and that he
supports the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he finds the use to be compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and that
he would support the application.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0013­2017, The
Kensington School (6­0).

3. SUP­0028­2016. Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge

A motion to Approve was made by Heath Richardson, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 5  NAYS: 1  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt
Nays: Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Mr. José Ribeiro, Senior Planner II, stated that at its April 5, 2017 meeting, the Commission
recommended approval of this application by a vote of 5­2, with changes to SUP Condition
No. 5, Vehicular Access. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that the Commission also approved, by a
vote of 5­2, a resolution to find the proposal consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that since April, the applicant has requested that the Board of Supervisors
defer consideration of this application to allow time to develop ways to further mitigate impacts
associated with construction traffic and the feasibility of an alternative access to the site. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that on October 10, 2017, the Board of Supervisors remanded this application
back to the Planning Commission for its consideration at the December 6, 2017 meeting, due
to substantive changes proposed by the applicant.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant is no longer proposing vehicular access to the site via
Farmville Lane/Oslo Court but, instead, through Old Church Road. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
that the proposed access route will accommodate all vehicular traffic during and after the
construction period and that traffic through Old Church Road is expected to create less impact
to the neighborhood than vehicular access through Farmville Lane, as previously proposed.
Mr. Ribeiro stated that both VDOT and the Fire Department concur with the change. Mr.
Ribeiro further stated that based on feedback received by citizens, the applicant has proposed
to use an off­site parking lot location to accommodate parking for workers during the
construction period of the project. Mr. Ribeiro stated that according to SunPower, the
construction period is typically completed within nine months. Mr. Ribeiro noted that the peak
volume of traffic and the number of construction workers visiting the site lasts between four
and five months. Mr. Ribeiro stated that during the peak construction period it is expected that
at any one time there could be 60 to 80 workers on­site. Mr. Ribeiro stated that SunPower
anticipates that the proposed off­site parking area will accommodate up to 80 vehicles for
their workforce during the construction period. Mr. Ribeiro stated that workers would be
transported from the off­site parking lot location, to the construction site via a shuttle bus,
thereby reducing the volume of construction related traffic created by private passenger
vehicles. Mr. Ribeiro stated that after the construction period is over, the site will likely receive
around four trips per day during normal operation. Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff has created a
new SUP condition to address the proposed off­site parking.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that in addition to an SUP issued by the County this project will require an
agreement with Dominion Energy to interconnect into the electrical power distribution
network. Mr. Ribeiro stated that the applicant has submitted an interconnection request to
Dominion Energy and expects to execute an interconnection agreement in early 2018. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the project also requires issuance of a Renewable Energy “Permit by Rule”
by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ). Mr. Ribeiro stated that the
applicant has initiated the “Permit by Rule” process with an initial notice of intent filing and pre­
application meeting with DEQ.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the land for the project will be leased and the lease term of the land
agreement is 35 years which is the estimated operational life for this facility. Mr. Ribeiro stated
that at the end of the project life cycle, SunPower will implement a decommissioning and
restoration plan as outlined in the SUP conditions.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that Section 15.2­2232 of the Code of Virginia requires that unless a utility
facility is shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan or other master plan for the County, the
local planning commission shall review the facility to determine whether the location, character
and extent of the project is substantial in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Mr.
Ribeiro stated that the proposed solar electrical generation facility is not currently shown on
the County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, therefore, requires this additional level of review
by the Planning Commission.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff finds the proposal to be compatible with surrounding zoning and
development and that it is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Ribeiro stated that
staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of this application to the Board of
Supervisors subject to the attached conditions. Mr. Ribeiro further stated that staff
recommends that the Commission find this application consistent with the Code of Virginia
Section 15.2­2232.

Mr. Richardson inquired whether it was staff or the applicant that developed the proposal for
the change in vehicular access.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the change evolved as the applicant met with residents in Norvalia in
response to citizen concerns over traffic impacts in the community.

Mr. Schmidt inquired about the additional parcels that would be included.

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there were five small parcels added to the application which will make
up the private right­of­way access from the end of Church Lane.

Mr. Krapf called for disclosures from the Commission related to the current hearing.

There were no disclosures. Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Peter Toomey, Senior Manager, Utility Origination, SunPower Corp, provided an
overview of the project. Mr. Toomey noted that the existing Resource Protection Area serves
to buffer the majority of the project. Mr. Toomey further noted that a 50 foot evergreen buffer
would be installed where the property abuts the neighboring community.

Mr. Toomey confirmed the status of the various necessary permits.

Mr. Toomey provided a list of common questions related to solar installations which included
concerns over property value, noise and glare. Mr. Toomey noted that similar projects have
not affected property value. Mr. Toomey further noted that solar installations generate very
little noise and that there would be no glare due to the nature of the panels.

Mr. Toomey stated that benefits of the project include minimal impact to the land, minimal
impact to public services and the potential to attract businesses that seek to use solar power.

Mr. Toomey requested that the Commission support the application.

Mr. Richardson inquired about ownership of the existing fence line. Mr. Richardson further
inquired if the Community is satisfied with the buffer plan.

Mr. Toomey stated that they have not received specific feedback on the buffer.

Mr. Dave Stoner, SunPower Corp, stated that the existing fence is on a neighboring parcel.
Mr. Stoner stated that to buffer the project, in addition to filling in vegetation where necessary,
there would be a fabric fence installed for additional screening.

Mr. Richardson inquired if the existing residential structure on the property would be
demolished.

Mr. Toomey confirmed.

Mr. Schmidt noted that the property feeds into the Yarmouth Creek watershed and inquired if
fertilizer would be used on the property to maintain the grassy areas.

Mr. Cory Howell, Kimley­Horn and Associates, Inc., stated that fertilizer would be used only
to establish the initial vegetation.

Mr. Holt stated that SUP Condition No. 3 calls for a nutrient management plan to ensure
compliance with best practices. Mr. Holt noted that the nutrient management plan will be
reviewed by Stormwater and Resource Protection.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission would need to vote separately on the resolution for
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the SUP.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to find the project in substantial accord with the Comprehensive
Plan.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to find the project consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan (6­0).

Mr. Richardson stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to find solutions to the
community concerns.

Mr. Wright stated that he has concerns about the effect of the project on the Primary Service
Area (PSA) as the properties fall within the PSA. Mr. Wright stated that by allowing this type
of development which removes a substantial amount of land from the PSA which could be
used for residential development, it could eventually put pressure on the County to extend the
PSA.

Mr. Haldeman stated that he supports the application because it does make the property
unavailable for residential development which would put more burden on the County’s
infrastructure and resources.

Mr. Schmidt noted that in addition to relieving the strain on County resources, it also
drastically reduces the traffic impacts that residential development would have on the existing
neighborhood. Mr. Schmidt stated that he will support the application.

Mr. Krapf stated that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant to resolve concerns over
traffic. Mr. Krapf stated that he approves of the intent to remediate the property at the end of
the project lifecycle. Mr. Krapf further stated that he finds the project to be in accord with
both the Comprehensive Plana and the County’s Strategic Plan.

Mr. Richardson made a motion to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016 subject to the
proposed SUP Conditions.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of SUP­0028­2016. Solar
Electrical Generation Facility at Norge subject to the proposed Conditions (5­1).

4. ZO­0001­2017. Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area
Regulations

A motion to Approve was made by Jack Haldeman, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator, stated that in response to recent guidance from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR), staff has identified the need to update the Floodplain Ordinance to address
the construction regulations of small accessory structures in the special flood hazard area. Ms.
Parrish stated that the current regulations only permit the construction of nonresidential
structures in the floodplain when the lowest floor of that structure is either elevated or
watertight flood­proofed up to the level of two feet above the base flood elevation. Ms.
Parrish stated that all structures that are not used for dwelling purposes are considered
nonresidential, which includes residential detached garages and sheds. Ms. Parrish stated that
as a result of the recent FEMA determinations, DCR guidance and model regulations have
been recently updated to address wet­proofing construction standards for small accessory
structures in the floodplain. Ms. Parrish stated that if adopted locally it would provide a lower
construction cost option for property owners. Ms. Parrish further stated that staff has used this
opportunity with consult with DCR to re­review all sections of the Floodplain Area
Regulations to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program. Ms. Parrish
stated that staff did receive minor clarifying updates to various sections, but did not receive any
large substantive changes.

Ms. Parrish stated that on November 9, 2017, the Policy Committee voted 4­0 to
recommend approval of all the proposed changes. Ms. Parrish stated that staff recommends
that the Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendments to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration at its January 9, 2018 meeting.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if manufactured homes would now be treated the same way as
accessory structures.

Ms. Parrish stated that new manufactured homes are not permitted within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. Ms. Parrish stated that existing manufactured homes would have to be elevated
if they are modified.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

As no one wished to speak Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Haldeman made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments.

On a roll call vote, the Commission voted to recommend approval of ZO­0001­2017.
Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain Area Regulations (6­0).

5. ZO­0002­2017. Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals

A motion to Approve was made by Danny Schmidt, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Roberta Sulouff, Senior Planner, stated that during the course of two public hearing cases,
members of both the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors expressed a desire
for a policy addressing the emerging issue of short­term residential rentals, also known as
homesharing. Ms. Sulouff stated that this request was echoed at the May 23, 2017, Joint
Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission Work Session and again at the Planning
Commission’s November 1, 2017 meeting, at which the Commission formally initiated the
consideration of Zoning Ordinance amendments to permit short­term residential rentals in
residentially zoned areas. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also received several public inquiries
and conceptual plan applications from citizens interested in pursuing this use on their
properties.

Ms. Sulouff stated that during the 2017 General Assembly Session, the legislature approved
SB 1578 which allows a locality to create a short­term rental registry. Ms. Sulouff stated that
this legislation does not prohibit, limit, or otherwise supersede existing local authority to
regulate the short­term rental property through general land use and zoning authority.

Ms. Sulouff stated that on July 13, 2017, the Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning
for policies and Ordinance amendments to address the emerging topic of short­term residential
rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that at that meeting, the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a
hybrid approach to permitting such rentals, similar to the approach taken during the recent
amendment process addressing rural event facilities, wherein certain aspects of the use would
be permitted by­right and others would require the issuance of an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that
the Committee directed staff to research and develop draft language to define and develop a
permitting process for short­term residential rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff met with the
Committee again at its September 16, November 9 meetings to receive feedback on draft
Ordinance and policy language. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff incorporated feedback from these
meetings, as well as feedback from the Commissioner of the Revenue and the County
Attorney, into the language in the attached policies and amended ordinances. 

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has worked to provide draft language that makes clear distinctions
between uses based on the intensity and nature of those uses with the intent of providing
transparency for the applicant and clarity to the Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Ms. Sulouff stated that staff has also developed performance standards that will assist staff, the
Commission and the Board in reviewing SUP conditions for short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff
further stated that the policy attempts to draw distinctions between the residential uses that fall
under the Homestay definition and the more commercial uses that fall under the tourist home
definition.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Ordinance amendments, performance standards and administrative
policy provide a logical and predictable framework for short­term residential rentals in the
County. Ms. Sulouff stated that staff recommends that the Commission recommend approval
of the ordinance amendments and the administrative policy to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Krapf expressed appreciation for staff’s efforts in preparing the Ordinance amendments.

Mr. Richardson inquired how the administrative review fee would be collected.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the fee is the same as the Conceptual Plan review fee and will be
collected at the time of submittal as all other Planning fees are collected.

Mr. Wright inquired if Airbnb falls under the category of Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Airbnb is a medium for many different types of rentals.

Ms. Sulouff stated that a tourist home could be rented through Airbnb well as a Homestay.
Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homestay is required to be the owner’s primary residence. Ms.
Sulouff stated that Homestays are what you generally find on Airbnb.

Mr. Wright inquired how the County would ensure that the properties are not in violation of
home owners association (HOA) restrictions.

Ms. Sulouff stated that the County does not enforce HOA covenants which are private
matters; however, the process and application could certainly be developed to notify the
applicant that they must ensure that they are in compliance with HOA covenants.

Mr. Holt stated that staff will be developing a customer service guide for the process and
similar to the guide for Chicken Keeping applications it would require that the applicant
confirm that the HOA does not have any restrictions that would prevent short­term rental of
the property.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the proposed amendments would remove the number of rooms that
can be rented as a tourist home.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed that the new definitions for tourist home removes that distinction. Ms.
Sulouff stated that since tourist homes require an SUP it is possible for the applicant to request
fewer or more rooms based on the property.

Mr. Krapf opened the Public Hearing.

Ms. Beth Hall, 116 Lake Drive, addressed the Commission in opposition to the Ordinance
amendments. Ms. Hull requested that short­term rentals not be allowed in the R­1 District.

Mr. James Bradley, 104 Malvern Circle, addressed the Commission in opposition to the
Ordinance amendments and requested that short term rentals not be permitted in the R­1
District.

As no one else wished to speak, Mr. Krapf closed the Public Hearing.

Mr. Krapf opened the floor for discussion by the Commission.

Mr. Richardson stated that since the General Assembly did not preempt a locality’s ability to
regulate short­term rentals, it falls to the locality to develop ordinance language and standards
to govern this type of activity and ensure it will be in keeping with the character of the
community.

Mr. Wright inquired if the County could incorporate state law into the Ordinance that is being
adopted.

Mr. Holt clarified that the state has not adopted laws or policies related to short­term rentals
to preempt local zoning ordinances. Mr. Holt stated that the County’s language related to the
registry does come directly from State Code. Mr. Holt noted that the County is not requiring
the $500 registry fee which is more appropriate for localities that do not require business
licenses or require review fees.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to bringing the registry language over from State Code, the
amendments and policy guidelines were developed to make conflicting guidelines more
consistent.

Mr. Wright noted that the registry language allows the County to deny or revoke the ability to
do short­term rentals if there are violations. Mr. Wright inquired about the types of violations
that would apply.

Mr. Holt stated that this would be violations of local code.

Mr. Hlavin clarified that it could include violations of local codes such as Building Code
violations, Zoning violations or violation of the registry ordinance. Mr. Hlavin stated that
multiple violations would allow the Commissioner of the Revenue to prohibit short­term rentals
at that location.

Mr. Wright inquired if, after the Ordinance amendments are adopted, a neighborhood could
establish new covenants that would prohibit short­term rentals.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the Ordinance amendments would not trump existing HOA covenants.
Mr. Hlavin noted that there is a very specific legal process requiring concurrence of all
property owners to amend or establish new covenants. Mr. Hlavin noted that enforcement of
HOA covenants is a private action of the HOA against the homeowner.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could take action if it were reported that a property has not
complied with the registration process.

Mr. Hlavin confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Rental of Rooms is permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms currently requires an SUP in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that under the current language rental of rooms applies to both long­term
and short­term rentals. Ms. Sulouff stated that if the Ordinance amendments are approved,
Rental of Rooms will only apply to long­term uses that exceed the definition of family.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if Homestays would be permitted in R­1 if the Ordinance amendments
are approved.

Ms. Sulouff stated that currently Tourist Homes are not permitted in the R­1 Zoning District.
Ms. Sulouff stated that Rental of Rooms which currently encompasses short­term rentals
requires an SUP. Ms. Sulouff stated that currently there are no by­right uses for short­term
rentals in the R­1 Zoning District.

Ms. Sulouff stated that if the ordinance amendments are approved, there will be a by­right
option to rent one room in the owner’s primary residence for less than 180 days.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if the by­right option is a Homestay.

Ms. Sulouff confirmed.

Mr. Haldeman inquired if registration would be required for Homestays.

Ms. Sulouff stated that they would need to register, have a business license and pay taxes.

Mr. Schmidt inquired if the County could note on the customer service guide that the HOA
could take legal action if the applicant is in violation of HOA covenants.

Mr. Hlavin stated that the County could note that County approval does not supersede HOA
covenants which can be enforced by that private organization.

Mr. Krapf stated that in addition to making the process consistent for all zoning districts, the
by­right use is only for one room rental in a property owner’s primary residence with a limit on
the number of days of operation. Mr. Krapf stated that anything outside of that would require
an SUP. Mr. Krapf stated that the strength of the process lies in the guidelines which allow for
conditions to be applied to address specific concerns for each property. Mr. Krapf further
stated that this will bring an underground economy out in the open and minimize the problems
that arise. Mr. Hlavin clarified that in the A­1, R­8 and R­4 Zoning Districts, the one room
restriction does not apply to Homestays.

Mr. Schmidt made a motion to recommend approval of the Ordinance amendments and the
proposed policies for Tourist Homes and Homestays.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to approve ZO­0002­2017, Zoning Ordinance
Revisions to Permit Short­Term Residential Rentals and the proposed policies for Tourist
Homes and Homestays (6­0).

G. PLANNING COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS

1. Z­0004­2017. Powhatan Terrace Proffer Amendment

A motion to Approve was made by John Wright III, the motion result was Passed.
AYES: 6  NAYS: 0  ABSTAIN: 0  ABSENT: 1
Ayes: Haldeman, Krapf, Pete, Richardson, Schmidt, Wright III
Absent: O'Connor

Ms. Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner, stated that Ms. Brandie Weiler, of Housing
Partnerships, Incorporated, has submitted a request to amend Condition No. 1 of the adopted
Proffers for Powhatan Terrace. Ms. Pietrowski stated that the development was approved by
the Board of Supervisors on March 28, 2008, as a cluster development consisting of 36
townhouse units.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that the applicant is requesting to amend the Proffers to allow rental
units within the development in order to develop Powhatan Terrace as an affordable rental
community. Ms. Pietrowski stated that there are no other proposed changes to the master plan
or other proffered conditions.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that staff finds that the requested Proffer amendment would be
consistent with the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan and the Strategic Plan
regarding affordable housing. Ms. Pietrowski stated that staff also finds that the requested
Proffer amendment would not negatively impact surrounding development. Ms. Pietrowski
stated that staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend approval of the
proposed Proffer amendment to the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Wright inquired about the parcel shown in the middle of the development.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that the boundary line would be extinguished as part of the subdivision
process.

Mr. Krapf inquired if there were any meetings with existing residents in the development to
discuss the changes.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that she was not aware of any meetings.

Mr. Krapf inquired if renters would be required to join the HOA.

Ms. Pietrowski stated that there is a Proffer Condition that requires an HOA once the project
is developed.

Mr. Krapf inquired if the applicant wished to address the Commission.

Ms. Brandie Weiler, Executive Director, Housing Partnerships Inc., addressed the
Commission in support of the request. Ms. Weiler noted that there are no existing residents as
the project is still under development, therefore, no public meeting was held.

Mr. Wright made a motion to recommend approval of Z­0004­2017.

On a roll call vote the Commission voted to recommend approval of Z­0004­2017. Powhatan
Terrace Proffer Amendment (6­0).

H. PLANNING DIRECTOR'S REPORT

1. Planning Director's Report ­ December 2017

Mr. Holt stated that he had nothing in addition to the report provided in the Agenda Packet.

I. PLANNING COMMISSION DISCUSSION AND REQUESTS

Mr. Krapf stated that he would cover the Board of Supervisors meeting for December.

Mr. Krapf stated that in an effort to communicate more effectively, he would like to propose to
the Board of Supervisors that the Commission provide the Board with a monthly Chairman’s
Report. Mr. Krapf stated that the report would highlight Planning Commission initiatives and
be provided to the Board with their agenda materials. Mr. Krapf noted that the Commission
representative each month would have the same report and be able to address any questions
that come forward. Mr. Krapf further stated that he would like the Commission to be on the
Board’s Work Session schedule once each quarter to provide updates and see where the
Board stands on various initiatives.

Mr. Richardson concurred with the proposal.

Mr. Schmidt inquired whether the Policy Committee and DRC should provide a condensed
version of their reports.

Mr. Krapf stated that he would work with the Chairs of the DRC and Policy Committee to
develop the report and ensure all pertinent information was covered.

Mr. Haldeman requested that staff address Mr. Small’s concerns regarding requirements for
Houses of Worship in the A­1 Zoning District.

Mr. Holt noted that the amendments to the A­1 and R­8 Zoning Districts are consistent with
what was done in the other districts regarding incorporating fraternal organizations and Houses
of Worship as Places of Public Assembly. Mr. Holt stated that he would provide the
Commission with additional information on those changes.

Mr. Schmidt noted that he has joined the Steering Committee for the Pocahontas Trail
Corridor Study. Mr. Krapf thanked the Commissioners and staff for their efforts over the last
year and wished everyone the very best for the holidays.

J. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Wright made a motion to adjourn.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 9:07 p.m.

__________________                                ___________________ 
Rich Krapf, Chairman                                   Paul D. Holt, III, Secretary
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AGENDA ITEM NO. E.2.

ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 2/7/2018 

TO: The Planning Commission 

FROM: Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner

SUBJECT: Development Review Committee Action Item: Case No. SP­0130­2017, Berkeley's
Green Recreation Area Amendment

The applicant is proposing to convert one existing tennis court to a basketball court and to
convert the existing basketball court to a picnic/recreation area.
Adopted Special Use Permit (SUP) Conditions require Planning Commission Review and
approval for alternate recreation facilities, as well as Planning Commission approval of all
site plans for recreation facilities.
Link to DRC Agenda and Staff Report:
https://jamescity.novusagenda.com/AgendaPublic/MeetingView.aspx?
MeetingID=609&MinutesMeetingID=654&doctype=Agenda
DRC Recommendation on January 24, 2018: The DRC determined that the requested
amendment did not change the basic concept or character of the Berkeley’s Green
development nor did it decrease the total number of recreational amenities provided.
Therefore, the DRC voted 2­0 to approve the Recreational Area Amendment.

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 9:35 AM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 9:36 AM
Publication Management Burcham, Nan Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 9:38 AM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 9:50 AM

https://jamescity.novusagenda.com/AgendaPublic/MeetingView.aspx?MeetingID=609&MinutesMeetingID=654&doctype=Agenda


AGENDA ITEM NO. F.1.

ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 2/7/2018 

TO: The Planning Commission 

FROM: W. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II

SUBJECT: ZO­0003­2017 and SO­0001­2017. Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance
Amendments for Streetscapes

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Staff Report
Proposed Zoning Ordinance
Amendments Ordinance

Proposed Subdivision Ordinance
Amendments Ordinance

York County Subdivision Ordinance Exhibit
Minutes from the September 14,
2017, Policy Committee meeting Minutes

Minutes from the December 14,
2017, Policy Committee meeting Minutes

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/24/2018 ­ 11:05 AM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/24/2018 ­ 11:00 AM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/24/2018 ­ 11:00 AM
Publication Management Burcham, Nan Approved 1/24/2018 ­ 11:02 AM



 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 

 

DATE: February 7, 2018 

 

TO: The Planning Commission 

 

FROM: W. Scott Whyte, Senior Landscape Planner II 

 

SUBJECT: Case No. ZO-0003-2017 and SO-0001-2017. Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance 

Amendments for Streetscapes 

          

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

The County’s Streetscape Guidelines Policy was first adopted by the Board of Supervisors in 1999 and was 

amended in 2004 and 2010. The Policy was first proposed as a result of the 1997 Comprehensive Plan 

recommendation and subsequent Zoning Ordinance revisions. The goal of the Policy was to establish or 

preserve a tree canopy along residential streets and to achieve a 20% canopy coverage within a 20-year period. 

 

Since that time, the Streetscape Policy elements have been incorporated into the Community Appearance 

Guide, the Toano, Five Forks and New Town design guidelines and have been supported in all revisions of the 

Comprehensive Plan. Most major subdivisions since 1999 that were approved via either a Special Use Permit 

or proffered rezoning also implemented the Streetscape Policy. The Policy has worked very well since it was 

created, with slight revisions made in 2004 and 2010. 

 

At its 2016 Session, the Virginia General Assembly approved Senate Bill 549, which was signed into law by 

the Governor as Chapter 322. Chapter 322 created new Section 15.2-2303.4 to the Code of Virginia, 1950, as 

amended (the “Virginia Code”) which fundamentally changed the conditional zoning system in the 

Commonwealth of Virginia. As a result, the County no longer accepts proffers for new residential rezoning 

applications or the residential component of multi-use rezoning applications. On September 14, 2017, the 

Policy Committee met to discuss initial planning for policies and ordinance amendments to address the topic. 

At the meeting, the Committee expressed interest in retaining the existing adopted Streetscape Guidelines 

Policy to serve as the guide for major subdivisions which have either proffered or conditioned streetscape 

improvements per the adopted Policy. At the meeting, the Committee also expressed interest in having staff 

create a draft of the Streetscape Policy as an ordinance requirement. This would enable staff to require street 

trees within all major subdivisions. The ordinance is modeled after York County’s street tree ordinance which 

has been in existence for a long time and retains many elements of the existing Streetscape Guidelines Policy. 

 

Staff has worked to incorporate feedback from this meeting, as well as feedback from the County Attorney’s 

Office, into draft regulations. On December 14, 2017 the Policy Committee met to review the draft regulations, 

and upon no farther requested changes, directed staff to bring forward the regulations to the Planning 

Commission. 

 

DRAFT ORDINANCE LANGUAGE 

 

The draft subdivision ordinance language is included as Attachment No. 2 and accomplishes the following: 

 

 In the Subdivision Ordinance, amends Section 19-27 (Preliminary Plan - submittal requirements): 

o Adds submission of a landscape plan to the list of preliminary plan submittal requirements. 
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 In the Subdivision Ordinance Section, creates new Section 19-74 (Street Trees): 

o Creates a new section that lists the standards and specifications for street trees in major subdivisions. 

 

 In the Zoning Ordinance which is included as Attachment No. 1, Article II, Special Regulations, Division 

4 (Landscaping), creates new Section 24-102 (Street Trees); 

o Creates a new section that lists standards and specifications for street trees in multi-family and 

apartment developments, or areas of multi-family or apartment units within a larger development. The 

existing Streetscape Guidelines Policy would be retained to serve as the guide for past development 

cases which have either proffered or conditioned streetscape improvements per the adopted policy. 

 

CHANGES SINCE THE DECEMBER 14, 2017, (STAGE II), POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING 

 

None 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

 

Staff recommends the Planning Commission recommend approval of the attached Subdivision and Zoning 

Ordinance revisions to the Board of Supervisors. 

 

 

 

WSW/nb 

ZO-03-17-SO-01-17StScapes-mem 

 

Attachments: 

1. Proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendments 

2. Proposed Subdivision Ordinance Amendments 

3. York County’s Subdivision Ordinance 

4. Minutes from September 14, 2017, Policy Committee Meeting 

5. Minutes from December 14, 2017, Policy Committee Meeting 



 

 

ORDINANCE NO.   
 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN CHAPTER 24, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE 

COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA, BY AMENDING ARTICLE II, SPECIAL REGULATIONS, 

DIVISION 4, LANDSCAPING, BY ADDING SECTION 24-102, STREET TREES. 

 

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of James City, Virginia, that Chapter 24, 

Zoning, is hereby amended and reordained by amending Article II, Special regulations, Division 4, 

Landscaping, by adding Section 24-102, Street trees. 

 

Chapter 24. Zoning 

 

Article II. Special Regulations 

 

Division 4. Landscaping 

 

Section 24-102. Street trees.        
 

In multi-family and independent living facilities and apartment developments, or areas of multi-family or 

apartment units containing two or more dwelling units, deciduous shade trees shall be planted as street trees 

along all rights-of-way. In instances where all or portions these developments are designed as parking lots 

rather than rights-of-way, then landscaping shall instead be provided in accordance with section 24-99. Street 

trees shall meet the following requirements:          

 

a) Deciduous shade trees shall be planted as street trees along all right-of-ways within the development. 

Such trees shall be located either within the right-of-way or within a five-foot (5’) landscape preservation 

easement contiguous to such right-of-way. Where located within an easement, the subdivided shall 

dedicate the easement together with a maintenance easement to the property owners’ association or other 

entity approved by the county attorney.        

 

b) The easement or right-of-way shall contain at a minimum, one (1) tree planted approximately every forty 

feet (40’).      

 

c) All trees planted to meet this requirement shall have a minimum caliper of one and one half inch (1 ½”) 

and conform to the provisions of section 24-94 of the zoning ordinance. Existing trees within the 

landscape preservation easement that are protected and preserved in accordance with the standards 

contained in the zoning ordinance may be used to satisfy the planting requirement.       

 

d) All street trees shall be deciduous shade trees that are native species or street trees commonly planted in 

james city county and adaptive to the soils and climate of james city county. if an applicant wishes to 

substitute the required shade trees with an evergreen or ornamental tree, a landscape modification 

request form referenced in section 24-91 of the zoning ordinance may be submitted for consideration by 

the planning director.          

 

e) Installation. Unless otherwise approved by the planning director or his designee, plantings shall occur 

between September and February while the plant materials are dormant; however, temporary certificates 

of occupancy may be issued pursuant to section 24-8 (b).      
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ORDINANCE NO.   
 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND REORDAIN CHAPTER 19, SUBDIVISIONS, OF THE CODE OF 

THE COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA, BY AMENDING ARTICLE II, PROCEDURES AND 

DOCUMENTS TO BE FILED, BY AMENDING SECTION 19-27, PRELIMINARY PLAN - SUBMITTAL 

REQUIREMENTS; AND BY AMENDING ARTICLE III - REQUIREMENTS FOR DESIGN AND 

MINIMUM IMPROVEMENTS, BY ADDING SECTION 19-73.1, STREET TREES 
 

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of James City, Virginia, that Chapter 19, 

Subdivisions, is hereby amended and reordained by amending Article II, Procedures and Documents to be 

Filed, by amending Section 19-27, Preliminary plan - Submittal requirements; and amend Article III - 

Requirements for Design and Minimum Improvements by adding Section 19-73.1, Street trees. 
 

Chapter 19. Subdivisions 

 

Article II. Procedures and Documents to be Filed 
 

Section 19-27. Preliminary plan - Submittal requirements.  
 

(q) For proposed major subdivisions and multifamily subdivisions, a landscape plan showing street trees per 

section 19-73.1 street trees, and any applicable requirements of article II, division 4 of the zoning ordinance.       
 

Article III. Requirements for Design and Minimum Improvements         
 

Section 19-73.1. Street trees.           
 

Street trees shall meet the following requirements:           
 

a) In all major subdivisions, deciduous shade trees shall be planted as street trees along all rights-of-way 

within the subdivision. Such trees shall be located within a five-foot (5’) landscape preservation easement 

contiguous to such right-of-way. Where located within an easement, the subdividing landowner shall 

dedicate the easement together with a maintenance easement to the property owners’ association or other 

entity approved by the agent and county attorney. Street trees may also be located within the right-of-way. 

When located within the right-of-way the trees will need to meet any applicable VDOT standards and 

maintenance provisions. Street trees should only be located within the right-of-way when topographic, 

utility or other constraints prohibit the landscape preservation easement from being located adjacent to 

the right-of-way.               
 

b) The easement or right-of-way shall contain at a minimum, one (1) tree planted approximately every forty 

feet (40’).              
 

c) All trees planted to meet this requirement shall have a minimum caliper of one and one half inch (1-½”) 

and conform to the provisions of section 24-94 of the zoning ordinance. Existing trees within the landscape 

preservation easement that are protected and preserved in accordance with the standards contained in 

the zoning ordinance may be used to satisfy the planting requirement.           
 

d) All street trees shall be deciduous shade trees that are native species or street trees commonly planted in 

james city county and adaptive to the soils and climate of james city county. If an applicant wishes to 

substitute the required shade trees with an evergreen or ornamental tree, a landscape modification request 

form referenced in section 24-91 of the zoning ordinance may be submitted for consideration by the 

planning director.          
 

e) Installation. Unless otherwise approved by the director of planning or his designee plantings shall occur 

between September and February while the plant materials are dormant. Installation shall be guaranteed 

in accordance with article IV of this chapter.                 
 

SO-01-17StScapes-ord 



ARTICLE VI. DESIGN STANDARDS 

DIVISION 1. GENERAL LAYOUT AND DESIGN 

Sec. 20.5-84. Landscaping, buffers and screening. 

(a)  Landscaping. 

(1) Entrances and common areas shall be landscaped by the subdivider with appropriate combinations of trees, shrubs, 
grass and groundcovers except where the existing mature trees have been preserved and protected in such areas. 
Unless the agent determines that such landscape treatment is unnecessary, impractical or in conflict with drainage, 
utilities, or other required features of the subdivision, the cleared portions of entrance and common areas in residential 
subdivisions shall be landscaped with a minimum of one (1) tree and one (1) shrub for each one thousand (1,000) 
square feet contained in such areas exclusive of roadways, sidewalks, recreational facilities, or other paved areas. 

(2) All landscape treatments required by this chapter or the zoning ordinance shall be designed, arranged, installed 
and maintained in accordance with the landscaping standards contained in the zoning ordinance. 

(b)  Tree planting and replacement. 

(1) In accordance with section 15.2-961, Code of Virginia, trees shall be preserved, planted or replaced on all 
residential lots, excluding recreation lots. Tree preservation/planting shall be accomplished such that, within twenty 
(20) years growing time, the minimum tree canopy or cover on residential lots shall be twenty percent (20). 

(2)  The required tree canopy or cover shall generally be evenly distributed across the lot with a preference for trees 
located in front of the principal building and along the rear property line. 

(3)  The calculation of tree canopies shall be based on the Manual of Woody Landscape Plants, 4th edition, 1990, by 
Michael A. Dirr (ISBN 0-87563-347-1) or Street Tree Factsheets, 1993, Municipal Tree Restoration Program, 
Pennsylvania State University (ISBN 1-883956-00-5) as they may from time to time be amended. 

(4)  Existing trees which are to be preserved and used to meet all or part of the canopy requirements shall be protected 
before, during, and after the development process in accordance with those standards contained in the zoning 
ordinance. 

(5)  Newly planted trees and shrubs shall be selected, installed and maintained in accordance with the standards 
contained in the zoning ordinance. 

(6)  In all subdivisions in nonindustrial zoning districts, deciduous shade or ornamental trees shall be planted as street 
trees along all rights-of-way within and abutting the subdivision. Such trees shall be located either within the right-
of-way itself or within a ten-foot (10') landscape preservation easement contiguous to such right-of-way and shall 
contain, at a minimum, one (1) tree planted approximately every forty feet (40'). Where located within an easement, 
the subdivider shall dedicate the easement together with a maintenance easement to the property owners’ association 
or other entity approved by the agent and county attorney. All trees planted to meet this requirement shall have a 
minimum caliper of two and one-half inches (2½") and conform with the relevant provisions of the zoning ordinance. 
Existing trees which are within twenty feet (20') of the edge of the right-of-way and which are protected and preserved 
in accordance with the standards contained in the zoning ordinance may be used to satisfy the planting requirement. 

(7)  The subdivider shall have the option to meet the requirements of this subsection through actual installation/retention, a 

postponed improvement agreement with surety, establishment of restrictive covenants, or some combination which 

achieves the same intent. 



M I N U T E S 

JAMES CITY COUNTY POLICY COMMITTEE REGULAR MEETING 

Building A Large Conference Room 

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg, VA 23185 

September 14, 2017 

4:00 PM 
 

 

A. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Ms. Robin Bledsoe called the meeting to order at approximately 4 p.m. 

 

B. ROLL CALL 

 

Present: 

Robin Bledsoe, Chair 

Rich Krapf 

Jack Haldeman 

Heath Richardson 

Danny Schmidt 

  

Staff: 

 Paul Holt, Planning Director 

 Ellen Cook, Principal Planner 

 Tammy Rosario, Principal Planner 

 Christy Parrish, Zoning Administrator 

 Scott Whyte, Senior Planner II 

 Jose Ribeiro, Senior Planner II 

 Lauren White, Planner 

 Roberta Sulouff, Planner 

 Alex Baruch, Planner  

Tom Leininger, Community Development Assistant 

Maxwell Hlavin, Assistant County Attorney 

 

C. MINUTES 

 

1. August 10, 2017, Meeting Minutes 

 

Mr. Jack Haldeman made a motion to Approve the August 10, 2017, meeting 

minutes. 

 

The motion passed 5-0. 

 

D. OLD BUSINESS  

 

1. Preliminary Review and Discussion of the R-8, Rural Residential District 

and the Residential Cluster Overlay District 

 

Ms. Robin Bledsoe opened the discussion. 

 

Mr. Alex Baruch stated that on April 11, 2017, the Board of Supervisors 

(BOS) adopted an initiating resolution. He stated that the BOS initiated 

amendments of the R-8, Rural Residential District and Residential Cluster 



Development, in order to address the provision of age-restricted housing, 

independent living facilities and specially permitted density bonuses. He 

stated that the memorandum provides background information about age-

restricted housing, independent living facilities, the R-8 District and the 

Cluster Overlay District. He stated that the memorandum provides 

information about the potential amendments that could result from the 

language of the initiating resolution. He stated that staff would appreciate 

feedback from the Policy Committee in preparation for the November Policy 

Committee meeting. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked Committee members if they had any questions. 

 

Mr. Jack Haldeman stated that he was unsure on how he would quantify the 

need for age-restricted housing. He stated that the Comprehensive Plan 

detailed the growth of older aged people. He stated that there were not any 

figures that would quantify the need. He stated that many residents would 

prefer to age in place.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked Mr. Haldeman to clarify if he was unsure of the need of 

55 and older age-restrictive housing or the need for Continuing Care 

Retirement Community (CCRC) facilities.  

 

Mr. Haldeman stated that he does not know what the need is for either of 

them. He stated that there is a difference between the people that already live 

here and want to stay here and the other group that are looking to move to 

James City County later in life and want a place that can take care of them. 

He asked if the residents of James City County see a need for more age-

restrictive housing and if James City County believes more age-restrictive 

housing is needed. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that the need is already there with the variety of living 

facilities located around the County. She stated that this need is a product of 

the Baby Boomers and that many of them wish to reside here.  

 

Mr. Haldeman asked how many more units would be needed and how do we 

encourage more facilities. 

 

Mr. Heath Richardson stated that there is not a matrix showing the need 

compared to the population. He stated that the Parks & Recreation 

Department has done a lot of studies on the aging demographic. He stated 

that he did not know if other communities had a matrix on the need for 

assisted living facilities based on population. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that he was not aware of localities having such matrices; 

however, many of the adjacent localities discuss the need of age-restrictive 

living facilities in their Comprehensive Plans. 

 

Mr. Richardson stated that Williamsburg Landing started the conversation. 

He stated that it would help if Mr. Baruch walked him through the 

Williamsburg Landing application process. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the amendment would affect the County as a whole 

and that the initiating resolution asked staff to investigate R-8, Rural 



Residential, Residential Cluster Development, independent living facilities 

age-restricted housing and specially permitted density bonuses. He stated 

that by examining the items in the initiating resolution, staff put together a 

list of amendments and implications in the memorandum. Mr. Baruch stated 

that the changes would impact properties in the R-8, Rural Residential 

Zoning District within the Primary Service Area (PSA) that are over two 

acres in size. Mr. Baruch stated that if a property met those criteria, under the 

new Ordinance they could apply for an age-restricted independent living 

facility. Mr. Baruch stated that he wanted to make it clear that the 

Williamsburg Landing Proposal and the initiating resolution are separate 

items with different directives. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the Williamsburg Landing rezoning and Special Use 

Permit (SUP) proposal would add 135 independent living facility units to a 

15.5-acre parcel of land. He stated that the units are split between apartments 

and duplexes. Mr. Baruch stated that the applicant came to the Development 

Review Committee (DRC) to gather insight about the proposal from the 

Planning Commission sub-committee. Mr. Baruch stated that independent 

living facilities are considered a residential use and proffers could not be 

accepted because of state legislation and direction from the BOS. Mr. Baruch 

stated that the applicant had moved through the Master Plan and SUP 

process up to Planning Commission consideration; however, some impacts 

could not be addressed via SUP conditions that would have been addressed 

by proffers. He stated that one of the impacts the application could not 

address without proffers include age restriction of the residents of the 

independent-dwelling units. Mr. Baruch stated that the applicant had met all 

of the submittal requirements and was ready to move forward to the Planning 

Commission, but decided to defer the case indefinitely when the initiating 

resolution was presented to the BOS. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated the subject property is separate from the current 

Williamsburg Landing property. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated the new parcel was not shown on the existing current 

Williamsburg Landing Master Plan. 

 

Mr. Haldeman stated that the BOS approved the new mixed-use zoning 

ordinance. He asked if there is still a need to change the ordinance of other 

zoning districts since mixed-use allows age-restrictive housing and 

independent living facilities. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the properties would still need to be rezoned to 

mixed-use and be fewer than five acres to take advantage of the ordinance 

amendment.  

 

Mr. Haldeman stated that the mixed-use ordinance change increases the 

potential supply of properties that could be used for an independent living 

facility.  

 

Mr. Krapf stated that proposals for this particular use will be market-driven. 

He stated that the Policy Committee’s role is from a land use standpoint. He 

stated that the Comprehensive Plan has the demographics and that the 

County is an aging community.  



 

Mr. Haldeman asked if the changes to the uses for the zoning district are 

aligned with the residents. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that the parcel that Williamsburg Landing wants to 

expand on is unique from the ordinance changes presented. Ms. Bledsoe 

asked how the Cluster Overlay District was added. 

 

Mr. Krapf stated that it was an effort to increase density.  

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the cluster overlay could allow 1-4 units per acre.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked to skip to the potential amendments. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the definition of independent living facilities could be 

amended to add an age restriction to the definition. He stated that the 

definition could be re-examined to make sure the definition is up-to-date. 

 

Mr. Richardson asked how the age restriction would replace a proffer. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that a proffer for an independent living facility would state 

that an affidavit to verify the age of the residents of the facility would be 

required to be kept on file. Additionally, he stated that by amending the 

definition other classifications, such as disabilities, would be included.  

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the next amendment would be to include specific 

details on the services that needed to be done at the facility. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked why the first change would not include the services. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the current definition does not specifically state that 

services are required. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the third amendment would include a clarification of 

the types of units allowed on the parcel.  

 

Ms. Cook stated that the type of unit for the independent living facility must 

be one of the unit types currently allowed in the zoning district. 

 

Mr. Haldeman asked if the changes would affect the definition of 

independent living facility in all of the residential zoning districts that allow 

the use. 

 

Mr. Baruch confirmed. 

 

Mr. Krapf asked if the cluster overlay overrides the zoning district. 

 

Mr. Baruch confirmed. 

 

Mr. Krapf asked if the changes to independent living facility would be 

overridden by the cluster overlay. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the definition would extend across the zoning 



ordinance whenever independent living facilities were addressed. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that she had a concern as to why the cluster overlay was 

included in the initiating resolution. 

 

Mr. Danny Schmidt stated that the density would increase. 

 

Mr. Krapf stated that the tradeoff is higher density for more open space and 

other amenities. He stated that the cluster overlay removes some of the 

sprawl effect.  

 

Mr. Baruch asked if the Policy Committee would like staff to continue with 

drafting the amendment. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe confirmed. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the next amendment would include the independent 

living facility contained within residential cluster development to the R-8 

Residential District use list. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the next change would be to allow for the independent 

living facility use to utilize cluster overlay in the R-8 Zoning District.  

 

Mr. Schmidt asked if there were any parcels zoned R-8 outside the PSA. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that there are parcels outside the PSA. He stated that the 

cluster overlay states that the parcel must be two acres or more and within 

the PSA. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that she would like staff to move forward. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the table regarding the differences between the current 

R-8 ordinance and the potential R-8 ordinance with cluster overlay is 

included in the memorandum along with the previously discussed changes.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked if another facility similar to Williamsburg Landing could 

potentially be built.  

 

Mr. Baruch stated that there are several factors to whether or not a facility 

like Williamsburg Landing would be built in other parts of the County. He 

stated that the R-8 Zoning District is intended to be rural and low density. He 

stated that the 1-4 units per acre would limit the density of the parcel.  

 

Mr. Krapf asked for a summary of the final paragraph of the memorandum. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that the intent of the final paragraph was to ask the Policy 

Committee if they would like staff to go through the use list and bring the list 

up-to-date for the uses related to age-restricted living facilities. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that staff can go forward with the list. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that staff would do a strike-through version to allow 

Policy Committee members to see the changes. 



 

Mr. Haldeman asked if uses such as grocery stores and pharmacies would be 

added to the use list as well. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that they would not be added to the use list because the 

initiating resolution did not ask staff to look into those. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked if there were any questions. 

   

2. Zoning Ordinance Revision to Permit Short-Term Residential Rentals 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the discussion. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that at the July Policy Committee meeting the Committee 

directed staff to come up with an approach addressing short-term residential 

rentals. She stated that the Committee expressed interest in pursuing a hybrid 

approach which would create a system in which short-term residential rental 

uses would be subject to permitting and performance standards based on the 

intensity of the application. She stated that there are some by-right processes 

as well as an SUP process. She stated that staff proposes definitions to 

homestay, rental of rooms and tourist homes. She stated that staff have also 

included a proposed use list and a matrix which shows what is permitted by-

right depending on the zoning district and intensity of the application. Ms. 

Sulouff stated that staff recommends performance standards. She stated that 

staff is seeking Policy Committee guidance on the draft language and the 

performance standards and that staff will make changes to the draft 

ordinance based on the feedback of the Policy Committee. She asked if there 

were any questions. 

 

Mr. Richardson asked how the 180-day limit for 12 months was decided. 

 

Ms. White stated that the 180-day mark would help keep the home’s primary 

use as a residential property.  

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that guidance from Building Safety and Permits suggested 

that 180 days is part of their requirements for a single-family home. 

 

Mr. Schmidt asked if the homestay fees would be equitable and fair to the 

current bed and breakfast and hotels. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that the administrative permit was designed for an 

application process, low in intensity and residential in character. She stated 

that the idea was to create a spectrum from mostly residential in use to 

mostly commercial in use. 

 

Mr. Schmidt asked if there would be an annual reapplication. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that this could be a provision. She stated that applicants 

would have to pay the transient occupancy tax. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that shared economy is happening and there are rentals 

already available. She stated that her concern would be if it was fair to hotels 

and paying of taxes. She stated that the General Assembly has given the 



County the ability to begin a database. 

 

Mr. Haldeman stated that he was still unclear regarding the existing and 

proposed definitions. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated she would be able to describe each definition.  

 

Mr. Haldeman asked why there are three different types of short-term rentals.  

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that currently there are two uses: rental of rooms and 

tourist homes. She stated that under this proposal rental of rooms would be 

taken out of the transient category. She stated that rental of rooms would 

only address long-term rentals over and above the family definition. She 

stated that rental of rooms includes a landlord and tenant relationship. Ms. 

Sulouff stated that homestays depend on the intensity of the application and 

require a permanent resident and the renter cannot exceed 180 days a year. 

She stated that the tourist home does not require a permanent resident at the 

home. She stated that tourist home allows for commercial entities such as 

bed and breakfasts.  

 

Mr. Haldeman asked which definition would require an administrative 

process. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that a homestay would be permitted by-right with an 

administrative permit in all districts for one bedroom. She stated that 

homestays would be permitted by-right for any number of rooms for R-8, R-

4 and A-1 districts.  

 

Mr. Krapf stated that if a homeowner wants to rent out more than one room, 

depending on the zoning district, an SUP would be required. 

 

Ms. Sulouff confirmed and stated that A-1, R-4 and R-8 do not require an 

SUP. She stated that for R-4 and MU, the amended ordinance is to remain 

consistent with the way that short-term rentals are permitted currently.  

 

Mr. Schmidt asked how fire safety was included in the new ordinance. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that the issue for fire safety is the ability to enforce it. 

 

Ms. Rosario stated that the best route would be for staff to reconnect with 

Building Safety and Permits.   

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that some other localities do enforce fire safety and 

require a yearly inspection. She stated that a complaint from another citizen 

could also require an inspection.  

 

Mr. Richardson stated that hotels are required to have fire inspections and 

safety standards.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that sites like Airbnb require inspections; however, other 

advertising sites may not. 

 

Mr. Schmidt asked if there would be any legal issues with the County if there 



would be a fire or accident. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that she believes the issues would fall on the homeowner.  

 

Mr. Hlavin concurred that the County would not be accountable. 

 

Mr. Schmidt stated that there could be a way to enforce fines on homestays if 

applicants do not comply.  

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that the Homeowners Association (HOA) still overrides 

the policy of the County. 

 

Mr. Richardson stated the policy of the County will help HOAs establish 

their policy. 

 

E. NEW BUSINESS  

 

1. Adoption of a Revised Policy for Remote Participation in Meetings by 

Commission Members 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Mr. Hlavin stated that state law has changed regarding the participation 

policy. He stated that the new law is two meetings per year for remote 

participation. 

 

Mr. Richardson asked if it was calendar year or fiscal year. 

 

Mr. Hlavin stated that it is for the calendar year. 

 

Mr. Paul Holt stated that the new law includes two remote participations for 

Policy Committee, two for DRC and two for Planning Commission.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked if there were any questions. There were none. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked the Policy Committee members if they were okay with 

forwarding the revised policy to the Planning Commission. 

 

The Committee members concurred.  

 

2. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies and Impact 

Mitigation Items: Cover Memorandum - Stage I 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Mr. Hlavin stated that these potential amendments were previously covered 

by proffers. He stated that he is trying to get the amendments into the zoning 

ordinance. 

 

Ms. Cook stated that the cover memorandum summarizes the topics and sets 

the stage for items that were previously covered by proffers. She stated that 

four topics are presented today. She stated that the water conservation topic 

would be handled by the James City Service Authority. 



 

3. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies and Impact 

Mitigation Items: Streetscape Policy - Stage I 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Mr. Whyte stated that the streetscape policy has been in place since 1999. He 

stated that the policy was created based on the 1997 Comprehensive Plan 

recommendations. He stated that the policy was amended in 2004 and 2010. 

He stated that the goal was to preserve a tree canopy along residential streets 

and to achieve a 20% canopy coverage within a 20-year period. He stated 

that the policy has worked well for the past 18 years. He stated that the 

policy has been applied to a countless number of cases. He stated that the 

policy has been reinforced by the Community Appearance Guide. Mr. Whyte 

stated that staff recommends two revisions. He stated that staff recommends 

amending the subdivision section of the zoning ordinance by drafting new 

streetscape ordinance language and requiring all new subdivisions to plant 

street trees on both sides of the street. He stated that staff recommends 

modeling the ordinance after York County’s street tree ordinance and that the 

previous streetscape policy was also modeled after York County. He stated 

that staff recommends keeping the existing streetscape policy in place to 

cover the approved subdivisions that have not been built out.  

 

Mr. Haldeman asked if the marked-up version of the ordinance is the new 

streetscape guidelines policy.  

 

Mr. Whyte stated that it was not the new policy and he will have an amended 

version for the Committee for the next meeting. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked if the Committee wants staff to move forward. 

 

Mr. Krapf confirmed and the rest of the committee agreed. 

 

4. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies and Impact 

Mitigation Items: Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations and 

Transportation Impact Analysis - Stage I 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that at the BOS and Planning Commission work session 

they asked staff to research the ability to add transportation, bicycle and 

pedestrian accommodations as binding master plan elements as well as 

reviewing and amending the zoning ordinance if necessary. He stated that 

transportation impacts created by developments requiring legislative 

approval are addressed by three administrative policies and corresponding 

submittal requirements. He stated that the first accommodation is the 

Pedestrian Accommodation Master Plan, which was implemented as a 

binding resource in determining pedestrian accommodation requirements 

external to a development unless required by the pedestrian accommodation 

section of the zoning ordinance. He stated that the second is the Regional 

Bikeways Plan, which encourages the coordinated development of a 

comprehensive system of bikeways throughout the region. He stated that the 

third policy is the Traffic Impact Analysis Submittal Requirements Policy, 



which provides guidance to applicants regarding the minimum content 

required for a traffic impact analysis. Mr. Baruch stated that some examples 

are multi-use paths, turn lanes and traffic lights. He stated that these 

improvements are limited without the use of proffers. He stated that the staff 

suggests the Policy Committee consider including the language in Section 

24-35 Pedestrian Accommodation to extend the requirements of the section 

to bicycle facilities per the adopted Regional Bikeway Plan. He stated that 

unlike bicycle and pedestrian accommodations, general traffic impact 

improvements cannot be addressed through submittal or master plan 

requirements because there is no ability through state code to do so. He 

stated that staff can look into how other localities handle traffic 

improvements. He stated that staff would take any feedback to bring to the 

Stage II meeting. 

 

Mr. Richardson stated that in the past members of the public have expressed 

concern with bicycle improvements.  

 

Mr. Krapf stated that the bikeway plan is a regional bikeway plan requiring 

other localities to partner in as well. 

 

Mr. Holt stated that without proffers, there is no way to implement the 

Regional Bikeway Plan.   

 

Mr. Schmidt asked if York County and the City of Williamsburg are doing 

the same. 

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that the City of Williamsburg did not accept proffers 

before; however, they put more funding towards bike and pedestrian impacts.  

 

Mr. Baruch stated that York County does have certain aspects of the bike 

plan in their ordinance. He stated that staff can bring some additional 

benchmarks to show how other localities are handling bikeways. He stated 

that many localities have pedestrian accommodations. 

 

Mr. Holt stated that the City of Williamsburg maintains its own right-of-

ways. He stated that they do not go through the Virginia Department of 

Transportation (VDOT).  

 

Mr. Krapf asked if the Committee would like staff to look at traffic impacts.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe confirmed. 

 

Mr. Baruch stated that submittal requirements could be a way to get the 

impacts upfront; however, there is not any enabling legislation to allow that 

change. He stated that staff will look at other localities for examples. He 

stated that off-site improvements cannot be achieved unless VDOT requires 

the improvement. 

 

Mr. Holt stated that staff may not be able to come up with a solution to 

mitigate traffic impacts. He stated that VDOT cannot require off-site traffic 

improvements.  

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that a traffic impact analysis can still be required for any 



case that reaches 100 peak hour trips. She stated as examples of off-site 

improvements, that there is no way to compensate for turn lanes or traffic 

signals.  

 

Mr. Krapf asked if an applicant states they will build turn lanes would that be 

like a proffer. 

 

Mr. Holt stated that staff would have to go by the applicant’s word as no 

proffers for residential rezoning can be accepted.  

 

Mr. Haldeman asked if these are minimal changes to the County. 

 

Mr. Holt stated that the changes are worth it in staff’s recommendation.  

 

Ms. Sulouff stated that off-site changes cannot be included on a master plan.  

 

Mr. Baruch stated that adding bike lane requirements to the pedestrian 

accommodation section of the zoning ordinance would mandate that any new 

major subdivision or site plan would be reviewed in accordance with the 

pedestrian accommodations section.  

 

5. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies and Impact 

Mitigation Items: Archaeological Policy - Stage I 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Ms. White stated that the Archaeological Policy was adopted in 1998. She 

stated that the policy seeks to identify and protect areas where significant 

archaeological potential exists. She stated that according to the submittal 

requirements, the submission of a Phase 1A Archaeological Study is required 

for all sites identified as ultra- or highly-sensitive on the Comprehensive 

Plan. She stated that for all legislative cases, the Archaeological Policy 

suggests adding a condition or a proffer that requires a Phase 1 study prior to 

land disturbance. She stated that a Phase 1 study identifies and defines the 

actual site boundaries for any identified archaeological resources. She stated 

that the policy also lays forth any procedures and guidelines to follow when 

staff interpret the condition or proffer. She stated that staff suggests including 

the contents of the current Archaeological Policy into a zoning ordinance.  

 

Mr. Schmidt stated that he did not have any questions and that he agreed. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that she did not have any questions.  

 

6. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies and Impact 

Mitigation Items: Natural Resource Policy - Stage I 

 

Ms. Bledsoe opened the floor for discussion. 

 

Mr. Ribeiro stated that the Natural Resource Policy was modeled after the 

Archaeological Policy and was adopted in 1999. He stated that James City 

County is part of the Chesapeake Bay ecosystem. He stated that the policy 

applies to SUP applications and rezoning applications. He stated that a 

submittal requirement for a legislative case is that a natural resource 



inventory is submitted. He stated that if the inventory confirms that a natural 

resource exists, then further steps are taken. He stated that a management 

plan and/or mitigation plan would then be required. He stated that York 

County has a requirement for submittal of a natural resource inventory as 

part of their submittal requirements. He stated that staff recommends adding 

the Natural Resource Policy to the zoning ordinance. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe stated that she supports the change. 

 

Mr. Krapf asked if the current policy includes the Biological and 

Conservation Data system to identify natural resources. 

 

Mr. Ribeiro stated that there was a study called the Conservation Planning 

for the Natural Areas of the Lower Peninsula of Virginia. He stated that the 

study identifies areas of importance. 

 

Mr. Krapf asked if new provisions need to be added to the new ordinance. 

 

Mr. Ribeiro stated that staff will make sure to capture all aspects of the 

Natural Resource Policy.  

 

Ms. Bledsoe asked if there are any questions. There were none. 

 

F. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Mr. Krapf made a motion to Adjourn. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

Ms. Bledsoe adjourned the meeting at approximately 5:45 p.m.  



M I N U T E S
JAMES CITY COUNTY POLICY COMMITTEE

REGULAR MEETING
Building A Large Conference Room

101 Mounts Bay Road, Williamsburg, VA 23185
December 14, 2017

4:00 PM

A. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Jack Haldeman called the meeting to order at approximately 4 p.m.

B. ROLL CALL

Present:
Jack Haldeman, Chair
Rich Krapf

Absent:
Felice Pete
Danny Schmidt
Heath Richardson

Staff:
Tammy Rosario, Principal Planner
Ellen Cook, Principal Planner
Scott Whyte, Landscape Planner
Tom Leininger, Community Development Assistant

C. MINUTES

1. November 9, 2017 Meeting Minutes

Action on the minutes was deferred until the next meeting.

D. OLD BUSINESS

1. Potential Amendments to Address Formerly Proffered Policies Impact Mitigation Items:
Streetscape Policy ­ Stage II

Mr. Jack Haldeman opened the discussion.

Mr. Scott Whyte stated that at the November 1 Policy Committee meeting, staff discussed the
need to prepare the draft Ordinance. He stated that the revision would require street trees
within all major subdivisions. He stated that staff modeled the new Ordinance after the York
County Subdivision Ordinance Section 20.5­84b6. He stated that after internal discussions
with staff and consulting with the County Attorney’s office, staff has amended both the
Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances. He stated that the Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­27,
Preliminary Plans­Submittal Requirements, was amended to require a landscape plan. He
stated that Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­73.1, Street Trees, is a newly created section
that lists standards and specification for street trees in major subdivisions. He stated that
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Mr. Scott Whyte stated that at the November 1 Policy Committee meeting, staff discussed the
need to prepare the draft Ordinance. He stated that the revision would require street trees
within all major subdivisions. He stated that staff modeled the new Ordinance after the York
County Subdivision Ordinance Section 20.5­84b6. He stated that after internal discussions
with staff and consulting with the County Attorney’s office, staff has amended both the
Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances. He stated that the Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­27,
Preliminary Plans­Submittal Requirements, was amended to require a landscape plan. He
stated that Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­73.1, Street Trees, is a newly created section
that lists standards and specification for street trees in major subdivisions. He stated that
Zoning Ordinance Section 24­102, Street Trees, is a newly created section of the Zoning
Ordinance. He stated that the section list the standards and specifications for street trees in
developments that contain multi­family units and/or apartments. He stated that staff
recommends to send the draft proposal to the Planning Commission. 

Mr. Haldeman asked if the caliper tree requirement would be modeled after the York County
requirement of 2.5­inch caliper. 

Mr. Whyte stated that the current policy states 1.5­inch caliper. He stated that there has been
some debate about increasing the size. He stated that the plant experiences a greater shock
when the plant is moved. 

Mr. Rich Krapf asked if any mechanized equipment would be required to move a tree with a
1.5­inch caliper. 

Mr. Whyte stated that trees with a 1.5­inch caliper come in a container and experience less
root damage. 

Mr. Krapf asked if there is any policy pertaining to trees hanging over electrical lines.

Mr. Whyte stated that an ornamental tree can be recommended if the height could be an issue.

Mr. Krapf asked if that is in the draft Ordinance. 

Mr. Whyte stated that the language is in the policy currently. 

Ms. Ellen Cook stated that an applicant can substitute the required shade tree with an
evergreen or an elm tree with a landscape modification form.

Mr. Krapf asked what the process was to substitute the trees.

Mr. Whyte stated that he makes a recommendation to the Planning Director.

Mr. Haldeman asked if James City County would keep the policy for 20% canopy coverage
in 20 years. 

Mr. Whyte stated that during the revision of the canopy coverage, staff looked into the
distance trees can be planted from the road. He stated that there is a restriction on distance
from the road and will help accomplish the coverage percentage. He stated that it is difficult to
measure the coverage.

Mr. Whyte stated that the current policy will be retained for older subdivisions that have not
been installed yet as reference. 

Mr. Haldeman stated that he did not see any issues.

Mr. Krapf confirmed and directed staff to bring forward the regulations to the Planning
Commission.

E. NEW BUSINESS

There was no new business.

F. ADJOURNMENT
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need to prepare the draft Ordinance. He stated that the revision would require street trees
within all major subdivisions. He stated that staff modeled the new Ordinance after the York
County Subdivision Ordinance Section 20.5­84b6. He stated that after internal discussions
with staff and consulting with the County Attorney’s office, staff has amended both the
Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances. He stated that the Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­27,
Preliminary Plans­Submittal Requirements, was amended to require a landscape plan. He
stated that Subdivision Ordinance Section 19­73.1, Street Trees, is a newly created section
that lists standards and specification for street trees in major subdivisions. He stated that
Zoning Ordinance Section 24­102, Street Trees, is a newly created section of the Zoning
Ordinance. He stated that the section list the standards and specifications for street trees in
developments that contain multi­family units and/or apartments. He stated that staff
recommends to send the draft proposal to the Planning Commission. 

Mr. Haldeman asked if the caliper tree requirement would be modeled after the York County
requirement of 2.5­inch caliper. 

Mr. Whyte stated that the current policy states 1.5­inch caliper. He stated that there has been
some debate about increasing the size. He stated that the plant experiences a greater shock
when the plant is moved. 

Mr. Rich Krapf asked if any mechanized equipment would be required to move a tree with a
1.5­inch caliper. 

Mr. Whyte stated that trees with a 1.5­inch caliper come in a container and experience less
root damage. 

Mr. Krapf asked if there is any policy pertaining to trees hanging over electrical lines.

Mr. Whyte stated that an ornamental tree can be recommended if the height could be an issue.

Mr. Krapf asked if that is in the draft Ordinance. 

Mr. Whyte stated that the language is in the policy currently. 

Ms. Ellen Cook stated that an applicant can substitute the required shade tree with an
evergreen or an elm tree with a landscape modification form.

Mr. Krapf asked what the process was to substitute the trees.

Mr. Whyte stated that he makes a recommendation to the Planning Director.

Mr. Haldeman asked if James City County would keep the policy for 20% canopy coverage
in 20 years. 

Mr. Whyte stated that during the revision of the canopy coverage, staff looked into the
distance trees can be planted from the road. He stated that there is a restriction on distance
from the road and will help accomplish the coverage percentage. He stated that it is difficult to
measure the coverage.

Mr. Whyte stated that the current policy will be retained for older subdivisions that have not
been installed yet as reference. 

Mr. Haldeman stated that he did not see any issues.

Mr. Krapf confirmed and directed staff to bring forward the regulations to the Planning
Commission.

E. NEW BUSINESS

There was no new business.

F. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Krapf made a motion to Adjourn. The motion passed 2­0.

Mr. Haldeman adjourned the meeting at approximately 4:25 p.m. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO. F.2.

ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 2/7/2018 

TO: The Planning Commission 

FROM: Jose Ribeiro, Senior Planner II

SUBJECT: Z­0003­2017/HW­0004­2017. Oakland Point

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Staff Report Staff Report
Attachment 1. Location Map Exhibit
Attachment 2. Master Plan Exhibit
Attachment 3. Community Impact
Statement Exhibit

Attachment 4.Fiscal Impact Study Exhibit
Attachment 5. Parks & Recreation
Exception Request Exhibit

Attachment 6. Traffic Impact Study Exhibit
Attachment 7. LOS Information Exhibit
Attachment 8. Proposed Easement
Agreement Exhibit

Attachment 9. Height Waiver
Application Discussion Exhibit

Attachment 10. Draft Height Waiver
Conditions Exhibit

Attachment 11. Low Income Tax
Credit Program Information Exhibit

Attachment 12. Citizen
Correspondence Exhibit

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 11:24 PM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 11:24 PM
Publication Management Burcham, Nan Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 7:34 AM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/31/2018 ­ 9:31 AM
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SUMMARY FACTS 

 

Applicant: Timothy O. Trant II, on behalf of Connelly 

Development, LLC 

 

Land Owner: Lisa Joy P. Marston, Trustee 

 

Proposal: To rezone ± 14.54 acres of land from A-1, 

General Agricultural to R-5, Multi-family 

Residential District for the purpose of 

constructing up to 126 apartment units. A 

Height Limitation Waiver application has 

also been submitted for the proposed 

apartment buildings to be constructed up to 

40 feet from grade. 

 

Location: 7581 Richmond Road 

 

Tax Map/Parcel No.: 2310100002 

 

Project Acreage: ± 14.54 acres 

 

Current Zoning:  A-1, General Agricultural 

 

Proposed Zoning: R-5, Multi-family Residential District 

 

Comprehensive Plan: Moderate Density Residential 

 

Primary Service Area: Inside 

 

Staff Contact:  Jose Ribeiro, Senior Planner II 

 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARING DATES 

 

Planning Commission: January 3, 2018, 7:00 p.m. (deferred by 

applicant) 

   February 7, 2018, 7: 00 p.m. 

Board of Supervisors:  March 13, 2018, 5:00 p.m. (tentative)  

 

FACTORS FAVORABLE 

 

1. Staff finds the proposal will not negatively impact surrounding 

zoning and development. 

 

2. The proposal’s density is within the range recommended for lands 

designated Moderate Density Residential (MDR) by the adopted 

Comprehensive Plan. 

 

3. The proposal meets the Adequate Public Schools Facilities Test, 

adopted by the Board of Supervisors on June 23, 1998. 

 

4. Increases workforce and affordable housing opportunities via an 

Easement Agreement, although this requirement may not be 

binding unless agreed to by the Board of Supervisors. 

 

5. While unable to provide proffers, the applicant is proposing to 

demonstrate commitment to various Board of Supervisors adopted 

policies and other public benefits (including affordable housing) 

to support the proposed density through notes on the Master Plan 

and via an Easement Agreement that the County would be a party 

to; please see the “Ability to Guarantee the Development as 

Proposed” section below for discussion regarding these items. 
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FACTORS UNFAVORABLE 

 

1. Proffers are not accepted for residential rezonings. As such, some 

of the typical impacts associated with residential development are 

not mitigated or addressed, including impacts to schools and 

impacts to public utilities (such as James City Service Authority). 

Please see the “Ability to Guarantee the Development as 

Proposed” section below for discussion regarding these items. 

 

2. The project is fiscally negative per the submitted Fiscal Impact 

Analysis worksheet. 

 

3. This proposal does not fully meet the recommendations of the 

Parks & Recreation Master Plan for new residential development 

within the Parks & Recreation Master Plan. The applicant is 

seeking an exception from the Board of Supervisors, as further 

discussed below. 

 

4. Because of traffic from this proposed development, the Level of 

Service (LOS) for a turning movement at the Croaker Road 

intersection will worsen. The Traffic Study recommends both 

physical turn lane improvements and adjustments to the traffic 

signal timing. The applicant proposes to complete the physical 

turn lane improvements via a note and depiction on the Master 

Plan and via an Easement Agreement that the County would be a 

party to. However, the adjustments to the traffic signal timing 

needed to maintain LOS are at the sole discretion of VDOT. For 

the traffic on Oakland Drive leaving the subdivision and turning 

left onto westbound Route 60, the LOS will also worsen from an 

acceptable LOS (LOS C) to an unacceptable LOS (LOS D) in the 

P.M. peak hour. 

 

5. Citizens have expressed concerns with this proposal. 

 

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 

The proposed development includes a number of favorable aspects. In 

addition, the proposed development’s density is within the range 

recommended for lands designated MDR by the adopted 

Comprehensive Plan. However, central to the MDR language is the 

following statement from the adopted Comprehensive Plan: 

 

“Development at this density is not recommended unless it offers 

particular public benefits. Examples of such public benefits include 

mixed-cost housing, affordable and workforce housing and enhanced 

environmental protection.” 

 

As discussed in this staff report, the applicant is proposing to offer 

public benefits and provide assurances to comply with the Board of 

Supervisors’ adopted polices through a combination of notes on the 

Master Plan, through stated intention in the Community Impact 

Statement and through a proposed Easement Agreement. The 

applicant is proposing the County be made a party to the Easement 

Agreement. 

 

Through notes on the Master Plan, compliance with Board adopted 

polices include: a 150-foot-wide Community Character Corridor 

buffer (a 50-foot-wide buffer width is otherwise required for by-right 

development), the provision of bike and pedestrian improvements 

consistent with the Board’s adopted Bike and Ped Master Plans (bike 

and pedestrian connections are not required for by-right minor 

subdivisions), an alternative set of recreation facilities designed to 

comply with the intent of the Parks & Recreation Master Plan, 

proposed James City Service Authority (JCSA) Water Conservation 

Standards (also in the Easement Agreement), and based on the 

project’s location within the Yarmouth Creek Watershed, the 

implementation of Special Stormwater Criteria measures. 

Architectural renderings have also been included in the proposed 
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Master Plan (also in the Easement Agreement). While not a note on 

the Master Plan, the applicant has also submitted a Phase I 

archaeological study which has been reviewed by the Virginia 

Department of Historic Resources. 

 

Through the proposed Easement Agreement, the applicant is 

proposing that any proposed development that may occur on this 

property which results in a density higher than that allowed by-right 

under the current A-1 Zoning District (i.e., four minimum 3-acre lots) 

may only be developed in accordance with Virginia Housing and 

Development Authority’s Low Income Tax Credit Program (or 

alternative as the County may approve). The applicant is also 

proposing the following commitments in the Easement Agreement: 

 

- Use of the building elevations included in the Master Plan set; 

- Achieving EarthCraft/Viridiant gold certification (or other 

comparable certification); 

- Development of Water Conservation Standards; 

- Construction of the offsite traffic improvements; 

- Construction and maintenance of a five-foot sidewalk across 

the adjacent property (7575 Richmond Road); and 

- Provision of a Nutrient Management Plan. 

 

In order to achieve a density bonus above nine dwelling units per acre, 

the applicant proposes to construct each of the buildings to the 

EarthCraft Gold standard.  

 

Proffers are not accepted for residential rezonings. There are also no 

Special Use Permit conditions associated with this request. The 

County Attorney’s office has determined that the Easement Agreement 

is legal and would be binding. With the exception of one turning 

movement at the Croaker Road intersection and a worsening LOS for 

traffic leaving Oakland Drive and heading westbound on Route 60 in 

the P.M. peak hour, staff finds the requirements of the Easement 

Agreement, along with the binding Master Plan would mitigate 

impacts from this development. However, without knowing whether 

or not the Board of Supervisors will enter into an Easement with the 

developer, and without the applicant being able to mitigate impacts 

otherwise, staff cannot recommend approval of this application 

 

The Board of Supervisors will consider the Height Limitation Waiver 

portion of this application. Proposed conditions have been included 

for this application as Attachment No. 10 for informational purposes 

as the Commission does not review Height Limitation Waiver 

requests. 

 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

 The applicant is requesting a rezoning from A-1, General 

Agricultural to R-5, Multi-family Residential District to permit 

126 apartment units on approximately 14.54 acres. 

 

 The project proposes a gross density of 8.67 units per acre. 

However, per R-5 Zoning Ordinance requirements, the net density 

(which takes into account the non-developable portions of the site) 

is calculated as 9.75 units per acre. Per the R-5 District 

requirements, the project could propose up to a net density of nine 

units per acre without a need for any density bonuses. In order to 

achieve the proposed 9.75 units per acre net density, the project 

will need to achieve one bonus density point. From the options 

available in the Ordinance, the applicant is proposing to achieve 

the one bonus density point by committing to green building 

techniques, specifically through the EarthCraft Gold certification. 

A note to this effect is shown on the Master Plan and there is also 

a commitment in the Easement Agreement. Please see the “Ability 

to Guarantee the Development as Proposed” section above for 

discussion regarding this item. 
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 The 126 apartment units are arranged on the site in five buildings. 

One of the buildings is designed to be handicapped accessible and 

has an elevator. The Master Plan also shows a clubhouse building. 

 

 The applicant is proposing a private access road and parking area. 

Private roads are permitted by-right in the R-5 District. 

 

 The project is located on a Community Character Corridor (CCC) 

per the adopted Comprehensive Plan, and thus, provides a 150-

foot buffer along the Richmond Road frontage of the subject 

property. The Master Plan shows the buffer as retaining the 

existing wooded character. 

 

 The project includes buffers along the perimeter of the site per the 

R-5 Zoning Ordinance requirements. However, at the rear of the 

site, the Master Plan shows a portion of the multi-use field within 

the buffer, which would require Planning Director approval of a 

buffer depth reduction at the development plan stage. As 

proposed, the perimeter buffers would largely retain existing trees 

and would be supplemented with additional landscaping. 

 

 As shown on Sheet 3.0 of the Master Plan, R-5 recreation 

requirements would be met through provision of recreation areas 

at the rear of the development. 

 

 Per the adopted Pedestrian Accommodations Master Plan, this 

project includes the construction of a sidewalk along the 

Richmond Road frontage of the subject property. The Master Plan 

also shows a sidewalk connection across the adjacent property 

(7575 Richmond Road) allowing pedestrian access to the 

Richmond Road intersection with Croaker Road/Pricket Road. In 

addition, per the adopted Regional Bikeways Plan, the project 

includes a shoulder bike lane along Richmond Road. 

 

 If approved, the project will also be required to be constructed to 

the Design Requirements of the R-5 Zoning Ordinance. These 

Zoning Ordinance requirements include: 

 

- All units being served by public water and sewer (private 

systems are not permitted); 

- Open space to be maintained exclusively for conservation and 

recreation purposes; 

- The provision of playground equipment; 

- Parking lot light fixtures limited to a height of 15 feet; 

- Separation distances between the buildings a distance at least 

equal to the heights of the buildings; and 

- Per Section 24-35 of the Zoning Ordinance, sidewalks will 

also be required along both sides of all streets and driveways, 

including the entrance road, for this project. 

 

 The applicant is proposing to develop this apartment complex in 

accordance with Virginia Housing and Development Authority’s 

Low Income Housing Tax Credit Program (LIHTC). A brief 

description of the LIHTC program can be found in Attachment 

No. 11.  

 

ABILITY TO GUARANTEE THE DEVELOPMENT AS 

PROPOSED 

 

 On June 28, 2016, the Board of Supervisors adopted a Resolution 

specifying that the County will only accept proffers associated 

with non-residential rezonings. Further, certain policies were 

rescinded by the Board as they apply to residential developments 

including the Natural Resource Policy, the Cash Proffer Policy for 

Schools and the Housing Opportunities Policy. With regard to the 

Natural Resource Policy, the Virginia Department of Conservation 

and Recreation has found that this site may be a suitable Small 

Whorled Pogonia location. However, this property is not within 
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one of the designated sensitive natural areas and as such the 

former policy would not have requested further work. 

 

 The County, therefore, is faced with assessing the development 

potential and associated land use impacts of this proposal. 

 

 The applicant proposes to commit to certain County policies or 

adopted documents that remain in effect via notes or depictions on 

the Master Plan document. These would include the proposed 

building elevations (also in the Easement Agreement); 

development of water conservation standards with the JCSA (also 

in the Easement Agreement); the road and bicycle/pedestrian 

improvements (including the off-site improvements at Richmond 

Road/Croaker and Richmond Road/Oakland Drive and the off-site 

sidewalk connection across the adjacent property) the CCC Buffer 

Guidelines; Parks & Recreation Master Plan Guidelines (with 

some requested exception elements); and Special Stormwater 

Criteria from the Yarmouth Creek Watershed Master Plan. A 

Master Plan is a binding document per Section 24-23 of the 

Zoning Ordinance. However, should an applicant propose to not 

include an element shown on the Master Plan on subsequent 

development plans, the Planning Director would be charged with 

making a Master Plan consistency determination based on the 

following criteria included in the existing Zoning Ordinance: “a 

(development plan) may deviate from the Master Plan if the 

Planning Director concludes that the development plan does not: 

1) Significantly affect the general location or classification of 

housing units or buildings as shown on the Master Plan; 2) 

Significantly alter the distribution of recreation or open space 

areas on the Master Plan; 3) Significantly affect the road layout as 

shown on the Master Plan; 4) Significantly alter the character of 

land uses or other features or conflict with any building conditions 

place on the corresponding legislatively-approved case associated 

with the Master Plan.” Per the Zoning Ordinance appeals of a 

Planning Director determination are made by the Development 

Review Committee. 

 

 The applicant also proposes to achieve a density bonus to allow 

the project to increase from nine dwelling units per acre to 9.75 

dwelling units per acre by achieving EarthCraft Gold certification. 

The applicant has also indicated that achieving certification would 

be part of the applicant’s planned funding approval from the 

Virginia Housing Development Authority and has included this 

commitment in the Easement Agreement. 

 

 The applicant also proposes to commit to certain public benefits 

via provision of an “Easement Agreement” which is included as 

Attachment 8. The Easement Agreement commits to development 

of the property “in accordance with the Virginia Housing and 

Development Authority’s Low Income Housing Tax Credit 

Program or such other affordable housing regime as the County 

may approve.” The applicant is also proposing the following 

commitments in the Easement Agreement: 

- Use of the building elevations included in the Master Plan set; 

- Achieving EarthCraft/Viridiant gold certification (or other 

comparable certification); 

- Development of Water Conservation Standards; 

- Construction of the offsite traffic improvements; 

- Construction and maintenance of a five-foot sidewalk across 

the adjacent property (7575 Richmond Road); 

- Provision of a Nutrient Management Plan. 

 

 There is one policy that remains in effect that is not currently 

included as a note on the Master Plan or in the easement 

document: the Archaeology Policy. The applicant has submitted a 

Phase I Archaeology Study (please see discussion on page 9). 
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PLANNING AND ZONING HISTORY 

 

 This parcel is currently zoned A-1, General Agriculture and is 

currently used as a single residential lot. 

 

SURROUNDING ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT 

 

 North, South and West: A-1, General Agricultural, currently a 

single-family residence and undeveloped land with a portion in 

agricultural use. 

 

 East: One parcel zoned MU, Mixed Use, developed as the 

CrossWalk Church. The second area is zoned PUD, Planning Unit 

Development - Residential, under development as the Village at 

Candle Station neighborhood consisting of single-family detached 

and multi-family (townhouse) units. 

 

PUBLIC IMPACTS 

Anticipated Impact on Public Facilities and Services: 

 

Streets 

 

 A Traffic Impact Study (TIS) was prepared for this development.  

Based on the Institute of Transportation Engineers manual, the 

study projects that the development would generate 87 P.M. peak 

hour trips and approximately 887 daily trips. 

 

 The project is adjacent to Richmond Road which is a four-lane 

road with a median in this area. There is no access to Oakland 

Drive from this property. The entrance road and the parking area 

for the project will be privately maintained. 

 

 The segment of Richmond Road immediately in front of the 

project is currently operating at a LOS A-C and is anticipated to 

remain operating at this LOS through 2034.  The segment of 

Richmond Road to the east of Croaker Road is listed in the 

Transportation Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan as “Forecasted 

2035 volumes indicate improvement needed. WATCH” (Table T-

1). 

 

 The development proposes to use a right-in, right-out entrance; 

the median divide would remain in place as it exists currently. As 

a result, vehicles leaving the development that want to travel 

westbound on Richmond Road would need to complete a U-turn 

at the Richmond Road intersection with Croaker Road/Pricket 

Road. Similarly, vehicles entering the development from 

westbound Richmond Road would need to use the median break 

at Oakland Drive to first turn left onto eastbound Richmond Road. 

 

 The TIS analyzed the project entrance as well as the two 

intersections mentioned above. The study included the following 

improvements: 

 

o On Richmond Road, construct a 100-foot right-turn taper at 

the development’s entrance. 

 

o At the intersection of Richmond Road with Croaker 

Road/Pricket Road, extend the 200-foot left-turn lane on 

eastbound Richmond Road to 400 feet. 

 

o At the intersection of Richmond Road with Oakland Drive 

(median break), construct a 100-foot left-turn lane with a 

100-foot taper on westbound Richmond Road. 

 

o Adjustments to the current signal timing to optimize its 

function. 
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 The TIS includes projected buildout in year 2025 LOS 

information for the three intersections, with the improvements 

listed above: 

 

Richmond Road at the Oakland Pointe Development Entrance 

 A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Northbound Right B B 

There is no overall intersection LOS provided since this intersection 

is unsignalized. 

 

Richmond Road at the Croaker Road/Pricket Road Intersection 

A table showing the projected buildout in year 2025 is included as 

Attachment 7. The table also shows how these LOS compare to the 

projected 2025 LOS without the project being built. The table shows 

that with the project buildout the overall intersection LOS stays the 

same in the A.M. and P.M. peak hours (“C” and “D,” respectively). 

For the movement most influenced by this project, the eastbound left 

(which would handle the U-turns for westbound travelers), the study 

shows the LOS worsening in the A.M. peak hour (from a “D” to an 

“E”) and staying the same in the P.M. peak hour (LOS “E”). The study 

also examined adjustments to the signal timing to optimize its 

function: if these adjustments were done, it could result in maintaining 

the eastbound left at a LOS “D” in the A.M. peak hour. Staff notes that 

adjustments to the traffic signal timing are at the sole discretion of 

VDOT. 

 

Richmond Road at Oakland Drive 

 A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Northbound Left C D 

Northbound Through B B 

Westbound Left B B 

 

There is no overall intersection LOS provided since this intersection 

is unsignalized. Compared with the projected 2025 LOS without this 

project being built, the LOS declines for two movements: the 

Westbound Left would now be a “B” rather than “A” in both the A.M. 

and P.M. peak hour (these remain an acceptable LOS) and the 

Northbound Left would now be a “D” rather than a “C” in the P.M. 

peak hour. 

 

 Since January, the applicant prepared a revised version of the TIS 

to address VDOT comments and made several changes to the 

analysis methods and improvements as noted in the Foreword to 

the revised version. At the time of the writing of this staff report 

VDOT had not finalized the review of the revised traffic study. 

 

Parks & Recreation 

 

 As noted above in the Project Description section, this project 

must meet the R-5 Zoning Ordinance requirements for recreation 

area. However, the R-5 requirements do not encompass all aspects 

of the Development Guidelines contained within the Parks & 

Recreation Master Plan. The applicant is proposing to fully meet 

most Parks & Recreation Development Guidelines through 

provision of facilities on-site, including parkland, playgrounds 

and trails. The applicant is requesting an exception to the 

Guidelines for the multi-use field due to its smaller dimensions 

(200’ by 100’, instead of 360’ by 225’ per the Guidelines). They 

are also requesting an exception to the courts/pools item. In lieu 

of the full dimension multi-use field and the court/pool, the 

applicant has included a dog park area, a second playground (one 

for toddlers and one for elementary age children) and a pavilion 

with grills. The applicant’s exception request is included as 

Attachment No. 5. Planning and Parks & Recreation staff are 

receptive to this request; however, the waiver must be approved 

by the Board of Supervisors. 
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o Requirement: Park Land - 0.3 acres minimum 

o Proposed: 1.30+/- acres 

 

o Requirement: Biking/Jogging Trails - 404.5 linear feet 

minimum 

o Proposed: 1,026 linear feet of soft surface trail and 2,390 

linear feet of hard surface trail 

 

o Requirement: Playgrounds - one playground (or other age-

appropriate activity) minimum 

o Proposed: Two playgrounds 

 

 

o Requirement: Sport Courts or Pools - one court or pool 

minimum 

o Proposed: No courts or pools 

 

o Requirement: Multiuse/Rectangular/Soccer Fields - one 

multi-use field minimum 

o Proposed: One multi-use field; however, the proposed field 

does not fully meet the recommended dimensions in the 

Guidelines as described above 

 

Schools 

 

 The proposed apartment units are anticipated to generate an 

additional 39 students. As illustrated in the table below, the 39 

students projected from the development would not cause the 

enrollment levels for Norge Elementary or Warhill High Schools 

to exceed effective capacity. However, it would contribute to 

higher enrollment level exceeding the effective capacity at Toano 

Middle School. If physical improvements have been programmed 

through the County Capital Improvements Project (CIP), then the 

applicant will meet the adequate public school policy. Staff notes 

that a new middle school is in the CIP and is currently under 

construction. As a result, the proposal meets the Adequate Public 

Schools Facilities Test. 

 

Student Enrollment and School Capacity, WJCC Schools 2017 

School 
Effective 

Capacity 
Enrollment 

Projected 

Students 

Generated 

Enrollment 

+ 

Projected 

Students 

Norge 

Elementary 
695 583 ± 17 600 

Toano 

Middle 
790 816 ± 9 825 

Warhill 

High 
1,441 1,372 ± 13 1,385 

  Source: Student Enrollment Report, October 2017 

 

Fiscal Impact 

 

 The Fiscal Impact Analysis worksheet was submitted per the 

Fiscal Year 2018 calculations provided by the Department of 

Financial and Management Services. 

 

 Per that analysis, the development would result in a $635,589 

annual negative fiscal impact to the County. 

 

Fire 

 

 The location of the project allows for coverage by both Fire 

Station 1, located in Toano and Station 4, located on Olde Towne 

Road. The Community Impact Statement indicates that both 

stations are within a ten-minute drive of the project site. 
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Utilities  

 

 The project would be served by public water and sewer. 

 

 The JCSA has recommended that a Water Conservation 

Agreement be prepared for this development: please see the 

“Ability to Guarantee the Development as Proposed” section 

above for discussion regarding this item. 

 

 The JCSA has reviewed the Master Plan and concurs with the 

proposed utility layout generally. 

 

Environmental/Cultural/Historic: 

 

Environmental 

 

 Watershed: Yarmouth Creek. 

 

 The existing wet pond (Marston Pond) along the project’s 

southeast border will be used for meeting both water quality and 

quantity regulations. The Community Impact Statement and 

Master Plan commit to upgrades to the existing pond, including 

provision of a forebay near the entrance to the site which is 

recommended per the Yarmouth Creek Watershed Management 

Plan. This forebay shall be designed for off-site drainage in its 

current condition while the other two forebays will be designed 

for on-site drainage. The project will also need to implement three 

Special Stormwater Criteria measures to meet the Yarmouth Creek 

Watershed Management Plan: please see the “Ability to Guarantee 

the Development as Proposed” section above for discussion of this 

item. Additional details regarding stormwater management are 

shown on Sheet C5.0 of the Master Plan. In addition, for this 

location, staff finds that a Nutrient Management Plan would be 

preferred and is recommended. The applicant has included 

provisions for a Nutrient Management Plan in the Easement 

Agreement. 

 

 The Stormwater and Resource Protection Division has reviewed 

the proposal and generally concurs with the Master Plan as 

proposed.  

 

Cultural/Historic 

 

 A Phase I Archaeological Study has been conducted which 

concluded that no further archaeological historic preservation 

efforts were necessary on site. The Virginia Department of 

Historic Resources has reviewed the study, has concurred with the 

study findings and has asked for minor non-substantive revisions 

to the final report.  

 

Nearby and Surrounding Properties 

 

Visual Impact 

 

 Staff finds that the proposed perimeter buffers mitigate visual 

impacts to other adjacent properties. Additionally, much of the 

eastern portion of the parcel includes Resource Protection Area 

which provides an even larger buffer. 

 

 The project is located on a Community Character Corridor (CCC) 

per the adopted Comprehensive Plan, and thus, provides a 150-

foot wooded buffer along the Richmond Road frontage of the 

subject property. 

 

Height 

 

 Please see Height Limitation Waiver application discussion in 

Attachment No. 9. 
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN  

 

 This parcel is designated MDR by the adopted Comprehensive 

Plan. Recommended uses in MDR include multi-family units, 

apartments, recreation areas, manufactured home parks and 

subdivisions. 

 This application proposes a gross density of 8.67 dwelling units 

per acre. For MDR the Comprehensive Plan recommends “a 

minimum gross density of four units per acre up to 12 units per 

acre, depending on the character and density of surrounding 

development, physical attributes of the property, buffers, the 

number of dwelling units proposed and the degree to which the 

development is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

Development at this density is not recommended unless it offers 

particular public benefits. Examples of such public benefits 

include mixed-cost housing, affordable and workforce housing 

and enhanced environmental protection.” Please see the “Ability 

to Guarantee the Development as Proposed” section above for 

discussion regarding the provision of public benefits and 

requested density bonuses. 

 

 Richmond Road is a Community Character Corridor. The project 

is within the Norge Community Character Area. 

 

 Surrounding Comprehensive Plan Designations include Low 

Density Residential to the southeast, south and southwest 

(Villages at Candle Station, undeveloped land), Mixed Use (the 

CrossWalk Church parcel) and MDR (undeveloped land to the 

west and north across Richmond Road). 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 

Please see the recommendation on pages 2 and 3. 

 

JR/nb 

RZ03-17HLW04-17OaklandP 

 

Attachments: 

1. Location Map 

2. Master Plan  

3. Community Impact Statement  

4. Fiscal Impact Study  

5. Parks & Recreation Exception Request 

6. Traffic Impact Study 

7. LOS Information for the intersection of Richmond Road and 

Croaker Road/Pricket Road 

8. Proposed Easement Agreement 

9. Height Waiver Application Discussion 

10. Draft Height Waiver Conditions 

11. Low Income Tax Credit Program Information 

12. Citizen Correspondence 
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BUILDING TYPE "A1" FRONT & REAR ELEVATION

1/8" = 1'-0"

· 80% of exterior surface Brick

· 20% Cementous siding (Hardi panel)

· Architectural cut 30 year shingles

· Metal handrails and railings

· Concrete decking on breezeways

· Aluminum color coordinated fascia

· Vinyl ventilated soffit

· Metal accent railings

· Energy Efficiency (Earthcraft Gold)
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BUILDING TYPE "A2" FRONT & REAR ELEVATION

1/8" = 1'-0"

· 80% of exterior surface Brick

· 20% Cementous siding (Hardi panel)

· Architectural cut 30 year shingles

· Metal handrails and railings

· Concrete decking on breezeways

· Aluminum color coordinated fascia

· Vinyl ventilated soffit

· Metal accent railings

· Energy Efficiency (Earthcraft Gold)
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BUILDING TYPE "B" FRONT ELEVATION

3/32" = 1'-0"

· 80% of exterior surface Brick

· 20% Cementous siding (Hardi panel)

· Architectural cut 30 year shingles

· Metal handrails and railings

· Concrete decking on breezeways

· Aluminum color coordinated fascia

· Vinyl ventilated soffit

· Metal accent railings

· Energy Efficiency (Earthcraft Gold) O
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I.    INTRODUCTION

Connelly Development, LLC proposes to amend the Zoning Map of James City County,
Virginia to create a Multifamily Residential District (R-5) on approximately 14.5 acres
presently zoned General Agriculture (A-1).  The proposed R-5 would consist of 126
affordable apartment units with access directly off of Richmond Road.  The property is
located in the Stonehouse District adjacent to Oakland Farms, Crosswalk Church and
Villages at Candle Station.  A vicinity map is included on page 6.

The purpose of this Community Impact Statement is to summarize and organize the
planning efforts of the project team into a cohesive package for Staff review, addressing
the pertinent planning issues, the requirements of the Multifamily Residential Zoning
District, cultural, fiscal, and physical impacts of the proposed development to the
County.

Connelly Development, LLC Bio

President Mr. Kevin Connelly is a second-generation builder, with a reputation for
performance, value and integrity spanning more than 30 years. The Company approach
is to build each project as if we were building it for ourselves- professionally, safely,
within budget, on schedule and by partnering. Seventy percent of Mr. Connelly’s work is
for repeat clients.

Since becoming involved in the residential construction and development industry in
1987 Kevin has been instrumental in producing over 5,867 units of multi-family housing.
He is very involved in all aspects of his company’s day-to-day operations and has
demonstrated the ability to exceed expectations. His experience and knowledge within
the construction industry has been instrumental in resolving design challenges often
coming up with an innovative approach that is more economically feasible.

Connelly Builders, Inc. has an Unlimited General Contractor License with the State of
North Carolina, Georgia, Virginia and South Carolina. Connelly Builders has experience
and capability of building anything from a single-family detached dwelling to a mid- rise
residential structure.

Kevin is a native of Lexington, South Carolina and is very active within his community.
He is a past member of the Lexington Jaycees having served as Vice President, is a
member of the Lexington Chamber of Commerce, served as Committee Chairman for
the Lexington Chamber of Ducks Unlimited. He is a very active member of the South
Carolina Home Builders Association. Kevin is a Board Member, Investors Council
Member, has served as Chairman of the Public Policy Committee, and past President of
the South Carolina Affordable Housing Coalition.
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Kevin is also very active in his church, Mt. Horeb United Methodist in Lexington.
Recently Kevin served as co-chair of the building committee and was instrumental in
planning, design, and overseeing construction of their $16.4 million-dollar expansion,
one of the largest expansions of the United Methodist Churches in the United States.

II. THE PROJECT TEAM

The organizations that participated in the preparation of the information provided with
this rezoning submission are as follows:

· Developer - Connelly Development, LLC
· Civil Engineering - AES Consulting Engineers
· Land Planning - AES Consulting Engineers
· Traffic - DRW Consultants, LLC
· Environmental - Kerr Environmental Services Corp.
· Archaeology - Circa~ Cultural Resource Management, LLC
· Attorney - Kaufman & Canoles

Key Components of this Community Impact Statement are:

· Existing Conditions
· Project Description
· Planning Considerations
· Analysis of Impacts to Public Facilities and Services
· Analysis of Environmental Impacts
· Analysis of Storm Water Management
· Traffic Impact Analysis
· Fiscal Impact Study
· Conclusions
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III. EXISTING CONDITIONS

Site Location - See Figure 1, Vicinity Map, page 6

The Existing Conditions Map (included in the Appendix) details the location of buffers,
wetlands, soils and slopes.  The Master Plan also adheres to all items noted in the
environmental constraints analysis as spelled out in Section 24-23 of the Zoning
Ordinance.  A pre-development site analysis revealed the following results:

Gross Site Area 14.54 acres

RPA Buffers 4.52 acres
Non-RPA Wetland areas 0.00 acres
Areas of 25% or greater slopes 0.00 acres
(beyond RPA Buffers)

Total Non-Developable Area 4.52 acres
Gross Developable Area 10.02 acres

IV. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Connelly Development, LLC proposes to establish an R-5, Multifamily Residential
District on the 14.54 acre property.  The proposed property will consist of a maximum of
126 apartment units with a clubhouse, multi-use field area, two playground areas (one
for toddlers and one for elementary school aged children), pavilion (with charcoal grills),
dog run area and a trail/sidewalk system.  The concept, as depicted on the Master Plan
(included in the Appendix), shows the proposed layout of the site.  The roads serving
the community will be private and there will be one entrance that will tie into Richmond
Road south of Oakland Drive and it will utilize the existing entrance to the property.
Pedestrian connectivity shall be provided to the adjacent properties with a proposed 5’
concrete sidewalk.  A separate 4’ shoulder bike lane will extend from property line to
property line along the existing pavement at the property’s frontage (conforming to the
County’s bike lane program).  This project will consist of 100% affordable housing
through the VHDA program and it will serve a greater need for affordable housing
throughout James City County (JCC) in accordance with the JCC Strategic Plan.
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Figure 1

VICINITY MAP
for

Oakland Pointe
James City County, Virginia
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V. PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

A.  Land Use & Density

The entire 14.54 acre parcel is currently zoned as A-1, General Agriculture District and
the Comprehensive Plan designates this parcel as Moderate Density Residential (4 to
12 units/acre).  Initial discussions with James City County Staff have indicated that the
proposed residential development with affordable housing would be an appropriate
neighbor to the existing communities and a good land use fit for this particular site.

The proposed site has a gross density of 8.67 units per acre, which is below the
maximum density allowed in the Moderate Density Residential (MDR) classification of
the Comprehensive Plan.  After subtracting non-developable areas, the net developable
area for the site is 12.93 acres which results in a proposed net density of 9.75
units/acre.  While this is also within the range of the MDR, the allowable density per the
R-5 zoning district (for projects with 101-200 units and three stories or more) is 9.0
units/acre.  In order to adhere to the Zoning Ordinance, a bonus point for Earth-Craft
Gold certification shall be utilized to meet the required density.  With the bonus point
added (10% above the base density of 9.0); the new maximum density for the site is
9.90 units/acre.  Our proposed density of 9.75 units/acre falls within the newly
established density.

B. Environmental

Watershed protection surrounding Yarmouth Creek played an important role when
making decisions regarding this property.  The proposed development was laid out to
provide as much undisturbed open space as possible and limit disturbance to the
existing RPA buffer while avoiding impacts to the existing wetlands.

C. Historic & Archeological

Circa~ Cultural Resource Management, LLC has completed a Phase I archaeological
investigation for the property.  The study has been provided to James City County and it
found that no further investigation is required for the property.

  D.  Zoning Strategy

Since residential apartments are not an allowed use within the A-1 District, a rezoning is
being sought to create a Multifamily Residential District (R-5) designation for the
property.  The Multifamily Residential District is an appropriate vehicle for this proposal
and falls in line with the Comprehensive Plan that shows this area as moderate density
residential (4 to 12 units/acre).  This district provides opportunities for development
which reduces land consumption, reduces the amount of land devoted to streets and
other impervious surfaces by requiring increased amounts of open space, buffers and
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recreational amenities.  The conclusions that follow in this report will summarize how
this proposal meets the criteria and purpose of the Multifamily Residential District.

While the Zoning Ordinance establishes maximum building heights for the R-5 zoning
district, Connelly Development, LLC requests a waiver to permit apartment building
heights not to exceed 40 feet.  A formal waiver request has been provided to James
City County under separate cover.

E. Parks and Recreation

Connelly Development, LLC proposes to provide recreational amenities (1.30 acres of
recreation space provided versus 1.26 acres required) designed to satisfy the JCC
Recreational Facility Development Guidelines.  These amenities shall include a
clubhouse, multi-use field area, two playground areas (one for toddlers and one for
elementary school aged children), pavilion (with charcoal grills), dog run area and a
trail/sidewalk system.  The playground areas will each consist of at least five elements
and possible facility elements are listed on the Master Plan.

With this application Connelly Development, LLC also requests a waiver to provide
alternate amenities from what is detailed in the JCC Recreational Facility Development
Guidelines.  A formal waiver request has been provided to James City County under
separate cover.

VI. ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

A. Public Water & Sewer Facilities

The proposed development will generate 39,060 GPD (average project daily flow).  As
this flow is less than 40,000 GPD, an HRSD flow acceptance letter is not required.

Water service shall be provided by looping the system and connecting to the existing
16” JSCA water main located along Richmond Road.  The Utility Master Plan is
included in the Appendix and shows the proposed waterline layout to serve the
development.  The site will include a master meter near the property line (at the
connection) and all onsite water distribution system features beyond the master meter
will be privately owned and maintained.  Hydrants will be provided to meet JSCA
minimum standards and as otherwise directed by the Fire Marshall.

A fire hydrant flow test was conducted by JCSA on October 18, 2017 and the results of
the test indicate approximately 5,850 gpm of flow at 20 psi.  These results will be placed
into a water model which will be completed and submitted prior to or with the final site
plan.  The model will examine volume and pressures throughout the immediate water
system area, however based on the flows obtained during the test there should be
adequate availability for the 126 proposed units.
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Sanitary sewer service is provided to the site by a proposed (privately owned and
maintained) on-site gravity sewer collection system which will convey wastewater flows
to a proposed grinder pump station which will also be privately owned and maintained.
Flows will then be directed from the station via proposed sewer force main to an existing
6” JCSA sewer force main along Richmond Road.  Per conversations with JCSA, a
portion of the existing force main heading towards Lift Station 6-6 shall be disconnected
and reconnected into the Lift Station 6-8 service area.  This shall be done due to the
fact that Lift Station 6-6 would have to be upgraded to handle the additional flow, while
Lift Station 6-8 has capacity for this development.

All system components shall be designed to JCSA standards; however onsite water and
sewer features will be privately owned and maintained.  Please refer to the Utility
Master Plan (included in the Appendix) for the preliminary layout of the on-site water
and sanitary sewer system.  Please find “Table 1” which shows the anticipated
wastewater flows for the project.

Table 1 – Projected Wastewater Flows

Type of
Development

No. of
Units

Flow
(GPD/Unit)

Average
Daily Flow

(GPD)

Duration
(hrs)

Avg. Flow
(GPM)

Peak Flow
(GPM)

RESIDENTIAL
Apartment Units 126 310 39,060 24 27.1 67.8
TOTAL 39,060 27.1 67.8

B.   Fire Protection and Emergency Services

There are currently five (5) fire stations providing fire protection and Emergency Medical
Services (EMS) services to James City County.  Two (2) stations are located within a
reasonable distance to the project site.  These are Fire Stations 1 and 4.  The closest
fire station to the subject site within James City County is Fire Station 1, located at 3135
Forge Road, approximately 2 miles west of this project site.  However, both of these
stations are within a 10 minute drive of the project site.  Response time to the site is
within appropriate limits if an emergency event occurs which requires additional fire and
life safety support.  The proximity of the site to these two fire stations affords the future
residents of the project more than adequate response to potential emergencies.

C. Solid Waste

The proposed development on the subject property will generate solid wastes that will
require collection and disposal to promote a safe and healthy environment.  Multiple
dumpster locations are provided on site where trash and recycle material can be
deposited into the appropriate vehicle for transport of both materials to a solid waste
transfer station.
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D. Utility Service Providers

Virginia Natural Gas, Dominion Virginia Power, Cox Communications, and Verizon
Communications provide respectively; natural gas, electricity, cable TV service, and
telephone service to this area.  The current policy of these utility service providers is to
extend service to the development at no cost to the developer when positive revenue is
identified; plus, with new land development, these utility service providers are required
to place all new utility service underground.

E. Schools

The proposed development will generate approximately 39 students K-12.  This figure is
based on the proposal to build 126 apartment units at a student generation rate of 0.31
per apartment unit.  This calculation is provided as part of the Fiscal Impact Analysis
(included within the Appendix).  The calculated number of K-5 students generated from
the proposed development is 17 (44%), grade level 6-8 is 9 (23%) and grade level 9-12
is 13 (33%).  The multiplier used for each grade level is based on the pro rata share of
students currently enrolled in each grade level as reported in the 2016-2017 enrollment
report published by James City County.

The proposed development will be zoned for students to attend Norge Elementary
School, Toano Middle School and Warhill High School.  All of these schools are
currently operating below capacity.

VII. ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A. Wetlands & Resource Protection Areas

There are existing wetlands and associated Resource Protection Area (RPA) buffers on
site and they are shown within the Master Plan (included in the Appendix).  The only
anticipated impacts to the RPA buffer are for the installation of forebays within the
existing on-site BMP, corresponding storm outfalls and a portion of the entrance into the
site.  The impacts related to the installation of forebays and corresponding storm outfalls
can be approved administratively per County Staff.  The entrance improvements within
the RPA buffer will follow the already cleared existing entrance and will be designed to
curve out of the RPA as quickly as possible in order to minimize disturbance to the RPA
buffer.  This impact however, will need to be approved by the Chesapeake Bay Board.

The wetlands have been field located per delineation by Kerr Environmental Services
Corp. and a confirmation of the wetlands and RPA buffers shall be provided by the
Army Corps of Engineers during the site plan stage.
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B. Soils

The USDA Web Soil Survey shows several soil types within the property boundary.
This property is predominantly situated on low to moderately drained soils of Craven-
Uchee Complex, Emporia Complex and Johnston Complex soil types.  Soils mapping
can be seen on the Existing Conditions Map (included in the Appendix).

VIII. ANALYSIS OF STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

A. Water Quality

The Virginia Runoff Reduction Method (VRRM) as set forth by the Virginia Department
of Environmental Quality (DEQ) governs the water quality requirements for both new
and re-development projects.  Since this proposed project will be constructed on mostly
wooded area, this site is classified as a “New Development” project.  Following the
procedures for a new development, the required pollutant load reduction will be
calculated to ensure the proposed development does not have a negative impact on
downstream waterways.  This reduction is measured in total phosphorus, a chemical
that the DEQ has determined that drives all other pollutants levels.  Essentially, if
phosphorus is reduced, so are all the other pollutants.

The VRRM spreadsheet has been included in the Appendix detailing the site soil data,
required pollutant removal, and Best Management Practices (BMPs) provided to
achieve improved water quality.  For this proposed site, 9.03 lbs/year of phosphorus
load reduction is required.  The existing wet pond (Marston Pond) located on site will be
converted to a Level 2 Wet Pond (DEQ SPEC #14) and will be used to treat 13.45 acres
of the proposed development, including 4.62 acres of impervious area, in order to
achieve this requirement.  The existing pond was designed to handle an area equivalent
to 60% impervious for the entire parcel (approximately 8.73 acres) however our site is
only proposing approximately 4.62 acres of impervious cover (or approximately 32%).
Using this Level 2 Wet Pond, 10.82 lbs/year of phosphorus load reduction will be
achieved.  This load reduction exceeds the requirement by 1.79 lbs/year.  Additionally,
this Level 2 Wet Pond will need to meet the specifications as set forth by the DEQ,
including but not limited to providing adequate treatment volume.

B. Water Quantity

Water quantity control is required to ensure that the post-construction stormwater runoff
is controlled to a point that is either at or below the existing condition in terms of flow
rates.  This quantity of stormwater will be reduced by storing the increased stormwater
runoff for a period of time before releasing it back into the downstream waterway.  The
Level 2 Wet Pond as previously used for water quality control will also be used to store
the stormwater to reduce the flow.  The Runoff Reduction Method will be used in
combination with the SCS Method to calculate the required volume for the Level 2 Wet
Pond.  Appropriate measures will be taken to ensure that the 1, 2, 10, and 100-year
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storms are properly contained within the Level 2 Wet Pond and discharged over time
with appropriate flows to maintain or better the existing condition.

C. Special Stormwater Criteria

Oakland Pointe is located in Subwatershed No. 103, an area considered to be
“sensitive” by the Yarmouth Creek Watershed Management Plan as shown below in
Figure 2.  This plan was put in place to help prevent any degradation of the ecosystem
and waterways downstream of Yarmouth Creek.  Based on the anticipated disturbed
area for this project, a total of three (3) Special Stormwater Criteria (SSC) measures will
be required.  Per conversations with JCC staff, SSC measures are a Board adopted
policy and must be administered despite the newly implemented stormwater regulations
and Virginia Runoff Reduction Method (VRRM) requirements.  However, JCC staff will
allow VRRM measures such as bioretentions, rain gardens, dry swales and the like to
also be utilized as SSC measures in order to meet the stormwater requirements of this
project.  In addition, a forebay has been added to Marston Pond (near the entrance to
the site) which is recommended per the Yarmouth Creek Watershed Management Plan.
This forebay shall be designed for off-site drainage in its current condition while the
other two proposed forebays will be designed for on-site drainage.
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Figure 2

SITE LOCATION
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D. Storm Sewer System

The proposed storm sewer system will be comprised mainly of curb inlets and
reinforced concrete pipes that are placed throughout the site at critical locations.  This
system will be used to convey the stormwater runoff into the proposed forebays, which
will then outfall into the Level 2 Wet Pond for treatment.  The Stormwater Master Plan
(included in the Appendix) provides the drainage area divide for the stormwater facility.
During final design, storm pipe, structures and the forebays will be located accordingly
and calculations will be provided.

IX. ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS TO TRAFFIC

DRW Consultants, LLC has completed the required traffic study for the property.  The
report and findings have been provided to VDOT and James City County for review.
Turn lane and entrance improvements have been added to the Master Plan in
accordance with the study.  These improvements include a proposed 100’ taper into the
development, a proposed westbound 100’x100’ turn lane/taper at Oakland Drive and
the modification of an existing eastbound 200’x200’ turn lane/taper into a 400’ turn lane
with 100’ taper at the intersection of Richmond Road and Pricket Road.

X. FISCAL IMPACT STUDY

A Fiscal Impact Analysis has been prepared and is included in this submittal to the
County for review.

XI. CONCLUSIONS

Oakland Pointe represents an appropriate use of land on this site in James City County.
This proposed project helps to fill a growing regional need of affordable housing in
James City County.

This proposed community meets the intent of the Comprehensive Plan with assurances
for the provision of ample open space and its efficient use.  The project team’s
experience in construction assures the county of high standards of design, layout and
construction.  Oakland Pointe will provide a model for the development of affordable
housing in James City County.

The traffic study has concluded that minor turn lane/stacking improvements to
Richmond Road will be necessary, while the proposed development will not have a
significant impact to the school system.  The fiscal analysis concludes a net negative
fiscal impact to the County at build out.  However, this development addresses the
County’s long-term need for affordable housing.
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There are adequate public utilities with capacity to serve this project.  The site is
capable of being served by public sewer and water.  Fire and life safety issues have
been addressed with this application.

Finally, the careful planning of this project with regard to open space, buffers, carefully
planned stormwater management systems and limits on impervious surfaces assures
the County that the sensitive Subwatershed No. 103 of the Yarmouth Creek Watershed
will be protected.
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FISCAL IMPACT WORKSHEET AND ASSUMPTIONS 

Please complete all applicable sections. Please use the provided spreadsheet to perform calculations. If space 
provided is insufficient, please feel free to include additional pages. If you have any questions please contact the 
Planning Office at 757-253-6685 or planning@jamescitycountyva.gov 

1a) PROPOSAL NAME:   

1b) Does this project propose residential units? Yes   No    (if no, skip Sec. 2) 

1c) Does this project include commercial or industrial uses? Yes   No   (If no, skip Sec. 3) 

 

Fiscal Impact Worksheet Section 2: Residential Developments 
 

2a) TOTAL NEW DWELLING UNITS. Please indicate the total number of each type of proposed 
dwelling unit. Then, add the total number of new dwelling units. 

 
Single-Family Detached  Apartment  

Townhome/Condominium/Single-Family  Manufactured Home  

Total Dwelling Units    

 

Are any units affordable? Yes    No  (If yes, how many?)   
 

Residential Expenses – School Expenses 

2b) TOTAL NEW STUDENTS GENERATED. Multiply the number of each type of proposed unit 
from (2a) its corresponding Student Generation Rate below. Then, add the total number of students 
generated by the proposal. 

 

Unit Type 
Number of Proposed 

Units (from 2a) 
Student 

Generation Rate 
Students 
Generated 

Single-Family Detached  0.40  

Townhome/Condo/Attached  0.17  

Apartment  0.31  

Manufactured Home  0.46  

Total    

Please make sure to use 
the accompanying Excel 
Spreadsheet to calculate 
the numbers below. 
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2c) TOTAL SCHOOL EXPENSES. Multiply the total number of students generated from (2b) by the 
Per-Student Total Expenses below. 

 

Total 
Students 

Generated 

Per-Student 
Operating Expenses 

Per-Student Capital 
Expenses 

Per-Student 
Total Expenses 

Total School 
Expenses 

 $8.494.00 $2,597.00 $11,091.00        $ 433,214.46 
 

Residential Expenses - Non-School Expenses 

2d) TOTAL POPULATION GENERATED. Multiply the number of proposed units from (2a) and 
multiply by the Average Household Size number below. 

 

Total Units Proposed Average Household Size Total Population Generated 

 2.45  
 

2e) TOTAL NON-SCHOOL EXPENSES. Multiply the population generated from (2d) by the Per-
Capita Non-School Expenses below. 

 

Total Population Generated Per-Capita Non-School Expenses Total Non-School Expenses 

 $1,187.00                       $  
 

2f) TOTAL RESIDENTIAL EXPENSES. Add school expenses from (2c) and non-school expenses 
(2e) to determine total residential expenses. 

 

Total School Expenses Non-School Expenses Total Residential Expenses 

$ $ $ 
 

Residential Revenues 

2g) TOTAL REAL ESTATE EXPECTED MARKET VALUE. Write the number of each type of units 
proposed from (2a). Then determine the average expected market value for each type of unit. 
Then, multiply the number of unit proposed by their average expected market value. Finally, add 
the total expected market value of the proposed units. 

 

Unit Type: Number of Units: Average Expected 
Market Value: 

Total Expected 
Market Value: 

Single-Family Detached  $ $ 

Townhome/Condo/Multi-family  $ $ 

Total:  N/A $ 
 

2h) TOTAL REAL ESTATE TAXES PAID. Multiply the total market value from (2g) by the real 
estate tax rate blow. 

 

Total Market Value Real Estate Tax Rate Total Real Estate Taxes Paid 

$ .0084 $ 
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2i) TOTAL PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES PAID. Multiply the total real estate taxes paid (2h) by 
the property tax average below. 

 
Real Estate Tax Paid Personal Property Tax Average Personal Property Taxes Paid 

$ 0.15 $ 
 

2j) TOTAL SALES & MEALS TAXES PAID. Multiply the total real estate taxes paid (2h) by the 
sales and meals tax average below: 

 
Real Estate Tax Paid Sales and Meals Tax Average Total Sales & Meals Taxes Paid 

$ .09 $ 
 

2k) TOTAL CONSERVATION EASEMENT TAXES PAID. If the proposal contains a conservation 
easement, multiply the size of the proposed conservation easement by the conservation easement 
assessment rate. 

 
Proposed Conservation 

Easement Size Assessment Rate Conservation Easement Taxes Paid 

 $2000/acre (prorated) $  

 

2l) TOTAL HOA TAXES PAID. If the HOA will own any property that will be rented to non- HOA 
members, multiply the expected assessed value of those rentable facilities by the real estate tax rate 
below. 

 
HOA Property Type Total Assessed Value Real Estate Tax Rate Total HOA Taxes Paid 

  .0084 $  

 

2m) TOTAL RESIDENTIAL REVENUES. Add all residential taxes paid to the County from (2h) 
through (2l). 

 

Total Residential Revenues $ 

 

2n) RESIDENTIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract total residential revenues (2m) from total residential 
expenses (2f)

Total Residential Ex Total Residential Revenues Total Residential Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
 

Fiscal Impact Analysis Worksheet Section 3: Commercial and Industrial Developments 
 

Commercial and Industrial Expenses 
3a) TOTAL NEW BUSINESSES. How many new businesses are proposed?    

(Include all businesses that will rent or lease space at the location as part of the proposal, including 
probable tenants of an office park or strip mall). 

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Expenses

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Revenues

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Fiscal Impact
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3b) TOTAL COMMERCIAL EXPENSES. Multiply the total business real estate expected 
assessment value from (3c) below by the Commercial Expenses Rate below. 

 
Total Expected Assessment Value Commercial Expense Rate Total Commercial Expenses 

$1 0.0045 $ 
 

Commercial & Industrial Revenues 
3c) TOTAL REAL ESTATE EXPECTED ASSESSMENT VALUE. Estimate the expected real 

estate assessment value, at buildout, of all proposed commercial element properties below. 
 

Proposed Business Properties (by use and location) Expected Assessment Value 

  

  

  

  

Total: $ 

 

3d) TOTAL REAL ESTATE TAXES PAID. Multiply the total expected market property value from 
(3c) by the real estate tax rate below. 

 
Expected Market Value Real Estate Tax Rate Real Estate Taxes Paid 

 .0084 $  

 

3e) TOTAL BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES PAID. Multiply the total business 
capitalization for each proposed commercial element by the business personal property tax rate 
below. Then add the total personal property taxes paid. 

 
Proposed Business 

Name 
Total Business 
Capitalization 

Personal Property 
Tax Rate 

Total Business 
Property Taxes Paid 

  0.01  

  0.01  

  0.01  

Total:  N/A $ 
 

3f) TOTAL BUSINESS MACHINERY AND TOOLS TAXES PAID. If any manufacturing is 
proposed, multiply the total business capitalization for each proposed manufacturing element by 
the business machinery and tools tax rate below.  Then, add the machinery and tools tax paid. 

 
Proposed Business 

Name 
Total Business 
Capitalization 

Machinery and Tools 
Tax Rate 

Total Business 
Property Taxes Paid 

  0.01  

  0.01  

Total:  N/A $ 
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3g) TOTAL SALES TAXES PAID. Estimate the applicable total gross retail sales, prepared meals 
sales, and hotel/motel room sales for proposal’s commercial elements below. Then, multiply the 
projected commercial gross sales by the applicable sales tax rates. Then, add the total sales taxes 
paid. 

 

Tax Type Projected Gross Sales Sales Tax Rates Sales Taxes Paid 

Retail Sales  0.01 of Gross Retail Sales  

Prepared Meals  0.04 of Prepared Sales  

Hotel, Motel  0.02 of Gross Sales*  

Total: N/A N/A $ 

*Actual Occupancy Tax is 5% of Gross Sales; however, 60% of those funds are targeted to tourism. 
 

3h) TOTAL BUSINESS LICENSES FEES PAID. Estimate each business element’s total gross sales. 
Multiply each business element’s projected gross sales by the Annual Business License rate to 
determine annual business licenses fee paid. 

 

Proposed 
Business 
Name(s) 

Business Type* 
(see exhibit sheet) 

Projected 
Total 
Gross 
Sales 

Business 
License 

Rate 

Annual Business 
License Fees Paid 

 Professional 
Services 

 0.0058  

 Retail Services  0.0020  

 Contractors  0.0016  

 Wholesalers  0.0005  

 Exempt*  No fee due  

 Other Services  0.0036  

 Total N/A N/A $ 
 

3i) TOTAL COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL REVENUES. Add the total taxes and fees paid 
by all of the business elements from (3d) through (3h). 

 

Total Commercial and Industrial Revenues $ 
 

3j) COMMERCIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract total commercial and industrial revenues (3i) from 
total commercial and industrial expenses (3b). 

 

Total Commercial Total Commercial Revenues Total Commercial Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
 

3k) TOTAL PROPOSED FISCAL IMPACT. Add residential fiscal impacts (2n) and commercial 
fiscal impacts (3j). 

 

Residential Fiscal Impact Commercial Fiscal Impact Total Proposed Fiscal Impact 

  $ 

tleininger
Text Box
Total Commercial Expenses

tleininger
Text Box
Total Commercial Revenues

tleininger
Text Box
Total Commercial Fiscal Impact
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Fiscal Impact Analysis Worksheet Section 4: Current Land Use 
 

Current Residential Use (If there are no existing residential units, skip to (4g)). 
4a) TOTAL CURRENT DWELLING UNITS. Please indicate the total number of each type of 

existing dwelling unit.  Then, add the total number of existing dwelling units. 

 

Single-Family Detached  Apartment  

Townhome/Condominium/Single-Family Attached  Manufactured 
Home 

 

Total Dwelling Units    

 

Residential Expenses - School Expenses 
4b) TOTAL CURRENT STUDENTS. Multiply the number of existing units from (4a) by its 

corresponding Student Generation Rate below. Then, add the total number of existing students. 
 

Unit Type 
Number of Existing 

Units 
Student Generation 

Rate 
Existing Students 

Single-Family Detached  0.40  

Townhome/Condo/Attached  0.17  

Apartment  0.31  

Manufactured Home  0.46  

Total  N/A  

 

4c) TOTAL CURRENT SCHOOL EXPENSES. Multiply the total number of current students from 
(4b) by the per-student school cost below. 

 
Number of Existing Students Per-Student School Cost Current School Expenses 

 $11,091.00                   $4,4364  

 

Residential Expenses - Non-School Expenses 
4d) TOTAL CURRENT POPULATION. Multiply the total number of existing units from (4a) by 

average household size below. 
 

Total Existing Units Average Household Size Total Current Population 

 2.45        2.45 

 

4e) TOTAL CURRENT NON-SCHOOL EXPENSES. Multiply the current population from (4d) by 
per-capita non-school expenses below. 

 
Total Current Population Per-Capita Non-School 

Expenses
Current Non-School Expenses 

 $1,187.00                     $ 2,908.15  
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4f) TOTAL RESIDENTIAL EXPENSES. Add school expenses from (4c) and non-school expenses 
from (4e). 

 

School Expenses Non-School Expenses Residential Expenses 

$ $ $ 
 

Residential Revenues 
4g) TOTAL CURRENT ASSESSMENT VALUE. Search for each residential property included in 

the proposal on the Parcel Viewer at http://property.jccegov.com/parcelviewer/Search.aspx . 
Indicate each property’s total assessment value below. Then, add total assessment values. 

 

Property Address and Description Assessment Value 

 $ 

 $ 

 $ 

Total: $ 
 

4h) TOTAL CURRENT REAL ESTATE TAXES PAID. Multiply the total assessment value from 
(4g) by the real estate tax rate below. 

 

Total Assessment Value Real Estate Tax Rate Real Estate Taxes Paid 

 .0084 $  
 

4i) TOTAL CURRENT PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES PAID. Multiply total real estate taxes 
paid from (4h) by the personal property tax average below. 

 

Real Estate Tax Paid Personal Property Tax Average Personal Property Paid 

 0.15 $  
 

4j) TOTAL CURRENT SALES AND MEALS TAXES PAID. Multiply the total real estate taxes 
paid from (4h) by the sales and meals tax average below. 

 

Real Estate Tax Paid Sales and Meals Tax Average Average Excise Tax Paid 

 .09 $  
 

4k) TOTAL CURRENT RESIDENTIAL REVENUES. Add all current residential taxes paid to the 
County from (4h) through (4j). 

 

Total Current Residential Revenues $ 
 

4l) CURRENT RESIDENTIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract total residential revenues (4k) from 
total residential expenses (4f). 

 

Total Residential Total Residential Revenues Total Residential Fiscal Impact 

  $ 

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Expenses

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Revenues

tleininger
Text Box
Total Residential Fiscal Impact
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4m) FINAL RESIDENTIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract current residential fiscal impact from (4l) 
from proposed residential fiscal impact from (2n). 

 
Proposed Residential Impact Current Residential Impact Final Residential Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
 

Current Commercial Use 
 

Current Commercial Expenses (if there are no current businesses or commercial properties, skip to (5k).  

5a) TOTAL CURRENT BUSINESSES. How many businesses exist on the proposal properties? 
  (Include all businesses that rent or lease space at the location). 

 
5b) TOTAL CURRENT COMMERCIAL EXPENSES. Multiply the current number of businesses 

operating on the proposal properties by the per-business expense rate below. 
 

Total Expected Assessment Value Commercial Expense Rate Total Commercial Expenses 

 0.0045 $ 
 

Current Commercial Revenues 
5c) TOTAL CURRENT ASSESSMENT VALUE. Search for each commercial property included in 

the proposal on the Parcel Viewer at http://property.jccegov.com/parcelviewer/Search.aspx . 
Indicate each property’s total assessment value below. Then, add total assessment values. 

 
 

Addresses Assessment Value Real Estate Tax Rate Real Estate Tax Paid 

  .0084  

  .0084  

Total:   $ 
 

5d) TOTAL CURRENT BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES PAID. Multiply the total 
business capitalization for each current commercial element by the business personal property tax 
rate below. Then add the total personal property taxes paid. 

 

Current Business Total 
Business 

Personal Property 
Tax Rate 

Business Property Taxes 
Paid 

  0.01  

  0.01  

  0.01  

Total:  N/A $  
 
 

5e) TOTAL CURRENT MACHINERY AND TOOLS TAX PAID. If any manufacturing exists, 
multiply the total capitalization for manufacturing equipment by the business machinery and tools 
tax rate below. 
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Current Business Total Business 
Capitalization 

Personal Property 
Tax Rate 

Machinery and Tools Tax 
Paid 

  0.01 $ 
 

5f) TOTAL CURRENT SALES TAXES PAID. Estimate the applicable total gross retail sales, 
prepared meals sales, and hotel/motel sales for existing commercial elements below. Then, 
multiply the projected commercial gross sales by the applicable sales tax rates. Then, add the 
total sales taxes paid. 

 

Activity Projected Gross Sales Tax Rate Sales Taxes Paid 

Retail Sales  0.01 of Gross Retail Sales  

Prepared Meals  0.04 of Prepared Sales  

Hotel, Motel  0.02 of Gross Sales*  

Total: N/A N/A $ 

*Actual Occupancy Tax is 5% of Gross Sales; however, 60% of those funds are targeted to tourism. 

 
5g) TOTAL CURRENT BUSINESS LICENSES FEES PAID. Estimate each current business 

element’s total gross sales. Then, multiply each business element’s projected gross sales by the 
Annual Business License rate to determine annual business licenses fee paid. Then, add the total 
business license fees paid. 

 

Business Type Gross Sales 
Business License 

Rate 
Annual Business 
License Fees Paid 

Professional Services  $0.0058  

Retail Sales  $0.0020  

Contractors  $0.0016  

Wholesalers  $0.0005  

Manufacturers  No tax  

Other Services  $0.0036  

Total: N/A N/A $ 
 

5h) TOTAL CURRENT COMMERCIAL REVENUES. Add all current commercial revenues paid 
by existing businesses from (5c) through (5g). 

 
Total Current Commercial Revenues $ 

 
5i) CURRENT COMMERCIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract total commercial revenues (5h) from 

total residential expenses (5b). 

 

Total Commercial Expenses Total Commercial Revenues Total Commercial Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
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5j) FINAL COMMERCIAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract current commercial fiscal impact from 
(5i) from proposed commercial fiscal impact from (3j). 

 

Proposed Commercial 
Impact 

Current Commercial Impact Final Commercial Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
 

5k) FINAL FISCAL IMPACT. Subtract the final commercial fiscal impact from (5i) from final 
residential fiscal impact from (4m). 

 

Final Residential Impact Final Commercial Impact Final Fiscal Impact 

  $ 
 

Fiscal Impact Worksheet Section 6: Phasing 
 

Residential Phasing 
6a) Copy and paste the residential phasing template from the accompanying Excel sheet to the page 

below. 

 
Commercial Phasing 

6b) Copy and paste the commercial phasing template from the accompanying Excel sheet to the page 
below. 

 
Final Phasing Projections 

6c) Copy and paste the final phasing projection from the accompanying Excel sheet to the page 
below. 

 
Fiscal Impact Worksheet Section 7: Employment 

7a) Copy and paste the employment projections from the accompanying Excel sheet to the page 
below. 
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DEFINITIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS 
 

Apartment – A building used, or intended to be used as the residence of three or more families living 
independently of each other. Tenants have no equity in the dwelling. 

 
Assessment Value – Assessment value is assumed to be within 1% of market value. Market value 
drives assessment value. 

 
Buildout – All data and assumptions reflect the fiscal impact of the proposal at buildout. 

 
Commercial Expense Rate – The commercial expense rate uses the proportional valuation method 
(see below) to determine individual business expenses. Under that method businesses are collectively 
responsible for contributing 15% of the non-school budget ($10,391,694). 

 
Dividing this portion of the budget by the total commercial real estate in the County ($2,060,690,000) 
gives a commercial expense rate of 0.0045. This rate assumes that the costs of providing County 
services to a business are directly correlated with that business’s property assessment. This assumes 
more valuable properties have generally more intense uses incurring greater County expenses. 

Condominium – A building, or group of buildings, in which units are owned individually and the 
structure, common areas and common facilities are owned by all the owners on a proportional, 
undivided basis. 

 
Contractor – Any person, firm or corporation accepting or offering to accept orders or contracts for 
doing any work on or in any building or structure, any paving, curbing or other work on sidewalks, 
streets, alleys or highways, any excavation of earth, rock or other materials, any construction of sewers 
and any installation of interior building components. 

 
Direct Impact – The worksheet only calculates direct financial impacts on the County budget. The 
worksheet is only one of many development management tools and as such, does not make a 
determination whether any type of development “should” happen based solely on that proposal’s fiscal 
impact. The tool is not designed to measure non-budget impacts, such as increased traffic or non-
budget benefits, such as forwarding the goals of the Comprehensive Plan. Costs incurred by other 
entities, such as other localities or the state, remain uncounted. 

 
Dwelling – Any structure which is designed for use for residential purposes, except hotels, motels, 
boardinghouses, lodging houses and tourist cabins. 

 
Exempt – Certain types of business activities or products are exempted from annual County business 
licenses. These include manufacturers, insurance agencies, apartment complexes and gasoline sales. 
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Fees & Licenses – All fees collected by the County, including business and professional licenses, 
planning fees, building permit fees, stormwater fees, environmental inspection fees, septic tank fees, 
dog licenses and motor vehicle licenses, are deducted from the per-capita and per-business budgetary 
costs of each department that collects them. 

 
Fiscal Impact Analysis – The County has created a set of standardized data and assumptions to 
streamline both the creation and review of fiscal impact studies. The County had no itemized list of 
questions for fiscal impact study creators to answer, resulting in portions of fiscal impact studies with 
no bearing on the County’s budgetary bottom line. The guesswork is removed from the creation of 
these documents. The data used by fiscal impact study authors also came from myriad sources, often 
within the County, which were difficult to verify. The fiscal impact worksheet allows consistency 
across multiple fiscal impact studies. 

 
Fiscal Impact Worksheet – The worksheet helps the applicant present relevant data to the County, 
using data verified by the County. The worksheet provides consistency across all fiscal impact 
analyses. 

 
Non-School Expenses – Non-school expenses include all FY10 non-school budget spending. Non- 
school expenses are calculated using the Proportional Variation method. Using the Proportional 
Variation method, residents and businesses are assumed to be responsible for differing percentages of 
the County’s non-school spending. 

 
Manufacturing – Assembly of components, pieces, or subassemblies, or the process of converting 
raw, unfinished materials into different products, substances or purposes. 

 
Market Value – Market value is assumed to be within 1% of assessment value. Market value drives 
assessment value. 

 
Manufactured Home – A manufactured home is a structure not meeting the specifications or 
requirements or a manufactured home, designed for transportation after fabrication. The only 
manufactured homes counted in the Student Generation figure are those in designated manufactured 
home parks. Manufactured homes on individual lots are indistinguishable from single-family detached 
dwellings for the purposes of the worksheet. 

 
Phasing – All residential developments are assumed to have an absorption rate of 20% per annum. All 
commercial development are assumed to have an absorption rate of 20% per annum. The date stamp 
Year 1 in the phasing template represents 365 days after the Board of Supervisors approval. 

 
Professional Services – Work performed by an independent contractor within the scope of the practice 
of accounting, actuarial services, architecture, land surveying, landscape architecture, 
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law, dentistry, medicine, optometry, pharmacy or professional engineering. Professional services shall 
also include the services of an economist procured by the State Corporation Commission. 

 
Proportional Valuation Impact – Proportional valuation impact assumes that a proposed residential 
or commercial project’s fiscal impact is proportional to the percentage of the total tax base that is either 
residential or commercial. 
 
James City’s proportional valuation is calculated using the County’s Real Estate Mapping GIS 
program. The program calculated an aggregate property assessment value of $13,763,228,800 for the 
entire County. The program calculated an aggregate commercial and industrial assessment value of 
$2,060,690,000. Dividing the commercial value by the total value shows that commercial and 
industrial properties compose 15% of the total property tax base and are responsible for 15% of County 
non-school expenses. This results in residential development being responsible for Schools impacts 
and 85% of non-school County operations. The proportional valuation method does not factor other 
assorted residential and commercial taxes, fees and licenses into account. As 15% of the tax base, 
businesses contribute 15% for all County non-school expenses. As 85% of the tax base, residents 
contribute 85% for all County non-school expenses. 

 
Furthermore, individual business expenses to the County are calculated using the proportional 
valuation impact method. (See Commercial Expense Rate) 

 
Per-Business Expense Rate – The per-business expense rate assumes that the County incurs non- 
school expenses equal to 0.04% of the commercial real estate assessment of any given business. 

 
Per Capita Evaluation Method – This worksheet uses the Per Capita Evaluation method to assign 
per-capita and per-business costs to non-school expenses. This method assumes that current per- capita 
and per-business expenditures and service levels are consistent with future per-capita and per-business 
expenditures and service levels. 

 
Per Capita – Per capita calculations divide each department’s spending, minus fees and state 
contributions, by the current County population. This number excludes institutional residents in 
detention at correctional facilities and mental institutions. Total population is determined from James 
City County Planning Division figures. 

 
JCC Population 2010 Dwelling Units 2010 

66048* 30221** 

*US Census 2010 Population Count 
**JCC Codes Compliance Division Housing Unit Count + Apartment Count 
 

Per Student – Per student calculations divide County contributions to WJCC Schools, minus state 
educational contributions, by the total number of K-12 students living in James City and also 
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attending WJCC Schools. Total students are determined from Williamsburg-James City County 
Schools 2009-2010 School Year enrollment reports. 

 
Per Business – Per business calculations divide each departments spending, minus fees and state 
contributions, by the total number of County businesses. Total businesses are determined by the 
number of business licenses issued. 

 
 

 

Total Number of JCC Businesses 
Percentage of Property Tax 
Assessments 

5400* 
15%** 

*James City County Commissioner of the Revenue 

**Commercial impacts are calculated on a proportional variation process 

 
Proffer – Proffers paid for schools can only be applied toward the capital expense portion of per- 
student school expenses. (See Board of Supervisors’ Proffer Policy.) 

 
Retail Services – Display and sale of merchandise at retail or the rendering of personal services, such 
as food, drugs, clothing, furniture, hardware, appliances, barber and beauty, antiques, and household 
uses and other uses. 

 
Single-Family Detached Dwelling – A detached structure arranged or designed to be occupied by one 
family, the structure only having one dwelling unit. 

 
State Contributions – The state contributes both targeted and unspecified funds to the James City 
County budget. Funds for specific departments were subtracted from the budget totals of those 
departments. Unspecified state fund amounts were compiled, then evenly subtracted (7.75% of each 
department total) across all non-school departments. 

 
Student Generation Rate – The student generation rate the number of students produced by an 
individual dwelling unit per year. Different domestic units produce students are different rates. Using 
WJCC enrollment figures, an address was found for WJCC students residing in James City County. 
Using the James City County Real Estate Division’s Property Information map on the James City 
County website, the number of students from each subdivision was determined. Using the Real Estate 
Division’s Real Estate Parcel Count, the number of improved lots in each neighborhood was 
determined. Total students from each neighborhood were divided by the total number of units from 
that neighborhood to determine the average number of students per housing unit. The student 
generation numbers for 256 subdivisions were determined this way, along with the same method for 
counting students from apartments and manufactured home parks. 
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Townhome –In a structure containing three or more dwelling units, a dwelling unit for single-family 
occupancy, not more than three stories in height, attached by one or more vertical party walls extending 
to the roof sheathing without passageway openings to one or more additional such dwelling units, each 
of which is served by an individual exterior entrance or entrances. 



5248 Olde Towne Road, Suite I
Williamsburg, Virginia 23188

Phone (757) 253-0040
Fax (757) 220-8994

CONSULTING ENGINEERS
aesva.com

October 25, 2017

Mr. Paul Holt
Planning Director
James City County
101-A Mounts Bay Road
P.O. Box 8784
Williamsburg, Virginia 23187

RE: Oakland Pointe
Parks and Recreation Exception Request
Rezoning Application

-

AES Project Number: W10503-OO

4 4 4
-. 4 - ., 4.

.... /

Dear Mr. 1-bit:

AES Consulting Engineers on behalf of Connelly Development, LLC is requesting an exception
to the James City County Recreational Facility Development Guidelines for the subject project. Pursuant
to the recent adoption of the Master Plan for Parks and Recreation (April 11, 2017), an exception is
allowed by the Board of Supervisors through recommendations from the Director of Planning and the
Director of Parks and Recreation.

Our rezoning proposal shall meet the guideline standards as listed for the park area, bike/jogging
trail and playground area; however, the areas of exception are the hard court surface and the multi-use
field.

Our proposal shall include a park area and playground with a pavilion located within close
proximity to each to serve the entire family. In addition, over 2000 feet of multi-use trail is provided
within the site that connects to a trail along Richmond Road. This provides excellent connectivity to
adjacent properties.

The hard court surface requirement is an issue with long term consequences for most
developments as they generally lead to being a hangout for activities that create a disturbance to theneighbors. In lieu of this court, this proposal is providing a dog park area that appeals to a largerpercentage of the residents.

The field requirement appears to be more a question of size and location. Our proposal provides
a field, but the dimensions fall short of the requirement. We submit that the field is large enough to
engage in multiple activities and serve the intended function. The location does encroach into the buffer
only because that area is already cleared and the wooded buffer to the neighbors is quite large. This area
can be mitigated elsewhere on the site and create a more useftil buffer than the large buffer that already
exist in the rear of this property.



Mr. Paul [-bit AESI4oject Number: W10503-O0
October 25, 2017 page 2 of 2

We appreciate the time spent by the various review agencies in the review and guidance for this
project. If anyone has any questions in reference to this project please do not hesitate to call me at my
office at 757-253-0040.

Sincerely,

AES Consulting Engineers

Howard W. Price
Principal
howard.price@aesva.com

s:\jobs\w1O5O3\admin\correspondence’Ieuers\w1O5O3 parks and rec exception request 10-25-17 pp.docx
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FOREWORD 

This traffic study is an update of the November 20, 2017 study for Oakland Pointe Apartments.   

Following are the revisions incorporated in this traffic study: 

1. The eastbound left turn lane on Rt. 60 at Croaker Road has 400 feet of storage/100 foot 

taper.  The previous study had 300 feet storage/100 foot taper. 

2. The unsignalized traffic level of service at Rt. 60/Oakland Drive has been modified to allow 

one vehicle in the median for the northbound left turn from Oakland Drive to westbound 

Rt. 60.  The previous study did not include this adjustment.  The existing width of the median 

is 52 feet which can actually accommodate two vehicles (25 storage per vehicle) and is 

more than enough for a single vehicle.  This change more accurately reflect traffic 

operations. 

3. Traffic signal timing at Rt. 60/Croaker Road uses the coordinated split values.  The 

previous traffic study used the default values.  This change more accurately reflects signal 

timing. 

4. The most current conceptual plan for Oakland Pointe Apartments is included. 

All traffic counts and forecasts in this study are the same as the previous study.  All traffic analysis 

procedures follow the conventions of the previous study. 

 



 
 
 
 
 

REPORT  
TEXT 
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INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE 

Connelly Development, LLC proposes to develop an apartment project in James City County, 

Oakland Pointe Apartments.  The site fronts on Rt. 60 Richmond Road between Croaker Road 

to the east and Oakland Drive to the west.  The upper section of Exhibit 1 shows the site 

location in the VDOT Hampton Roads District.  The lower section of Exhibit 1 shows the 

location of the site and adjacent areas on the County's parcel map. 

Access to Oakland Pointe Apartments is proposed via a right turn in/out only entrance on 

Richmond Road. This traffic study has been prepared to document existing and future traffic 

conditions with and without site development.   In addition to traffic analysis at the Richmond 

Road/Oakland Pointe Apartments entrance, the following intersections are included in the 

study for counts and analysis: 

1. Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road - signalized 

2. Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive - unsignalized 

A preliminary development plan by AES is shown on Exhibit 2 and includes 126 apartments.   

This study includes AM and PM peak hour traffic analysis at the existing two intersections and 

the site access cited above for the following scenarios: 

• Existing traffic 

• 2025 without the project (with build out of Candle Factory rezoning/Village At 

Candle Station with access on Pricket Road) 

• 2025 with the project and related improvements as shown on Exhibit 2b 

 

RT. 60 RICHMOND ROAD ACCESS 

Oakland Pointe Apartments has public road access on Rt. 60 Richmond Road.  Rt. 60 is a four 

lane divided median road with substantial grade separation between eastbound and westbound 

through lanes.  With right turn in and out access only, traffic entering from the east and exiting 

to the west must make U-turns at Croaker Road and at Oakland Drive intersections.  These 

adjacent crossover U-turning movements are addressed in this study. 
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EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 

Intersection turning movement traffic counts were conducted by Peggy Malone & Associates 

from 7 to 9 AM and from 4 to 6 PM on Tuesday, October 10, 2017.  Total volumes are tabulated 

on Appendix Exhibit A and B series and peak hour counts without balance are shown on 

Appendix Exhibit D.  

Exhibit 3 shows AM and PM peak hour traffic on the study area road network diagram.  Rt. 

60 Richmond Road (posted speed limit 45 mph, east-west orientation) is a four lane divided 

roadway.  Lane configurations at the Richmond Road intersections with Croaker Road/Pricket 

Road and Oakland Drive are shown on Exhibit 3. 

Synchro 10 has been used to calculate intersection levels of service.  VDOT signal timing was 

obtained for the Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road intersection. 

The following reports are included in the technical appendix: 

1. For signalized Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road, 2000 Highway Capacity 

Manual (HCM2000) report is used.  See Appendix Exhibits J1 and J2 for the HCM2000 

report AM and PM peak hours, respectively.   HCM2010 HCM 6th Edition produce 

NEMA custom phasing violations and are not used.  

2. Unsignalized intersection (Richmond Road/Oakland Drive) LOS results are shown in 

Appendix Exhibits K1 and K2 for the AM and PM peak hours, respectively.  

3. Synchro Queues results are shown in Appendix Exhibits L1 and L2 for the AM and 

PM peak hours, respectively.  

4. SimTraffic Queuing & Blocking results are shown in Appendix Exhibits M1, M1A and 

M2 series for the AM and PM peak hours, respectively. 

The following table shows existing peak hour intersection levels of service and queuing results 

at Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road: 

Overall C 31.3 D 36.1 AM PM

AM

60 min
PM

EBL D 52.1 D 52.5 200 286 150 221 133

EBT B 18.4 C 27.7 208 220 139 147

EBR B 15.0 C 23.4 10 0 0 32 58

WBL D 42.8 D 45.1 200 7 85 9 109

WBT C 26.4 C 33.3 76 323 68 205

WBR C 24.4 C 26.3 200 0 66 1147 101

NBL D 38.0 D 49.9 165 9 157 90 131

NBL/T D 39.0 D 42.4 20 132 14 193

NBR D 37.1 D 38.8 150 0 0 67 73

SBL/T D 52.7 D 53.5 189 422 176 980

SBR C 29.9 C 30.6 200 36 59 57 1117

SimTraffic queue shown is maximum report value for multi-lane groups

Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 

AM PM
Storage 

Length

Synchro

2017 COUNTS - TABLE 1-1 Richmond Road/ Croaker Road/Pricket Road

95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

SimTraffic Q&B
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There is overall LOS C at the Richmond Road/Croaker Road intersection in the AM peak hour 

and overall LOS D in the PM peak hour.   There is LOS D or better for all turning movements.    

Queuing on the eastbound left turn on Richmond Road at Croaker Road is of particular 

importance because site traffic will use this turn lane for left turns and U-turns.  Queuing for 

this left turn was recorded at the time of counts and is tabulated on Appendix Exhibits C1 and 

C2.  The following table shows the recorded queues and calculated values in Table 1-1. 

SOURCE AM PM

Field 250 161

Synchro 286 150

SimTraffic 221 133

TABLE 1-2 EASTBOUND LEFT QUEUING

 

A 10-minute SimTraffic interval was used for AM peak hour traffic and a 60-minute interval 

was used for PM peak hour traffic as was done in the previous study. 

In Table 1-1, the other notable queues are on the southbound approach in the PM peak hour. 

The following table shows existing peak hour intersection levels of service and queuing results 

at Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive: 

AM PM AM PM

NBL C 19.4 C 21.4 3 3 28 36

NBT B 11.7 B 11.2 3 3 32 40

WBL A 9.8 A 9.5 0 3 14 45

95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

AM PM Storage 

Length

HCM 6th SimTraffic Q&B

2017 COUNTS - TABLE 1-3 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive
Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 

 

The northbound left turn on Oakland Drive has LOS C in the AM peak hour and PM peak 

hour.  All other movements have LOS A and B. 
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2025 BACKGROUND TRAFFIC  

Exhibit 4 shows VDOT daily traffic counts (2012 through 2016) and linear regression analysis 

trend for Rt. 60 Richmond Road west and east of Croaker Road.  For the 2025 design year, the 

traffic counts show 1.0 growth factor west of Croaker Road and a 1.08 growth factor east of 

Croaker Road.   

A 1.08 growth factor is applied to 2017 counts to produce 2025 background traffic (growth 

factor only) as shown on Exhibit 5. 

Build out of the Candle Factory development on Pricket Road (including Village at Candle 

Station) is also included in this traffic study.  Table 1 on Exhibit 6 shows trip generation for 

the remaining development on Pricket Road.  Table 2 shows trip distribution for the remaining 

development (see Appendix Exhibit E for trip assignment percentages for Pricket Road and 

for Oakland Drive).  Trip assignments for the remaining development are shown on Exhibit 7 

and 2025 background traffic without Oakland Pointe Apartments. 

For analysis reports, see Technical Appendix as follows: 

• HCM2000 signalized intersections LOS:  Exhibit J3 and J4  

• Unsignalized intersection:  Exhibit K3 and K4  

• Synchro Queues:  Exhibits L3 and L4.  

• SimTraffic Queuing & Blocking:  Exhibits M3 and M4. 

The following table shows 2025 background traffic peak hour intersection levels of service 

and queuing results at Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road: 

Overall C 31.5 D 41.4 AM PM AM PM

EBL D 51.3 E 60.1 200 324 162 356 150

EBT B 19.6 C 30.2 228 244 266 171

EBR B 15.9 C 25.2 10 0 0 50 86

WBL D 40.4 D 50.4 200 29 102 7 129

WBT C 27.0 D 36.9 136 353 70 219

WBR C 24.9 C 28.1 200 46 79 143 126

NBL D 38.4 E 60.1 165 58 190 83 207

NBL/T D 39.4 D 46.7 73 149 120 254

NBR D 36.5 D 40.9 150 0 0 33 133

SBL/T D 50.1 E 64.9 216 499 381 931

SBR C 29.4 D 41.4 200 45 67 253 1169

SimTraffic queue shown is maximum report value for multi-lane groups

2025 Background - TABLE 2-1 Richmond Road/ Croaker Road/Pricket Road

95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

SimTraffic Q&B

Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay By Lane 

AM PM
Storage 

Length

Synchro

 

Overall intersection LOS for both peak hours is the same as existing conditions with not much 

change for turning movement LOS in the AM peak hour.  For the eastbound left, northbound 

left and the southbound left/through in the PM peak hour, LOS changed from LOS D to LOS 
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E. 

 

The following table shows existing peak hour intersection levels of service and queuing results 

at Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive: 

AM PM AM PM

NBL C 19.4 C 24.2 180 3 5 26 33

NBT B 11.6 B 11.6 180 3 3 40 47

WBL A 9.8 A 9.8 0 3 18 54

95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

AM PM Storage 

Length

HCM 6th SimTraffic Q&B

2025 Background - TABLE 2-2 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive
Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay By Lane 

 
 

The northbound left turn on Oakland Drive has LOS C in the AM peak hour AND PM peak 

hours.  All other movements have LOS A and B. 
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SITE TRIP GENERATION, DISTRIBUTION AND ASSIGNMENT 

Table 3 on Exhibit 6 shows trip generation for the site using Trip Generation Manual, 9th 

Edition (TGM9), published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE).  Site trip 

distribution is shown in Table 4 on Exhibit 6. 

Site trip assignment is shown on Exhibit 9.   

 

2025 TRAFFIC WITH SITE 

Exhibit 10 respectively shows 2025 AM and PM peak hour traffic with site traffic.   

The westbound left turn/U-turn movement on Richmond Road at Oakland Drive warrants a 

left turn lane (see Appendix Exhibit F) of 100 foot full width lane with 100 foot taper.  The 

right turn into the site on eastbound Rt. 60 warrants a right turn taper (see Appendix Exhibit 

F1) with 100 foot length.  These improvements are included on Exhibit 10.  Also included for 

analysis is an additional 200 feet of storage on the eastbound left turn on Richmond Road at 

Croaker Road. 

For analysis reports, see Technical Appendix as follows: 

• HCM2000 signalized intersections LOS:  Exhibit J5 and J6 series 

• Unsignalized intersection LOS: Exhibits K5 and K6 series 

• Synchro Queues: Exhibits L5 and L6 series 

• SimTraffic Queuing & Blocking: Exhibits M5 and M6 series. 

 

The following table shows 2025 total traffic peak hour intersection levels of service and 

queuing results at Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Croaker Road/Pricket Road: 

Overall C 34.5 D 42.5 AM PM AM PM

EBL E 70.9 E 64.4 400 376 191 418 169

EBT B 19.8 C 30.8 237 252 329 163

EBR B 15.9 C 24.8 10 0 0 43 71

WBL D 40.7 D 51.7 200 29 102 59 132

WBT C 27.0 D 38.2 138 367 132 230

WBR C 24.9 C 28.7 200 46 88 82 139

NBL D 38.5 E 62.4 165 58 190 46 190

NBL/T D 39.2 D 47.8 73 149 114 247

NBR D 36.6 D 41.8 150 0 0 29 96

SBL/T D 50.3 E 70.3 117 499 283 1038

SBR C 29.6 C 33.0 200 48 75 154 509

SimTraffic queue shown is maximum report value for multi-lane groups

2025 Total - TABLE 3-1 Richmond Road/ Croaker Road/Pricket Road

Existing Signal Timing

95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

SimTraffic Q&B

Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 

AM PM
Storage 

Length

Synchro
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Overall intersection LOS for both peak hours is the same as existing conditions.  The AM peak 

hour eastbound left turn has LOS E the AM and the eastbound left, northbound left and the 

southbound left/through have LOS E in the PM peak hour like the background traffic. 

As a sensitivity test for LOS and queuing results, the signal timing at the intersection has been 

optimized using Synchro with the following results: 

Overall C 32.5 D 42.0 AM PM AM PM

EBL D 52.0 E 68.7 400 293 153 337 202

EBT B 19.2 C 31.5 654 604 155 160

EBR B 15.6 C 25.3 10 35 93 41 51

WBL D 43.4 D 51.1 200 40 178 44 136

WBT C 28.5 D 39.6 339 817 140 242

WBR C 26.2 C 29.1 200 174 355 88 137

NBL D 40.8 E 63.3 165 3.9 143 31 197

NBL/T D 42.3 D 47.8 54 116 85 247

NBR D 38.7 D 41.5 150 51 64 40 97

SBL/T D 51.3 E 60.7 244 381 276 1023

SBR C 31.0 C 31.6 200 162 205 63 504

SimTraffic queue shown is maximum report value for multi-lane groups

2025 Total - TABLE 3-2 Richmond Road/ Croaker Road/Pricket Road

Optimized Signal Timing
Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

AM PM
Storage 

Length

Synchro SimTraffic Q&B

 

In the AM peak hour, the eastbound left turn LOS reduces to D and related queues are reduced.  

There was less degree of change in the PM peak hour. 

The following table shows existing peak hour intersection levels of service and queuing results 

at Rt. 60 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive: 

AM PM AM PM

NBL C 20.0 D 28.0 180 3 3 24 34

NBT B 11.7 B 11.7 180 3 3 40 40

WBL B 13.6 B 13.8 3 13 22 60

Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

AM PM Storage 

Length

HCM 6th SimTraffic Q&B

2025 Total - TABLE 3-3 Richmond Road/Oakland Drive

 

The northbound left turn on Oakland Drive has LOS C in the AM peak hour and LOS D in the 

PM peak hour.  All other movements have LOS B. 

The following table shows existing peak hour intersection levels of service and queuing results 

at the site entrance:  
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AM PM AM PM

NBR B 12.4 B 11.4 8 5 35 36

2025 Total - TABLE 3-4 Richmond Road/Oakland Pointe Apartments
Traffic LOS And Seconds Delay 95th Percentile Queues By Lane Group

AM PM Storage 

Length

HCM 6th SimTraffic Q&B

 

There is LOS B in the AM peak hour and PM peak hour.   

 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS  

Traffic levels of service are not much affected by the project with the greatest effect being the 

increase in the queue on the eastbound left turn lane on Rt. 60 at Croaker Road.  Improvements 

to the Rt. 60 corridor by the development to compensate for impacts as shown on Exhibit 2b 

include: 

1. 100 foot left turn lane with 100-foot taper on westbound Rt. 60 at Oakland Drive. 

2. 100 foot right turn taper at site entrance. 

3. Extend 200 foot left turn on eastbound Rt. 60 at Croaker Road to 400 feet with 100-

foot taper. 
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Exhibit 1

OAKLAND POINTE APARTMENTS

REGION AND AREA MAPS

DRW Consultants, LLC

804-794-7312



Exhibit 2a

OAKLAND POINTE APARTMENTS

CONCEPTUAL PLAN BY AES

DRW Consultants, LLC

804-794-7312



Exhibit 2b

OAKLAND POINTE APARTMENTS

ROAD IMPROVEMENTS PLAN

DRW Consultants, LLC

804-794-7312
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DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312

Exhibit 3
2017 PEAK HOUR COUNTS

WITH BALANCE

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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Street: Richmond Road, Rt. 60 Street: Richmond Road, Rt. 60
From: Rt. 30 From: Croaker Road

To: Croaker Road To: Centerville Road

Year DAILY COUNTS Year DAILY COUNTS
2012 15,000 2012 20,000
2013 15,000 2013 18,000
2014 15,000 2014 18,000
2015 15,000 2015 18,000
2016 15,000 2016 21,000
Year DAILY TREND Year DAILY TREND
2017 15,000 D17 2017 19,600 D17
2025 15,000 1.00 2025 21,200 1.08

0
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2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024 2026

From Rt. 30 To Croaker Road

DAILY COUNTS DAILY TREND
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From Croaker Road To Centerville Road

DAILY COUNTS DAILY TREND

Exhibit 4
RT. 60 RICHMOND ROAD

DAILY TRAFFIC COUNTS AND TRENDS

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312

VDOT Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) Volume Estimates



364 432

470 468 468 160 496

464 307

4 145 16 203 29

6 12 239 16 33 22

833 581

835 2 845 845 25 806

6 18 70 71

GROWTH FACTOR: 1.08

526 548

1017 1030 1030 327 1196

1009 729

21 180 79 267 140

8 16 123 121 98 44

716 544

721 5 732 732 65 855

26 24 284 263

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312

Exhibit 5
2025 PEAK HOUR BACKGROUND TRAFFIC

GROWTH FACTOR ONLY

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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LAND                    WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION 
USE   SQ.FT., AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR

VALUE LAND USE CODE OTHER UNITS Enter Exit Total Enter Exit Total DAILY

TABLE 1 - Trip Generation - Candle Factory Remaining Development
eq.-adj. st. Single-Family 210 33 units 8 25 33 25 14 39 379
eq.-adj. st. Condo/Townhouse 230 78 units 7 35 42 33 16 49 518
rate-adj. st. Mini-Warehouse 151 355 units 5 2 7 3 4 7 88

TOTAL: 20 62 82 61 34 95 985

TABLE 2 - Candle Factory Trip Distribution
20 62 82 61 34 95

PM Peak Hour

Direction % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips
Rt. 60 West 33% 7 33% 20 33% 21 33% 11
Rt. 60 East 40% 8 40% 25 40% 24 40% 14

Croaker North 27% 5 27% 17 27% 16 27% 9
100% 20 100% 62 100% 61 100% 34

TABLE 3 - Trip Generation - Oakland Farm Apartments
eq.-adj. st. Apartment 220 126 units 13 52 65 57 30 87 887

TOTAL: 13 52 65 57 30 87 887

TABLE 4 - Oakland Farm Trip Distribution
13 52 65 57 30 87

PM Peak Hour

Direction % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips % Dist. Trips
Rt. 60 West 33% 4 33% 17 33% 19 33% 10
Rt. 60 East 40% 5 40% 21 40% 23 40% 12

Croaker North 27% 4 27% 14 27% 15 27% 8
100% 13 100% 52 100% 57 100% 30

AM Peak Hour
Entering Traffic Exiting Traffic Entering Traffic Exiting Traffic

AM Peak Hour
Entering Traffic Exiting Traffic Entering Traffic Exiting Traffic

Trip generation rates from Trip Generation Manual, 9th Edition (TGM9) 
by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

Exhibit 6

REMAINING CANDLE FACTORY DEVELOPMENT 
AND OAKLAND FARM APARTMENTS

TRIP GENERATION AND DISTRIBUTION

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312
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Exhibit 7
REMAINING CANDLE FACTORY TRIP ASSIGNMENT

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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DRW Consultants, LLC
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Exhibit 8
2025 PEAK HOUR BACKGROUND TRAFFIC
WITHOUT OAKLAND FARM APARTMENTS

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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Exhibit 9
OAKLAND FARM APARTMENTS TRIP ASSIGNMENTS

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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Exhibit 10
2025 TOTAL PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC

WITH OAKLAND FARM APARTMENTS

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

07:00 AM 77 132 5 1 215 4 70 44 0 118 2 7 1 1 11 41 2 52 0 95 439
07:15 AM 63 109 2 0 174 5 79 43 0 127 2 11 6 0 19 41 3 24 0 68 388
07:30 AM 39 147 5 0 191 5 61 29 0 95 3 4 10 0 17 43 1 23 0 67 370
07:45 AM 25 125 5 0 155 10 59 22 0 91 5 4 3 0 12 56 6 20 0 82 340

Total 204 513 17 1 735 24 269 138 0 431 12 26 20 1 59 181 12 119 0 312 1537

08:00 AM 28 111 4 0 143 18 59 37 0 114 2 3 4 0 9 51 4 18 0 73 339
08:15 AM 29 116 2 0 147 12 50 22 0 84 1 5 6 0 12 52 5 14 0 71 314
08:30 AM 21 133 12 0 166 14 52 19 0 85 8 2 5 0 15 65 6 17 0 88 354
08:45 AM 21 110 3 0 134 12 52 24 0 88 3 9 8 0 20 57 5 22 0 84 326

Total 99 470 21 0 590 56 213 102 0 371 14 19 23 0 56 225 20 71 0 316 1333

Grand Total 303 983 38 1 1325 80 482 240 0 802 26 45 43 1 115 406 32 190 0 628 2870
Apprch % 22.9 74.2 2.9 0.1 10 60.1 29.9 0 22.6 39.1 37.4 0.9 64.6 5.1 30.3 0

Total % 10.6 34.3 1.3 0 46.2 2.8 16.8 8.4 0 27.9 0.9 1.6 1.5 0 4 14.1 1.1 6.6 0 21.9

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM

07:00 AM 77 132 5 214 4 70 44 118 2 7 1 10 41 2 52 95 437
07:15 AM 63 109 2 174 5 79 43 127 2 11 6 19 41 3 24 68 388
07:30 AM 39 147 5 191 5 61 29 95 3 4 10 17 43 1 23 67 370
07:45 AM 25 125 5 155 10 59 22 91 5 4 3 12 56 6 20 82 340

Total Volume 204 513 17 734 24 269 138 431 12 26 20 58 181 12 119 312 1535
% App. Total 27.8 69.9 2.3 5.6 62.4 32 20.7 44.8 34.5 58 3.8 38.1

PHF .662 .872 .850 .857 .600 .851 .784 .848 .600 .591 .500 .763 .808 .500 .572 .821 .878

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT A1



File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

07:00 AM 5 7 2 0 14 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 4 0 7 24
07:15 AM 7 9 2 0 18 1 3 1 0 5 2 1 0 0 3 3 1 3 0 7 33
07:30 AM 3 4 1 0 8 1 7 4 0 12 0 2 0 0 2 2 0 4 0 6 28
07:45 AM 2 5 1 0 8 1 3 4 0 8 1 2 0 0 3 0 1 4 0 5 24

Total 17 25 6 0 48 3 15 10 0 28 3 5 0 0 8 7 3 15 0 25 109

08:00 AM 5 6 0 0 11 0 3 4 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 3 0 5 25
08:15 AM 5 4 1 0 10 1 2 3 0 6 0 1 0 0 1 3 0 2 0 5 22
08:30 AM 1 7 0 0 8 0 4 1 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 0 7 21
08:45 AM 2 11 1 0 14 2 3 2 0 7 2 0 0 0 2 2 1 3 0 6 29

Total 13 28 2 0 43 3 12 10 0 25 3 2 1 0 6 9 2 12 0 23 97

Grand Total 30 53 8 0 91 6 27 20 0 53 6 7 1 0 14 16 5 27 0 48 206
Apprch % 33 58.2 8.8 0 11.3 50.9 37.7 0 42.9 50 7.1 0 33.3 10.4 56.2 0

Total % 14.6 25.7 3.9 0 44.2 2.9 13.1 9.7 0 25.7 2.9 3.4 0.5 0 6.8 7.8 2.4 13.1 0 23.3

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15 AM

07:15 AM 7 9 2 18 1 3 1 5 2 1 0 3 3 1 3 7 33
07:30 AM 3 4 1 8 1 7 4 12 0 2 0 2 2 0 4 6 28
07:45 AM 2 5 1 8 1 3 4 8 1 2 0 3 0 1 4 5 24
08:00 AM 5 6 0 11 0 3 4 7 0 1 1 2 1 1 3 5 25

Total Volume 17 24 4 45 3 16 13 32 3 6 1 10 6 3 14 23 110
% App. Total 37.8 53.3 8.9 9.4 50 40.6 30 60 10 26.1 13 60.9

PHF .607 .667 .500 .625 .750 .571 .813 .667 .375 .750 .250 .833 .500 .750 .875 .821 .833

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT A2



File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car - Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

07:00 AM 82 139 7 1 229 4 72 45 0 121 2 7 1 1 11 43 3 56 0 102 463
07:15 AM 70 118 4 0 192 6 82 44 0 132 4 12 6 0 22 44 4 27 0 75 421
07:30 AM 42 151 6 0 199 6 68 33 0 107 3 6 10 0 19 45 1 27 0 73 398
07:45 AM 27 130 6 0 163 11 62 26 0 99 6 6 3 0 15 56 7 24 0 87 364

Total 221 538 23 1 783 27 284 148 0 459 15 31 20 1 67 188 15 134 0 337 1646

08:00 AM 33 117 4 0 154 18 62 41 0 121 2 4 5 0 11 52 5 21 0 78 364
08:15 AM 34 120 3 0 157 13 52 25 0 90 1 6 6 0 13 55 5 16 0 76 336
08:30 AM 22 140 12 0 174 14 56 20 0 90 9 2 5 0 16 68 6 21 0 95 375
08:45 AM 23 121 4 0 148 14 55 26 0 95 5 9 8 0 22 59 6 25 0 90 355

Total 112 498 23 0 633 59 225 112 0 396 17 21 24 0 62 234 22 83 0 339 1430

Grand Total 333 1036 46 1 1416 86 509 260 0 855 32 52 44 1 129 422 37 217 0 676 3076
Apprch % 23.5 73.2 3.2 0.1 10.1 59.5 30.4 0 24.8 40.3 34.1 0.8 62.4 5.5 32.1 0

Total % 10.8 33.7 1.5 0 46 2.8 16.5 8.5 0 27.8 1 1.7 1.4 0 4.2 13.7 1.2 7.1 0 22
Car 303 983 38 1 1325 80 482 240 0 802 26 45 43 1 115 406 32 190 0 628 2870

% Car 91 94.9 82.6 100 93.6 93 94.7 92.3 0 93.8 81.2 86.5 97.7 100 89.1 96.2 86.5 87.6 0 92.9 93.3
Truck 30 53 8 0 91 6 27 20 0 53 6 7 1 0 14 16 5 27 0 48 206

% Truck 9 5.1 17.4 0 6.4 7 5.3 7.7 0 6.2 18.8 13.5 2.3 0 10.9 3.8 13.5 12.4 0 7.1 6.7

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM

07:00 AM 82 139 7 228 4 72 45 121 2 7 1 10 43 3 56 102 461
07:15 AM 70 118 4 192 6 82 44 132 4 12 6 22 44 4 27 75 421
07:30 AM 42 151 6 199 6 68 33 107 3 6 10 19 45 1 27 73 398
07:45 AM 27 130 6 163 11 62 26 99 6 6 3 15 56 7 24 87 364

Total Volume 221 538 23 782 27 284 148 459 15 31 20 66 188 15 134 337 1644
% App. Total 28.3 68.8 2.9 5.9 61.9 32.2 22.7 47 30.3 55.8 4.5 39.8

PHF .674 .891 .821 .857 .614 .866 .822 .869 .625 .646 .500 .750 .839 .536 .598 .826 .892

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

Truck % 8           5            26 11          5          7 20          16        0 4           20        11

EXHIBIT A3



File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

04:00 PM 28 102 8 0 138 21 152 66 0 239 20 12 7 0 39 68 10 35 0 113 529
04:15 PM 21 110 10 0 141 36 136 56 0 228 25 15 5 0 45 52 15 33 0 100 514
04:30 PM 41 88 7 0 136 34 171 65 0 270 20 19 7 0 46 60 24 55 0 139 591
04:45 PM 30 120 17 0 167 27 174 80 0 281 23 27 16 0 66 52 19 47 0 118 632

Total 120 420 42 0 582 118 633 267 0 1018 88 73 35 0 196 232 68 170 0 470 2266

05:00 PM 34 129 18 0 181 29 148 77 0 254 25 12 13 0 50 63 11 32 1 107 592
05:15 PM 25 121 13 0 159 36 163 65 1 265 29 23 8 0 60 57 21 38 0 116 600
05:30 PM 23 126 12 0 161 36 134 78 1 249 34 28 3 0 65 72 22 38 0 132 607
05:45 PM 16 119 15 0 150 29 158 59 1 247 26 14 13 0 53 68 19 33 0 120 570

Total 98 495 58 0 651 130 603 279 3 1015 114 77 37 0 228 260 73 141 1 475 2369

Grand Total 218 915 100 0 1233 248 1236 546 3 2033 202 150 72 0 424 492 141 311 1 945 4635
Apprch % 17.7 74.2 8.1 0 12.2 60.8 26.9 0.1 47.6 35.4 17 0 52.1 14.9 32.9 0.1

Total % 4.7 19.7 2.2 0 26.6 5.4 26.7 11.8 0.1 43.9 4.4 3.2 1.6 0 9.1 10.6 3 6.7 0 20.4

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:45 PM

04:45 PM 30 120 17 167 27 174 80 281 23 27 16 66 52 19 47 118 632
05:00 PM 34 129 18 181 29 148 77 254 25 12 13 50 63 11 32 106 591
05:15 PM 25 121 13 159 36 163 65 264 29 23 8 60 57 21 38 116 599
05:30 PM 23 126 12 161 36 134 78 248 34 28 3 65 72 22 38 132 606

Total Volume 112 496 60 668 128 619 300 1047 111 90 40 241 244 73 155 472 2428
% App. Total 16.8 74.3 9 12.2 59.1 28.7 46.1 37.3 16.6 51.7 15.5 32.8

PHF .824 .961 .833 .923 .889 .889 .938 .931 .816 .804 .625 .913 .847 .830 .824 .894 .960

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT A4



File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

04:00 PM 0 5 0 0 5 0 4 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 12
04:15 PM 0 2 0 0 2 1 3 5 0 9 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 2 0 3 16
04:30 PM 1 1 0 0 2 1 3 2 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 11
04:45 PM 1 4 0 0 5 0 7 1 0 8 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 3 17

Total 2 12 0 0 14 2 17 9 0 28 0 1 2 0 3 2 1 8 0 11 56

05:00 PM 1 2 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 6 0 8 14
05:15 PM 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 3 8
05:30 PM 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 5
05:45 PM 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 4

Total 1 5 0 0 6 2 5 2 0 9 1 1 0 0 2 3 0 11 0 14 31

Grand Total 3 17 0 0 20 4 22 11 0 37 1 2 2 0 5 5 1 19 0 25 87
Apprch % 15 85 0 0 10.8 59.5 29.7 0 20 40 40 0 20 4 76 0

Total % 3.4 19.5 0 0 23 4.6 25.3 12.6 0 42.5 1.1 2.3 2.3 0 5.7 5.7 1.1 21.8 0 28.7

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:15 PM

04:15 PM 0 2 0 2 1 3 5 9 0 1 1 2 1 0 2 3 16
04:30 PM 1 1 0 2 1 3 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 11
04:45 PM 1 4 0 5 0 7 1 8 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 3 17
05:00 PM 1 2 0 3 1 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 2 0 6 8 14

Total Volume 3 9 0 12 3 14 8 25 1 1 2 4 4 0 13 17 58
% App. Total 25 75 0 12 56 32 25 25 50 23.5 0 76.5

PHF .750 .563 .000 .600 .750 .500 .400 .694 .250 .250 .500 .500 .500 .000 .542 .531 .853

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT A5



File Name : 1-Croaker Rd._Pricket Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car - Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

04:00 PM 28 107 8 0 143 21 156 67 0 244 20 12 7 0 39 68 11 36 0 115 541
04:15 PM 21 112 10 0 143 37 139 61 0 237 25 16 6 0 47 53 15 35 0 103 530
04:30 PM 42 89 7 0 138 35 174 67 0 276 20 19 7 0 46 60 24 58 0 142 602
04:45 PM 31 124 17 0 172 27 181 81 0 289 23 27 17 0 67 53 19 49 0 121 649

Total 122 432 42 0 596 120 650 276 0 1046 88 74 37 0 199 234 69 178 0 481 2322

05:00 PM 35 131 18 0 184 30 149 77 0 256 26 12 13 0 51 65 11 38 1 115 606
05:15 PM 25 122 13 0 160 37 164 66 1 268 29 24 8 0 61 57 21 41 0 119 608
05:30 PM 23 127 12 0 162 36 136 79 1 252 34 28 3 0 65 72 22 39 0 133 612
05:45 PM 16 120 15 0 151 29 159 59 1 248 26 14 13 0 53 69 19 34 0 122 574

Total 99 500 58 0 657 132 608 281 3 1024 115 78 37 0 230 263 73 152 1 489 2400

Grand Total 221 932 100 0 1253 252 1258 557 3 2070 203 152 74 0 429 497 142 330 1 970 4722
Apprch % 17.6 74.4 8 0 12.2 60.8 26.9 0.1 47.3 35.4 17.2 0 51.2 14.6 34 0.1

Total % 4.7 19.7 2.1 0 26.5 5.3 26.6 11.8 0.1 43.8 4.3 3.2 1.6 0 9.1 10.5 3 7 0 20.5
Car 218 915 100 0 1233 248 1236 546 3 2033 202 150 72 0 424 492 141 311 1 945 4635

% Car 98.6 98.2 100 0 98.4 98.4 98.3 98 100 98.2 99.5 98.7 97.3 0 98.8 99 99.3 94.2 100 97.4 98.2
Truck 3 17 0 0 20 4 22 11 0 37 1 2 2 0 5 5 1 19 0 25 87

% Truck 1.4 1.8 0 0 1.6 1.6 1.7 2 0 1.8 0.5 1.3 2.7 0 1.2 1 0.7 5.8 0 2.6 1.8

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Pricket Rd
Northbound

Croaker Rd
Southbound

Start Time Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Left Thru Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:45 PM

04:45 PM 31 124 17 172 27 181 81 289 23 27 17 67 53 19 49 121 649
05:00 PM 35 131 18 184 30 149 77 256 26 12 13 51 65 11 38 114 605
05:15 PM 25 122 13 160 37 164 66 267 29 24 8 61 57 21 41 119 607
05:30 PM 23 127 12 162 36 136 79 251 34 28 3 65 72 22 39 133 611

Total Volume 114 504 60 678 130 630 303 1063 112 91 41 244 247 73 167 487 2472
% App. Total 16.8 74.3 8.8 12.2 59.3 28.5 45.9 37.3 16.8 50.7 15 34.3

PHF .814 .962 .833 .921 .878 .870 .935 .920 .824 .813 .603 .910 .858 .830 .852 .915 .952

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

Truck %v                 2          2          0                           2           2            1                         1           1           2                         1           0           7                 

EXHIBIT A6



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
07:00 AM 208 0 0 208 2 118 1 121 1 2 1 4 333
07:15 AM 168 0 0 168 2 95 0 97 1 1 0 2 267
07:30 AM 181 1 0 182 0 92 0 92 0 4 0 4 278
07:45 AM 148 0 0 148 0 86 0 86 3 4 0 7 241

Total 705 1 0 706 4 391 1 396 5 11 1 17 1119

08:00 AM 144 0 0 144 0 81 0 81 0 2 0 2 227
08:15 AM 150 0 0 150 1 60 0 61 1 2 3 6 217
08:30 AM 164 0 0 164 0 78 0 78 0 2 0 2 244
08:45 AM 141 0 0 141 0 78 0 78 1 3 0 4 223

Total 599 0 0 599 1 297 0 298 2 9 3 14 911

Grand Total 1304 1 0 1305 5 688 1 694 7 20 4 31 2030
Apprch % 99.9 0.1 0 0.7 99.1 0.1 22.6 64.5 12.9

Total % 64.2 0 0 64.3 0.2 33.9 0 34.2 0.3 1 0.2 1.5

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM

07:00 AM 208 0 208 2 118 120 1 2 3 331
07:15 AM 168 0 168 2 95 97 1 1 2 267
07:30 AM 181 1 182 0 92 92 0 4 4 278
07:45 AM 148 0 148 0 86 86 3 4 7 241

Total Volume 705 1 706 4 391 395 5 11 16 1117
% App. Total 99.9 0.1 1 99 31.2 68.8

PHF .847 .250 .849 .500 .828 .823 .417 .688 .571 .844

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT B1



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
07:00 AM 14 1 0 15 0 7 0 7 1 0 0 1 23
07:15 AM 18 0 0 18 0 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 25
07:30 AM 10 0 0 10 0 11 0 11 0 0 0 0 21
07:45 AM 7 0 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 14

Total 49 1 0 50 0 32 0 32 1 0 0 1 83

08:00 AM 11 0 0 11 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 17
08:15 AM 10 2 0 12 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 16
08:30 AM 8 0 0 8 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 18
08:45 AM 13 1 0 14 0 7 0 7 0 1 0 1 22

Total 42 3 0 45 0 27 0 27 0 1 0 1 73

Grand Total 91 4 0 95 0 59 0 59 1 1 0 2 156
Apprch % 95.8 4.2 0 0 100 0 50 50 0

Total % 58.3 2.6 0 60.9 0 37.8 0 37.8 0.6 0.6 0 1.3

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM

07:00 AM 14 1 15 0 7 7 1 0 1 23
07:15 AM 18 0 18 0 7 7 0 0 0 25
07:30 AM 10 0 10 0 11 11 0 0 0 21
07:45 AM 7 0 7 0 7 7 0 0 0 14

Total Volume 49 1 50 0 32 32 1 0 1 83
% App. Total 98 2 0 100 100 0

PHF .681 .250 .694 .000 .727 .727 .250 .000 .250 .830

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT B2



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. AM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car - Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
07:00 AM 222 1 0 223 2 125 1 128 2 2 1 5 356
07:15 AM 186 0 0 186 2 102 0 104 1 1 0 2 292
07:30 AM 191 1 0 192 0 103 0 103 0 4 0 4 299
07:45 AM 155 0 0 155 0 93 0 93 3 4 0 7 255

Total 754 2 0 756 4 423 1 428 6 11 1 18 1202

08:00 AM 155 0 0 155 0 87 0 87 0 2 0 2 244
08:15 AM 160 2 0 162 1 64 0 65 1 2 3 6 233
08:30 AM 172 0 0 172 0 88 0 88 0 2 0 2 262
08:45 AM 154 1 0 155 0 85 0 85 1 4 0 5 245

Total 641 3 0 644 1 324 0 325 2 10 3 15 984

Grand Total 1395 5 0 1400 5 747 1 753 8 21 4 33 2186
Apprch % 99.6 0.4 0 0.7 99.2 0.1 24.2 63.6 12.1

Total % 63.8 0.2 0 64 0.2 34.2 0 34.4 0.4 1 0.2 1.5
Car 1304 1 0 1305 5 688 1 694 7 20 4 31 2030

% Car 93.5 20 0 93.2 100 92.1 100 92.2 87.5 95.2 100 93.9 92.9
Truck 91 4 0 95 0 59 0 59 1 1 0 2 156

% Truck 6.5 80 0 6.8 0 7.9 0 7.8 12.5 4.8 0 6.1 7.1

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:00 AM

07:00 AM 222 1 223 2 125 127 2 2 4 354
07:15 AM 186 0 186 2 102 104 1 1 2 292
07:30 AM 191 1 192 0 103 103 0 4 4 299
07:45 AM 155 0 155 0 93 93 3 4 7 255

Total Volume 754 2 756 4 423 427 6 11 17 1200
% App. Total 99.7 0.3 0.9 99.1 35.3 64.7

PHF .849 .500 .848 .500 .846 .841 .500 .688 .607 .847

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

TRUCK %                         7                  5                                             0                7                                        17                 0

EXHIBIT B3



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
04:00 PM 140 0 0 140 3 202 0 205 0 0 0 0 345
04:15 PM 143 2 0 145 1 198 0 199 0 1 0 1 345
04:30 PM 137 0 0 137 4 246 0 250 1 2 0 3 390
04:45 PM 154 2 0 156 6 227 0 233 0 6 0 6 395

Total 574 4 0 578 14 873 0 887 1 9 0 10 1475

05:00 PM 180 0 0 180 7 200 0 207 1 2 0 3 390
05:15 PM 154 1 0 155 1 235 0 236 3 4 0 7 398
05:30 PM 173 0 0 173 5 199 0 204 0 5 0 5 382
05:45 PM 129 1 0 130 2 210 0 212 0 4 0 4 346

Total 636 2 0 638 15 844 0 859 4 15 0 19 1516

Grand Total 1210 6 0 1216 29 1717 0 1746 5 24 0 29 2991
Apprch % 99.5 0.5 0 1.7 98.3 0 17.2 82.8 0

Total % 40.5 0.2 0 40.7 1 57.4 0 58.4 0.2 0.8 0 1

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:30 PM

04:30 PM 137 0 137 4 246 250 1 2 3 390
04:45 PM 154 2 156 6 227 233 0 6 6 395
05:00 PM 180 0 180 7 200 207 1 2 3 390
05:15 PM 154 1 155 1 235 236 3 4 7 398

Total Volume 625 3 628 18 908 926 5 14 19 1573
% App. Total 99.5 0.5 1.9 98.1 26.3 73.7

PHF .868 .375 .872 .643 .923 .926 .417 .583 .679 .988

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT B4



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
04:00 PM 6 0 0 6 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 12
04:15 PM 2 0 0 2 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 6
04:30 PM 2 0 0 2 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 8
04:45 PM 4 2 0 6 0 9 0 9 1 1 0 2 17

Total 14 2 0 16 0 25 0 25 1 1 0 2 43

05:00 PM 1 0 0 1 1 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 10
05:15 PM 2 0 0 2 0 3 0 3 1 0 0 1 6
05:30 PM 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 3
05:45 PM 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 4

Total 6 0 0 6 1 15 0 16 1 0 0 1 23

Grand Total 20 2 0 22 1 40 0 41 2 1 0 3 66
Apprch % 90.9 9.1 0 2.4 97.6 0 66.7 33.3 0

Total % 30.3 3 0 33.3 1.5 60.6 0 62.1 3 1.5 0 4.5

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:00 PM

04:00 PM 6 0 6 0 6 6 0 0 0 12
04:15 PM 2 0 2 0 4 4 0 0 0 6
04:30 PM 2 0 2 0 6 6 0 0 0 8
04:45 PM 4 2 6 0 9 9 1 1 2 17

Total Volume 14 2 16 0 25 25 1 1 2 43
% App. Total 87.5 12.5 0 100 50 50

PHF .583 .250 .667 .000 .694 .694 .250 .250 .250 .632

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

EXHIBIT B5



File Name : 2-Oakland Rd. & Richmond Rd. PM
Site Code : 
Start Date : 10/10/2017
Page No : 1

Groups Printed- Car - Truck
Richmond Rd

Eastbound
Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total
04:00 PM 146 0 0 146 3 208 0 211 0 0 0 0 357
04:15 PM 145 2 0 147 1 202 0 203 0 1 0 1 351
04:30 PM 139 0 0 139 4 252 0 256 1 2 0 3 398
04:45 PM 158 4 0 162 6 236 0 242 1 7 0 8 412

Total 588 6 0 594 14 898 0 912 2 10 0 12 1518

05:00 PM 181 0 0 181 8 208 0 216 1 2 0 3 400
05:15 PM 156 1 0 157 1 238 0 239 4 4 0 8 404
05:30 PM 174 0 0 174 5 201 0 206 0 5 0 5 385
05:45 PM 131 1 0 132 2 212 0 214 0 4 0 4 350

Total 642 2 0 644 16 859 0 875 5 15 0 20 1539

Grand Total 1230 8 0 1238 30 1757 0 1787 7 25 0 32 3057
Apprch % 99.4 0.6 0 1.7 98.3 0 21.9 78.1 0

Total % 40.2 0.3 0 40.5 1 57.5 0 58.5 0.2 0.8 0 1
Car 1210 6 0 1216 29 1717 0 1746 5 24 0 29 2991

% Car 98.4 75 0 98.2 96.7 97.7 0 97.7 71.4 96 0 90.6 97.8
Truck 20 2 0 22 1 40 0 41 2 1 0 3 66

% Truck 1.6 25 0 1.8 3.3 2.3 0 2.3 28.6 4 0 9.4 2.2

Richmond Rd
Eastbound

Richmond Rd
Westbound

Oakland Dr
Northbound

Start Time Thru Right App. Total Left Thru App. Total Left Right App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:30 PM

04:30 PM 139 0 139 4 252 256 1 2 3 398
04:45 PM 158 4 162 6 236 242 1 7 8 412
05:00 PM 181 0 181 8 208 216 1 2 3 400
05:15 PM 156 1 157 1 238 239 4 4 8 404

Total Volume 634 5 639 19 934 953 7 15 22 1614
% App. Total 99.2 0.8 2 98 31.8 68.2

PHF .876 .313 .883 .594 .927 .931 .438 .536 .688 .979

Peggy Malone & Associates, Inc.
(888) 247-8602

TRUCK %                          1                    40                                        5                  3                                       29                 7

EXHIBIT B6



Date: 10/10/2017 Observer: K. Leigh

AM Shift: 7:00-9:00 AM      
Approach: US60 EB

Left (1 lane)
Time: # veh distance (feet)

7:00 5 125
6 150
7 175
5 125
4 100
8 250
6 200
4 100
8 200
5 125
8 225

7:15 4 150
9 250
7 200
6 175

10 250
4 100
6 150
5 125
4 125
3 75

7:30 1 25
3 75
2 50
1 25
3 100
5 125
3 75
3 75
8 250
4 125
4 125
5 175

7:45 2 50
2 50
2 50
2 50
4 100
3 100
1 25
1 25
1 25

Average 4 121
PM Peak 50th Percentile 4 125
PM Peak 95th Percentile 8 250

Exhibit C1

Intersection Name: Croaker Rd. & US60 Eastbound Left Queue



Date: 10/10/2017 Observer: K. Leigh
Intersection Name: 
PM SHIFT 4:00-6:00 PM

Approach: US60 EB
Left (1 lane)

Time: # veh distance (feet)
4:45 1 25

4 100
7 175
3 75
1 75
4 100
4 100
1 25
5 150

5:00 7 175
6 150
5 125
6 150
2 50
4 100

5:15 4 100
5 125
5 125
2 50
3 75
4 100
3 75
3 75

5:30 1 25
4 100
3 75
2 50
2 50
2 50
2 50
5 125
4 100

Average 3 91
AM Peak 50th Percentile 4 100
AM Peak 95th Percentile 6 161

Exhibit C2



337 400

429 427 433 148 459

423 284

4 134 15 188 27

6 11 221 15 31 20

754 538

756 2 765 782 23 746

6 17 65 66

487 508

941 953 909 303 1063

934 630

19 167 73 247 130

7 15 114 112 91 41

634 504

639 5 649 678 60 792

24 22 263 244

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312

Exhibit D
2017 PEAK HOUR COUNTS

WITHOUT BALANCE

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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23% 47%

35% 67% 23% 42%

67% 23% 42%

35% 65% 23% 47% 30%

33% 33% 65% 35% 35% 30%

100% 100% 100% 100%

28% 37%

32% 79% 46% 49%

79% 28% 49%

32% 68% 46% 37% 17%

21% 21% 68% 23% 23% 17%

100% 100% 100% 100%

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312

Exhibit E 
2017 PEAK HOUR COUNTS

TRIP DISTRIBUTION

Rt. 60 Richmond 
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2017 PM
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S = 100'

Source:  VDOT Road Design Manual, Appendix C, derived from Highway Research Record Number 211

S = 200'

Exhibit F

VDOT LEFT TURN LANE WARRANT
WESTBOUND LEFT TURN ON RT. 60

AT OAKLAND DRIVE

DRW Consultants, LLC
804-794-7312
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Exhibit F1

VDOT RIGHT TURN LANE WARRANT

FOUR LANE ROAD

RT. 60 RICHMOND ROAD EASTBOUND AT

OAKLAND FARM APARTMENTS
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Guidelines for Right Turn Treatments 4 - Lane Highway

Source:  VDOT Road Design Manual, Vol. 1, Page C-16, Figure C-1-9

FULL-WIDTH TURN LANE AND TAPER REQUIRED

TAPER ONLY

RADIUS REQUIRED

DRW Consultants, LLC

804-794-7312



Lane Configurations 
tr:~ffI~r~urn~lvph>······ 
Future Volume (vph) 
1~eaLEIPitvplip1f · · 
Total Lost time (s) 
liane utte: i=aoiar t···-·., .. ~.:,· ...... ,, ... ,#··,: . .;,,,'/,>,, 

Frt 
Fit Proteofea1.T . . 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Ftf PerQ'itle~.r < · 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
p~ak=bf'~rJ~§t()G ef-lr= · 
.A.di:flow (vph) 
RTOH RedµcllolHvi>h) > .. •. 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

+- t 

1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 
. ·jof9s: ., ·1:1-0~J.~;2r~~i~~;fr~·:~:~§L:'::"1:~~~j;~;.1°.:0Q•.: · ,. · 9:9sx1 • ·• 1.~tf :::; .~~;:.: ; .. ·.·.· ..•.•. ,::;,;1::::1~>0'Y'.:l;11l 

1671 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1727 1455 
.·,:01951 :,·:.1;~1z;:.:::5J991J1f~~.~i:t.;jf~!~,titil'.fl~QQfh~l~iAZ·:i:l.'.QQI••:1::ilt:1\ '•• .. )i·:':i'.'(~i 1Q;c~it~:''.i::1~~ 
1671 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1727 1455 

Lane Group Flow (vph) 257 626 1 31 
H~avy Vehic:iesl°b}; i . . :;;:Jf%"'.;~:·::2 '.5:o/«: ... t 26%;' J:. J 1o/cr::;:: 
Turn Type Prot NA 
pf9fer;:t~~. R:hi:tef ~;1

:~: i'·. :· .. : ... EF1~~;,~f£. 1~;Z}? .. · ·• ·· .. 
Permitted Phases 

~~1u,~te1t~~~~t~lijf ••·•· 
Effective Green, g (s) 15.4 34.6 34.6 1.8 21.5 21.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 14.3 14.3 
~auaf~d~1g:RW~. ··.· ·· ··ro~.1a; ::o,41:::1'.~r•,tiro1og;·::::o:2s? ·0;2?· Jt9~. :;:.:9.,9~ •... ff:q;~~z:",\~.{·:':,;:'Tf;oar;·.·:.·0:11, 
Clearance Time (s) 7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 8.0 
V~h,cle Ekforisron:rsr .. .•.. ·····.; .• , :~~·;o;z:.·.~·· :;8l'~r··:2;$';·~~,. ;~a;,2,1:~;,Z:.:•~t~llt ;. s:~;: 1,.:;,1p;}~~: ••.• 0.2: .1 •;;;·;~~ • : r; 7 I7rt: ~,Z:,::: 1

: /0~~ 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 303 1404 523 67 872 383 92 101 104 291 245 
vt;§:,~auoJifot; .. t\'Z;,;1f·. :::x:· z.ti1~t~~•11:1:,· 
v/s Ratio Perm 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

Sum of lost time (s) 28.5 
::.;:C'/I{~J~.~~.',·212,~;~;:: l~lktevel pf s.ef:\lfett./:,·~•···:>i~Aw!IW£i•~1/') avit~P .. •i •: 

15 

ExJ1 2017 AM Peak Hour 
Page 1 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t 

Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 
fit Pr()tegt~f ., • 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1787 1583 
g11}~~rltl1tt@x:.· &'.:)i:N::; ic:~;i~,::i:;,;ol95'.• ·······:·t:oo.sJJi?1[91JJ))jie5·:·{•.:•:,1~ijo ·. : ~'.lf~OPi\:·•. •. •0:95 Zij:,;jikdO•> ·.··. '· 1.;0A;•~·• (''.'.ff::;;:Ei~~l[~~]ijJ 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1815 1509 
Peak~hour .. factoii}~iiir=i : • s ~ .· +~-O~Z,:tff,%Al?ic ~. 0~92 T+ .··o.9,2;L>;c;ot~,Z., Ii, ~j~ijl;I~ng:af;ir%~Jij~;JpF;],.%1i~;;'()~95 : ;i:9,95 \ . q;ij5 

Flow 124 548 65 141 733 329 123 101 45 260 77 176 

124 548 20 141 733 95 123 101 5 337 38 
, : •• 2%':< .,;c r2l¾;;;,~~%1it~li':J,if% ,::.,:~r~Ea : :i% .•. t,l:i:a#1a:;:. 1r.1%ii+i!¥iB% . .::J11!(2!¾ ;¥~ 

Permitted Phases 2 6 4 3 
Ahtuated Gr~en:;:r~) ..... 
Effective Green, g (s) 
~clli?t~~;,g/:gI~,rfr ;; · 

ro ao 6.o r5 ao Clearance Time (s) 
VehiqliE~~~i6n (s)··. · · · •··•·., ,. ;~'fey;~;;:, ;;11°~~t'\.J~'~Ji8f~;f1&14> 1:fi~~:1;~efe<iW~ft.·, 3;5, ~~',Jrf~~~f;i !·'' Q;~:·.;~1r~~fl;2• ":,7E~::'.''.':. :~:l~!1f:.JQ!4 

175 1096 500 251 1023 462 

Uniform Delay, d1 42.2 27.3 23.3 43.3 30.8 26.0 41.7 41.0 38.8 36.6 30.5 
Rtogres1>lo11 fact~~; ;: ,:f~_ ;:;:;;: rjlilDl/5li&i2i~i!l,Q>< (\f -~trY>:: .·••.ttJtl''. ,· i.oQ,'1;:;,<:'.'.1!'1°: ~'<i,'li;QQ ~t~ir!i!~o:• 'I ( 1 :r,:1

(' :,J; ::!··\ 4;~ lQ!11ki1 f ·1:og 
Incremental d2 10.2 0.4 0.0 1.7 2.5 0.3 8.2 1.4 0.0 16.9 0.1 

Level of Service D C C D _.c C D D D D 
~ppro~c;fi D_~t,~yJf!L , 
Approach LOS C C D D 

HCM 2000 Control Delay 36.1 HCM 2000 Level of Service D 
HC::M.2O00::Vofume to'Ca~~citY ;fatio~tl~i;z;;~,P:;(:2t ,g,1.6;,d;:•• ;:{;f;t::.vi~.'±'f;'$~·• •,:1_ ·• ·,··£:, :,LdJ!,~ms .. : .. '.: .. ,..;;:C,;!';,>M$llW%0c.,L;,;., .. ,:~xfiioil.:Si::it: ..... x:.,,<.: , .. ,,:,.J:,/).:.·.;5;,..:,;.; 

Actuated Cycle Length (s) -~- 96.8 Sum of lost time (s) 28.5 
!nl~rs,ecfrofl';£iage¢ity Utilization 1

, •·•: ~ •,:;';J.::'.t>l;Pi,:e.J;1;J~:l;i1s:;•f: ''1Ct:Ut"t.ilii§etv.lce,'~;.;1c;~~:1 
\ : •. :,;~ • £i</f77':'t1:v ,:,f,f[::4~ < l,:-'z;;s,·<itzy 

Period 15 

Oakland Farm Apartments ExJ2 2017 PM Peak Hour 
Page 1 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

Lane Configurations "'I tt (' "'i"'i tt (' "'I 4' (I 4' (I 
!traffic>;J~l~rrfeJvph). '.,i~~~·!:~i; ;J'.§ij£~.i~i'~~~J!F ;F3'~~-!f-~~:,;~:e11iF:!t~i~~::'.;;i):1;~§JZ~~;~J4~F~J~;~3::; i'.[~r ~1•·Z: .· · 14~ 
Future Volume (vph) 239 581 32 37 307 160 36 50 47 203 21 145 
i,~~,.~0w,,~iOOl)}'f';·r:;~:~) , ::1ooj,·,:2;~Ji~JJJ?1~frjij9J!~~E!~Pi!~l~ii~!~t£::::11m:~;::1~f~~=i1~~~:'.:i~~Q.:: ·.·.1eon 
Total Lost time (s) 7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 8.0 
L;~]t~;!;J,p~.'f:l#Of';·.,·• i. ,,. >f•.!'O.XK,i,,·i• 

Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 
1=1tlifr>te~tet1 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1671 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1723 1455 
B~J:>~rmi'1~tj· ·. 1r+1~1,,.~~:·;L .·; Qi~S.i/:.·1;:oeir;!.;'~€f.V11~~rN8,r~IIIIU[QQ:;l0v:.~ll~.?1,\o@;:>):<::0t!l~IINNJ;'.1:: ,,, •·,·;;«9~·· •.. ·.·· 1:!,00 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1671 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1723 1455 
IR~~~~RQ!Jr factorr~~ft,;';,iS1:fC, · .. ·• 'Et92:'::.'.'. .·o:~2.Ji;,,; ft.S~f~~2,· ;: :o:~g:~/;~0;'92•''.'.,'.;',io,92·.··' . ···p4~~1,a~2'.'1,fsC:tf~94· . Ai0;92/ ,:. ·.P,9~ 

Flow 260 632 35 40 334 174 39 54 51 221 23 158 

Lane Group Flow (vph) 260 632 14 40 334 42 39 54 3 0 244 27 
H~~ivy Vehicles,{,$];~;~: '' · · · ':;$~;. :: s~:~~;;;J~*'?lflll~'.:~j;X);(~it,C~t%::;~~;~-: •· \~:~t:!'i~:::Iifli\fifj;:,4%• 2,0% •~ ... ·1·to/Ji 
Turn Perm Prot Perm Perm NA 

v/s Ratio Perm 

Uniform Delay, d1 
J;>rl)(::JresstoifFa~tbr · · · . ·.; . 
Incremental Delay, d2 
D,~i~i•(~I: "L . : ..... 
Level of Service 

Approach LOS 

2 6 4 3 

18.3 0.3 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.2 1.0 1.8 0.0 16.6 0.1 

C C D D 

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 83.7 Sum of lost time (s) 28.5 
int~rseetitio:6~pa,~ttybtffizat19n· •. ··::·•f'i&11, :·2: A>2:~%0:::JO:r,1GJ;!1~~k~lpf:~:1:.~/·,:,J;i••t!)§,;:;1·~;· fit~;:··· ,•, ::•·¥:l /'.i:::>: •;:<;•.;;i 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
P ·•- ·· crit1bailane:@f oµ·p ·• :·:; ; . ·.;;;r·:f2'~f4l'tt,';ri;~J, L.,.,i, 12P.J.'o'"''"r,.?'."JI11:i',!.1:Z'J'::,;;r:r,}:se :,,JJJ1ff}EJ!'.:~,:~:!~i:~!f~::~:1~ 1,:11::J,.i:',::: 

Oakland Farm Apartments ExJ3 2025 Background AM Peak Hour 
Page 1 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t + 
Lane Configurations '{' 
traffi0:Vi?!l/fu~::tii>6t\ · · · 1s~ 
Future Volume (vph) 123 544 86 164 729 327 132 107 58 267 95 180 
(dt)al'fl9¥/;(Vp~pl~:,::~.:. ,·: :;1.:·•··.,·.:~t,;;~~r-·w;1Ef,n01:;j:01~-;!1flfif P¥;l;$$flf~)f.,;.lf$!fE!IOOi$;~SQ0,,·:•1··Jj§Q·· .. ::>.1eqq 
Total Lost time (s) 7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 7.0 
t~~~:i!fl~ll=aefCir ·. .. I .• }.21

,: .' 1:00/ I... (),9&.;~;;r~t00~5fe&,!@;97':jc''> ·~~~~::'t?: tQ0 •·.·;,, .. ;;J);,~fuh I ;();~&\ 1!0t~l(t~o ;; +,;6:rfe/§1;;,/(t;{fb~iiizL{.1oq 
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 --=-~· 1.00 0.85 
i;ip~ro~~~t~ • 7:~t~~~~' Q.$~. '.; ·1 ,oo:;~;f1,4q:·;~1~;~5 . ·::t:~ltE:~:'.Eoo , ~. tlt9~;>,:w1,,oo:·;··;wt·~g .·.·., ·, :;;;;71ii;;/.1f@;~{f;ffff;':f.f!~ 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 1509 
RltP~rajijteq . I.· ,?r'P#cr:p. (7~;,:~;j:~ ~.;b~:~~+Y~2f#;.QJ)i:,!'.~::;r¥J!;JilJ;~§;.:<,:t;Qg,:'{,';.;;y14m; 1::·e I);~~ ic;0st1t;OQ. 1

1 .. ' : • 1:ID:::, ;·; .··•;;;;;;fjl"i~JtltWr\J14 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 1509 
Peak~hour factoct:JhRj=·•i::c·;·:;·,,.·:7;Q;$2*;c01;tij?§~?:":;ij;9z::Jr:;J~;~f .· ";·;···o:§~'.·;·:;~zft~z··::····0,§2:;;;;;:o/m~?···· ::!.oI~f:•·.:::,~&:B~710,;,~p~~6::;J\::»!«~ 
Adj. Flow (vph) 134 591 93 178 792 355 143 116 64 281 100 189 
RTQR Redo¢tior({vph}:•·.······ ;'.''; ~;:~'"'fft1¾;f£;'~·· ;::,;;:•ij.foi:,R,;:'.:jicy~; ,~.;,Jf }/ilDJ;i;::,J( ·.··--~ ..... ,;,.,,, ,~;;l1K:· ... ~~~.:,,1:\:/?'?Cf:CI'..::! 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 134 591 29 178 792 113 143 116 7 0 381 
i-leavyVehibies:'fo/~f.. :7 ?"'.*!o/,J:'::r·:iz~~ · :0?/ii', :i•''~foi:]··,,·, .. ,::2%''::,'.~ifll1~·~:·:,'71% .. ~T;:;Ib/4•'·;~: 'Wl~iil : 1%'•'J),W/4 ....... :; ....... .,, ••. :--.'7=% 
Turn Type Prot NA Prot NA NA NA 
Protected Pii&ses\ ... 
Permitted Phases 
t\ctuat~ij;G'rii~:;~'(s).' 
Effective Green, g (s) 
~oliiiiteif~tgja~o,·· ·· 
Clearance Time (s) 

2 6 

7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 

4 4 

7.0 7.0 8.0 7.0 
Vehia~ .. s){fe,flsfon <~f .· ·· n~:o;:r-~-r~: :~·: ;':3~5~;;;:r;i~e:~~;l~~~ui~~;;f~~;z~~;;;~ :;, ,a:-S:'.i(·{~(;; k,~f,< ;: ?:; _ :1r:~~~:s;zf.efii;2:<:·: :~~:-~~K;:itf~;:;·;,~r0~~tr~~~~~¢;2 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 177 1087 496 270 1029 465 186 196 174 412 165 vi~RauoJR~l~ ..... ·.· ............... i .. , .......... , .. "' 

v/s Ratio Perm 0.02 0.07 0.00 0.01 

Uniform Delay, d1 45.0 29.6 25.1 46.0 33.3 27.8 44.5 43.6 40.9 38.9 41.3 
~~i§fe~.~!9tff:~qt1:t"c•:·:I§¼Jti:'.fI1lq2:,'-,: .. tP9r:tf[~~;QQ;:'~;;J~~{;~'1(;Qq;;;:'..:1~~i!iLil'.1-99'..:;!/'.:fij9{:,.0,.~lff;~~Z:.1"11J!r~!:'.l!~I 
Incremental d2 15.0 0.6 0.1 4.4 3.6 0.3 15.7 3.2 0.0 26.0 0.1 

Approach LOS C D 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

E D 

D E 

ExJ4 2025 Background PM Peak Hour 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t + 

Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 

Satd. Flow (prot) 1692 1282 3438 1429 1556 1615 1723 
tlf Permitted .••.. ;::;;:;:;'~·t~t:Sw£;:y1,.:.c0i:95;f(qw1;.1~-"oo .. /, ' .. (Ji95/; J<;1r;i~e/. /,J,00,v;;.:, 0:9S :, h;(&ett .• ; ,y:f;.Qat±<s:f:1:l,;;<:Jf+!JJtS§ 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1692 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1723 
f'eak:h.9.qH'§gtQt~·PHF· .... ·· .. · .. ··· .. •·· ~;O;,~zi:r:@~.•·;; ·, p;9,2:.;,· .. :,0.Jltfl1Mi>;;:~L;!Ja;ttJJiP2;;J1ilJ;;<;l'>:o,-,r;1i,:0,9Ztf•:o:a2>;;:~~ 

Flow 18 275 654 35 40 339 174 39 54 51 221 23 

Lane Group Flow (vph) 293 14 40 339 43 39 54 4 0 244 
He~vy.~ehitile~:(3/01'.:+ :': + ',vL•~.~:;'.:;,},t;;£%Af1;,, j~~~t;;;i~% ·.' · ... < l1%,{:•11r,J>i500 / •. '.•:i~·h;s;(.'.2()%! ... ?}~,:~?Jn• i i :{/4I0'6tf~. ·. ~;.;,JiJtlf;~-
T urn Prot Prot NA Perm Prot NA Perm NA Perm NA 

v/s Ratio Perm 0.01 0.03 0.00 

Level of Service 

Actuated Cycle Length (s) . 84.2 Sum of lost time (s) 28.5 
lrt!ersecti9n·Ca,~a9ify.Utiliz~ti<>rE';T:T~::r;;•1·l'.;!~;~,o/d~:r:· .;;:g~~~-~~i¥1w=•=l·' .. ·.:~~ici1ftdz!~•.}~'.=•s:··· ... • ..... ,:J'.L: 

p~~ -~-=~~~- 15 

Oakland Farm Apartments ExJ5 2025 Total AM Peak Hour 
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Lana¢onfigurations 
Traffic.V'olume,fvpl}) 
Future Volume (vph) 
l~~~[Fi9W: (yphpl)' .· ··•· .. ········ 
Total Lost time 

Lane Group Flow (vph) 
HeavyVehldes·(o/~J'~· .. ···· 
Turn Type 
ProtectedR6ases . , ···· :,, ". ,.··, "';,·.,.-~,;c:, ;'" /{ ~,~; .;,, ,,, , ,".:, ,, 

Permitted Phases 

Perm 

3 

Effective Green, g (s) 14.4 
~~ttl~t~d~~l§:~~~ : .•.• ,, 

0 0 
fW , (t1~7 • 

Clearance Time (s) 8.0 
w~ijfg{e'zli~iisi~ ($;)fr'· ;,;.~,l;.k,• ..•. o.~ ... ': ( ·. ·. 

v/s Ratio Perm 

Uniform Delay, d1 
Progre~si911pa,9l~[~, 
Incremental d2 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

0.02 

29.5 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

ExJ5 2025 Total AM Peak Hour 
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......... 

Frt 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

+- t + 

lj!pidt~ote.<f::·:.i ~.·,.. .·•' ,•,:~0It.:··· ?•.I!Jf:':Q~9i!A2;Sit~Jllia§illR1n!!':f(Giit,:~leo:sfl{fJl;'.;~;g1ifiii1ji:~111a,1~0(f?~/-;,~~j;i:·;'''P1 ·/!.~:~~ 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 
~tt:.gefunirt~c(;, ~;z~:t;sft·::~~0"~f·:l~:~;;·;:~;.;iqi9afJf;t~f®'.ffi~i~oo:,;;7!0:~~~~J~:~~oo~:-:t'fit.llJ'.;~'~:Q;~Si~f!~ioJ~Wl!0ffifJ:,;;,ri~~0~tf~ 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 
eeak~11ii\if.taGtBr1.PHE ... ·; .· · ..•.. :._·:;:o:~zr:.~,:~ij;~zr•n·•ttij2',.~]i.9'~~JWAa:,:~••e#tI92;:ll~:?tTi?:Oi-~' ·.-:0;91;~vv1o~wJ1fff dirffl 
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 142 604 93 178 817 355 143 116 64 281 100 
8-ltP~-R~!:tvc~o9;I~i-:;-·::,1· P:,c;: ,;: ···: Pi•---~:,-. /.7.,itl&i,--c:, ir:;1!lr8::;>, ,ZFim:f~<Y1illq1 ,,:dy:1:'i2-P · ;, .. · .. ··: Q 
LaneGroupFlow(vph) 0 153 604 30 178 817 122 143 116 7 0 381 
Heavy Vet:ik;les:~~)'.:,;; . 7,i,;,: '., .'I;1:!~Thr,:::'h:~o/~; ·fi, ~'-~Ari;h,;,,,;;:;.;Qefo:; • •. · · · >,?1M;,· :''.., ;;:2~°' • ,; .: '.1% ;,; . /1% ;:.; e.1;1PAJ ·:1• • .::::,;1a%~i¥ ' f;,f P/4,;;"7z,;~1tO~ 
Turn Type Prat Prat NA Perm Prot NA Perm NA Perm NA 
F>r9teetea-zlil~ases 

v/s Ratio Perm 0.02 0.08 

HCM 2000 Control Delay 42.5 HCM 2000 Level of Service 
fft.:M ~900 \!qi~~f6, P~P?9ffyfijft~f'jiili~i];··· ;.,::,;;:-·;· ··;·,·,:-;.;-,;;,:,77;"''""··,·;;,..,,.,.,I· 
Actuated 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

0.00 

D 

ExJ6 2025 Total PM Peak Hour 
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Future Volume (vph) 
raeiil=1ow <iPhlilf ·· · 
Total Lost time 

Frt 

Lane Group Flow (vph) 
HeaWWnlcf~~(o/~) / 
Turn 

Permitted Phases 

Effective Green, g (s) 
~<it~~ti4:§Rf~a,ij6 7 .. 
Clearance Time (s) 
vehicte;exren§fon····(sY 

Uniform Delay, d1 
Pr~gr~~sion Fa,etdr \\ > 
Incremental d2 

Level of Service 
Appro<1c~·o~i~y(~) •··.·· · 
Approach LOS 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

195 

0.85 

3 

23.3 

33.0 

C 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 
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l:ICM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t + 

Satd. Flow (prot) 1692 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1723 
ff[P~iruii(~g:::~::~f~·; :0,'.95' :1,~o·::•.· t, •· 1,0J).•.: .: : :Q,P)~s 'J·;.'.;;Jtfl'o:x·. ; 1.,QQ. ;~f:~;~.~1 : •· .. :~,~J;t ;:·.tJQ~,,;,;·~'·~ : ;;i:ir:.e~~ 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1692 3438 1282 3155 3438 1509 1429 1556 1615 1723 
Pe:~k~nguJ<t~'.ctd~ .. ;PffiF :: . :;·~ : ::;p.ij:r:; Qi~ii •. _ "9'.~? .T b+9~2;:::,ot~2i' ~ : . ij9,•iiiJf9~~,TilM$>~ .· ·co,fjj~J·pJi;Ti? b.92:~z;i, &:9i 

Flow 18 275 654 35 -40 339 174 39 54 51 221 23 

0 293 654 14 40 339 42 39 54 3 
•· 1~·: 1.£"~~/4.ti;~J: .. ~e%·r 2,r4j!f,f:117~. ;;p~~;;;H~~hl~i.;·•i:io:roi;j;t~J!!i~Jo :.:!•iY'1i1:· ,· 

Permitted Phases 2 6 4 
~lti~t~~·;Gre~g~~~~l?i,:;;111,2a": >.·· 
Effective Green, g (s) 17.9 36.3 36.3 2.6 21.5 .5 5.8 5.8 5.8 
t-g1~~ted g1q Rii(i§0J;' ; : : , ·L > · ;(!Qj2g;· ;, .10:Jtf.;;,.;r :•»;f1•: <'.'; · 0,0$L . •:.:.L9-~~· ".:'~!$)%µ,::)o:11L?t;;i~9~Pf :"·~qi:' 

7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 Clearance Time (s) 
Veii1c1e exten§i3fi~tsf : :~~',{i~::T~;;;~;p0~tJ:A~:t :v~-,z;,~~~$~¼ ?:t,~:~f~ar~ {'."· ~:~:; :::o:~2.,, :. ;~;,5n1:~~)~YFs:;~·-'.~~rf~~s;-~;1i>~:~--a~r~t!:~\·: ~o~~.~·?~~~ ~~· 

Uniform Delay, d1 
F(9gi~§~I<in·;f.~2f2t: 
Incremental Delay, d2 
Pet~y>($), :'.:'.}', ... 
Level of Service D B B 
~ppi-q~<;ff Qe1ay1ij) · 
Approach LOS C 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

D C C D 

C 

D D D 

D D 

ExJ7 2025 Total AM Peak Hour 
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Lane¢onfigurations 
'r:rafficVolUm~.(y~tt}·· .. 
Future Volume (vph) 
IdealFt9w{vJi~pif .. 
Total Lost time (s) 
Laneutil:.faptdF:/; .. 
Frt 
~1~wr9ieptetf ····· 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
Flt 'Permitted . 
Satd. Flow (perm) 
e~~{ijpµrli~tgr,J:HF,; 

Flow 

Lane Gmup Flow (vph) 
1-1eavy\le1ii1e1ess(%)·' . 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases ,:;• 
(, ,;,, .. ,<"< ;•,w- ;,.,,• ,~;;, 

149 

0.85 

1455 
,.1,:0~, <1,;•1:ai. 
1455 

28 

Perm 

Permitted Phases 3 
Actuated (,r~en,~,~ (sf • i ... ,.:t~t2i~''}•z~t,~';; ,'.'. ..•. ·. 
Effective 

v/s Ratio Perm 0.02 

Level of Service C 
ARPr<ia.cb: oeiai,~f, ............................... . 
Approach LOS 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

·:::,~;;;;fjifi¥P,1tP'<,~ · '. 
,-.~:'(;"·.'.;;,: :< '; 

, .. ,. ·--. T-7>';,\,}'/""~" 
-- ·/i/i:·., ,,''' 

ExJ7 2025 Total AM Peak Hour 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t \. 

Lane Configurations . . .. .. . .. . .. .. . ... . ... Jt ++ f 'f'L tt J' . , . . 4 . . 'f' . ··.·. . . 4 
Traffic Volum~{Yt~r,t~t:,:\x0· 'X:f~Q3111

,
1

(

1 55GJ}l,'.''.;~~;~t1~.;,:]i~;<,~~7"]t:&t~ii\\;1::J~s,.'{1
] 5if'.:.··~;:267;·;; A ••• ·:~§ 

Future Volume (vph) 10 131 556 86 164 752 327 132 107 58 267 95 
'1··d· ~al i=fow{·vonh·1">:· :.:: .. ;, •• :,·: . · 1~~im0i.~*:1~.oo.: T' "1§00 1

·• ,; : ··1s0f;i,1,j1!{5t"t0oa1.g:~:::1~:1": •'kyi'.iml\\'{~1
:'; 1'ein:iWY;;;t§.001::]il900':: :i1sdtf •:1~•1900 

; • .,·,'. ; .. ;¥ .• , : WY m v,t':,,,3f)L,_),'., , ',_,,, , ' i'., )>:.i"o~~!:t,::.;-2.·::.~ ...... -~~ ',A',,,,_. ~ ,:,.}.,;.,, '.'.>w..i,o-ia-M.< ;:~m,_,:)\_,..',q;v,_,~f;L,'';.,': J? -0-9~¼"~-:~L: ,.h~1t!$ilHtt-.:.v ,:.;,A-<i;,48:W&JE,_,;·:,,..,,_,~ '" ,%/ :;_.~...:,-...(,~_1_..:...:0-,..;,,s,,:,w,..,.,;,,,.:'..,;,_ A . "J 

Total Lost time (s) 7.0 6.0 6.0 7.5 6.0 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 

~~ne Otti.Facior, ~: ; ..... · ,.,':;~1.t<'.:: . . . .. 1,~:~~,:~t~:n~~;1~~~ :::·~:~~· ?'1!\r~~~;=·! '.f ~~;11,,Tuc~~~~· ,'~'.r~~!r7;:''la::lk~L1 T'~;:2jx~;~~ 
,1tfr9!~~L:~ .... · .. ·.·. ··.,····.·::•·····:;~::.~.i:~~:::::];,<Icr,··.: ]:®•~~~~iPl::Z~lm~a1~~1~·:~:1t~ii~~Dl®;:~~(~~9~::~FF.~:.i:;~: .. :.·~~o:;~~ 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 
Rl~i;l.erm1~en,;; :;/ .·... .. .· .· .. ······· .; . . . . ... . . . .. .:o:9s.j;;;ittil:~00,:'.·i,,;;;.~;{oo··:·::,;;o:,giiJ,;::' {oo,,;J~.~:tiii .· /o:;a~k5{\-o'·;::{\11jo,1:•·.~·] £}:· ·oJ~§ 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 3539 1615 3433 3539 1599 1698 1787 1583 1819 
peak~hour Ja~toi~~ ~Hf ; , .·· • .. · 'I ;0.9.?,: ·; ; ·o\~2·.·,::~:,p:92;:;4 >0~2< < • •0,82 I~ ~:'.\1~:22:; '. I )f92]';;2'.l~,~2; .. 0.Q,~;·;·· : 0.91 <i~i]i.951 ,;:Ptfi9~ 
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 142 604 93 178 817 355 143 116 64 281 100 
f(JQRJ~~~ct,oij]vR6) . 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 
Heavy vefiictes.(%) 
Turn Type 
rw>rotect~~mises •. · •· 

0 153 604 29 t78 817 126 143 116 7 0 
· ... · 2%' • ·2%''. I • ; 2o/o • • • • tf%:y(s'AJo/<i' \: I <~%'~1;:,,.J".19/4.: · .: 11::~t~~;::,i,))1'%•;:if ,2% • 1 ~ \ t% • 1 

• : I cf% 

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 186 1087 496 268 1008 455 182 191 169 421 
y/~J3a~\t{P~p· ...... ., , ....... · .. ,·.· .......... , ... . 
v/s Ratio Perm 0.02 0.00 
~/M~atig · 0;82;:~;t>;,Qj~¾;:f~A11~0tl ·\. Q~66 i: :To;a;1 '· ;. ··. 0:2~:; ;.:, 0;7g:, ,~. ;Ojttt ': · .. 'P:Jlri£!1;~>·;r · ,;i{~~lll 
Uniform Delay, d1 45.4 29.9 25.3 46.4 34.4 28.7 45.0 44.1 41.4 38.6 
~~gf~~skiift'~cf~t: .!;: :";; ,:.:4.izi.;:~L;::==: .. 1.00< : .... 1~00. . ;: ,; 1.00 •. . ; · tort )'.;;:J\~Q .; , tpo., .•• · :;1;00, ·:, ;::1,-po, ' ... •t).{li~i ·.· ... \:':·~1i<~c•• i~n~ 
Incremental Delay, d2 23.4 0.7 0.1 4.7 5.2 0.4 18.3 3.7 0.0 ........ 

11 
•. ,,""··•··m22.0 

l!)elay•($J: l::,;ii. 
Level of Service 
~ppro,a91{p~ii1:J~L · 
Approach LOS 

HCM)5)00 pontrol Delay ... - ... . .... 42.0 HCM 2000 Level of Service D 
HOM '2000 v,1J1me to C9p;:1ciN: ratio. . . .'i1s;,:;;,~i;~J~0;t,l'... ;:.1, ;,.l.. ,\),,,;.: : · · · · •. • .· , F'x'>··J :]? ·:::: .'~.;;~ .. · , . ·· ts;~ : · ·· 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 103.5 Sum of lost time (s) 28.5 
fnt~rsectiop ·c,apadty Utilizalion'. .. :•YT, :<: '.)ti]k 7'2~§% :. : ;

1 

,: • ;JCJ.LL!lUPEtlX~ ; , ; £!k~A ... · ... <~> >· · ,;,'.;C: '<l. '. .)),ii;;: .· .. . ... ""·""'"·'"''·"' 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c.·•G~tifE~Jr;,?p~!3ro4p. ..· .... '.·':·~::aa),1/:::~~I;,; JI';, ?~L ,1·•,.r·.···::.:,,·<•·.·1

• ···':CF.1'·.··.,..·./ .... · .7:}0f:c:.· .. · ... ·5,]a; :··,·•·G·:·.· \:. ; 

Oakland Farm Apartments ExJ8 2025 Total PM Peak Hour 
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Lana¢onfigurations '{' 

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

TrijfMVotume, (v~6}.~,2;~~·I,~iLs~~j&~'.,!,,;,uiE~~::;: ;. .. L:m.\'.mc' :;\'., .. } 7•· 'Cc :,·~·e:·:11l~2:z1~~B~;~r1~:":,.:~;;;~,jj,jf ·:·.1,~~~,.~3i,~~iT ' 
Future Volume (vph) 195 
lg§Jcil FJow.(yphplf'. ' · ·· ' .9<0f;ibi£ \.· ,.c, 
Total Lost time (s) 8.0 
'LaiieUti1}i=acror 

", vvs- ww,w-s-• •--w-•• "" 

Frt 
i=lfProteaecr· 
Satd. Flow (prot) 
i=1f Perrnitt~ ' · 
Satd. Flow (perm) 

Turn Type 

0.85 

Perm 

W ,.•~•;,,•w• ,,,,-·vh">"m""-'-• ,..,...,. ~=~-:"V""%h1/' ·:·,-,,,_,,.,,•,:•:\.,•;s,7-..,;p>.~-y,..•r:,;r•p;;w~os 
<' ~>-~. ~· _·:.< ' __ : :;:'.":·:-~_<i--"<-r<~>,,..·f~;>~( ",;: ···~ .,,.;<,:.~»Ys.;::::.J:t.S&: ,__· "",· ,_, ~,>N·.,":f'<J.!.'i:.L.,, ., 

,•••, ";,;••' ~:, z.,,,_~-,,,•'i·<,,·' ,, ',,,,o __ ,,,•,>,,',,, ' VVCM"'~,.,, S,~'"""'•'VOO,VO ;•.f,<½>:,: o opo"'i.w,~ocW'CC•U•,>•;s, 

./,·.'·>·.Y':_ ~,~;\· ,,,<,\ /.;w'.' , .. ss\,.,.,--.'., ... ·,.:,:.,\/\?~,\2,~,t'l('ss'<,'.ssss"" ½'<,;. ,~,,,',,>:~,~-~~~w ;--__ /,,(~--,<::~:(;:,,~)0>< .. '< ''.,'>,.(>,<~'"(:?00,:j( '\ __ ,,;, f'.7~:~.:;~~;::;~j 

, ,<:'<~ -'"'"\i ,. • "',._N"', •.·<"'' ,,mwN,'"". ,," 

, , , : , j1J}tjJ' ,.) f<-: -, , ~ · :~is1<4,.:~, :,.,, / , 

Pfoiecteff Pfi?ses::,: .. :;: ;;~~ :t+,:,; ,;:"r:,i;s,,: :'.::c: .. . ·'·'"'·'·"'"'"·"'···,i,,.,.i ..... ,o,, ...... , ••••• ,., ••• , •• ··""''"''~~"'-""'··""'"··'·";,;;., ........ e,,~.,,,,, .... 0i..... •.. 

Permitted Phases 
~Qfufaj~dt;r~~nf~J~r·· ' 
Effective Green, g (s) 
~~tua!eg:g/~;l~aJig'. .. ··. ,. 
Clearance Time (s) 
veblcie 'exfe~$foWi(sf .· 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 
v/$)~atlpP~~,t)'C ·,· ·.,·· 
v/s Ratio Perm 
vie Ratio 
Uniform 

Level of 
~ppr2a9t;!Jt~la,iK~) 
Approach LOS 

3 

24.0 

8.0 
.· ' ·· .. /i;Q;2:::;,::;: 

Oakland Farm Apartments ExJ8 2025 Total PM Peak Hour 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.3 

Future Vol, veh/h 771 2 4 429 
Q~rt~!cpng Pflgsftl'9t, ·· ·. Qzct:;t.,o.• .'9,:. :: .. Oi 
Sign Control Free Free Free Free 
RI ¢11~11n~!ifed /\;?F/k/···? ·~~~;· \; '~:TN§n~: ..•.•..................... , .. , .. ::.,.,, ....... :;., ........ + 

Storage Length 
WllJ~.Mf3di~11;[~~9~iJt .@~1:· 
Grade,% 
FI~~t Horir](~q£gL · .. 
Heavy Vehicles, % 
Myn,t:E!o,w: <·";' ;: .... · . 

Follow-up Hdwy 
~j~;G?P4~"an~ll¥~E . 

Stage 1 
i];··· :~!ii@~?s·: 
Platoon blocked,% 
Mi?Y Gatb1XM?ti:~~ver · 
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 

.... st<foiF 
Stage 2 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 

ExK1 2017 AM Peak Hour 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.5 

Grade,% 
P'Ja~wour factaf\:,;;0 ;, .. 
Heavy Vehicles, % 
J®,tT;1tJ=!owD~:d1. 

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 
t!PM,. C911trtjl{2~1~ils} :,i '" ·.: 
HCM Lane LOS 
B'.~M:s§i~1<$ij~:9i'.Yi~)·•·.:· 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 

ExK2 2017 PM Peak Hour 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.2 

Sign Control 
RI;Gh~nij~Iiii[;; 
Storage Length 
M131J.·111.M:e,.cttarr•$t9ragf31:.#, ... 
Grade,% 

Pi~k••H~ur.f:iit<iF: 

Follow-up Hdwy 
P:Qt·~tH1}M~feuyel' ·. 

Stage 1 
{.l?J~~i i::'.:i •.. ·> 

Platoon blocked, % 
1¥12vGt:11?d .M~n~.gyf3L .: ' 
Mov Maneuver 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 

ExK3 2025 Background AM Peak Hour 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.6 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 

ExK4 2025 Background PM Peak Hour 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.3 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.5 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
3: Oakland Farm & Rt. 60 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.7 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
2: Oakland Drive & Rt. 60 
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Int Delay, s/veh 0.2 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

HCM 6th TWSC 
3: Oakland Farm & Rt. 60 

ExK6 2025 Total PM Peak Hour 
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Lane Group Flow 
vie Ratio' 
Control Delay 
Qll~lle t,)~la,y} 
Total Delay 
Qµeiii,[~ji·49iff (~f '.; 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
i11ternai).lnk[)isi~lilt· , 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
Bas~'ca. acif>(v nv.: ,, '. ,,,,J;t,, ,y .. .R l 

Starvation Cap Reductn 
~i)11lbil9tQa~:R$~~9t,O . 
Storage Reductn 

~ ygltime~~~eeef~~~j~ij~~il:f~ue''~V:~e,_,. 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

ExL 1 2017 AM Peak Hour 
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Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

Exl2 2017 PM Peak Hour 
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ff1'.~$!YA@ercenu.1~<. 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 
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--+ t' 

~stifpetceni 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

..l 
I 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 
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Oakland Farm Apartments 

..l 
I 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t + 

Exl5 2025 Total AM Peak Hour 
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Oakland Farm Apartments 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 
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f +l 
I 

I 

Queues 
1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 293 654 35 40 339 174 39 54 51 244 162 
~tc 'Ratio .•. :·;;7.,.· ········ .. '. . . .: .iQ.fil>:: .. ~'.iSUA4i ,:·:,•· o.os· ::', ;,>0;21J1::r:~l!:f©:1'1;:;;~q.~:;;:";;t,(~ ~t·rw ·.o':,.4~~t:1t~0l:7a · ,:~;1~~3-tl: ·:, 
Control Delay 51.6 21.5 0.2 48.1 36.~ 2.7 48.9 50.3 0.8 53.6 3.2 
queue.pe,lay_... . :•·· . ito 'y::· ;,:o.d'a:),··o.~~lz.o.o :r·;•o.p;.······;;.·i~'f)'i:'······~Jltf;?,T~:ro.o· ··•·• ~ '(j:~··r:x·~sF ..... ~··o:o: :w. ;] 
Total Delay 51.6 21.5 0.2 48.1 36.~ 2.7 48.9 50.3 0.8 53.6 3.2 
dq~~!tJe,itgt~·§Affi .. {ftI•.'. •... ······.·:···~·i:t·t~t]1lt:a~ ... ·.•c·.·,•···o.:'.<::•1p:A·11t:1;11:·1~~;:··<•·:,:•;:;i,'~rr.~1;·•···i•:,·;;.•.f~>¥':'.::•·.9::>:::12z·:.•••·,,;~.•.o.;·=;· ....... , .. 1 
Queue Length 95th (ft} 289 242 0 33 17~ 9 66 85 0 252 11 
1htefoai .. (i11~·pist(ttf ·;,'" ·;:····.:·.··%:·~' ':_ ..•. , ···,··:··········,,s::a54.•~:·;:.'.sk:t~:r'i'·:.~::]t· · ····.·:~:1~zu.·:v1:·.,,,.. ,•.· ···:•c ::,:•·015····.·.~····· ~·:1•::••·.···. :qf?··7:;]t':{I;~~:.·1 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 400 10 200 I 200 165 150 200 
~~se~p~qlty,Gvpnj : .. · ·' ·,:,: : 6'to:'T;;1~1%'.·!:::•:82Q" 'f '2oit:,~M~t:;%;:·qa1t~~,:'1}~ss:t:;·•······ · · ··--"'"'·,,v., •. , .•.• •w • 

Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spiilb~ci<,'C~pRedtJQtn .. ·.'. :~·;-·····.,;~I,.7:Qi•ii:: .•• ;:;;inr:.·····.:·,.·.p·.······;····.~T(fJS~·,p;··:~.'';]{Q:,··X::cr;r>Joo~;'l'.::.;··.'fJ,h•'•'), :'·a·.·· 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 b 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~eclucea vk Ratr~iET .· · ~>iil~ ;it':41{::?pis:t~ :~~) \'Q1~(f· .. o.s :: : ::T~~~1.; . 011 ··tcr~zt ·· .. ··· ·•· ·o:1:tr,•.::J>:4a1~i>:::'.9;2~~;:·:: ·· 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

' 

I 
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I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

~ -. 'f ~ --+ I 

I 

Oakland Farm Apartments 

-\... ' 
Queues 

1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond Road 

t I'" ! .,/ 
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Intersection: 1: Croaker Road & Rt. 60/Richmond I Road 

Queuing and Blocking Report 
01/15/2018 

Directions Served L T T R IL L T T R L LT R 
M~~im',)m:Q~.eu&c~,r··•··. ·.·. ,"'i1;:;197t.JL::JQf(i~~ .. :;s.f1~:;.:'. •.• >.·~::'i·2~I!itlJi,'.,:'LJJA,;':C/~::!f::L';;'.::JR~:::.:::J~·-•T~9~·7 ~ ... J~ 
Average Queue (ft) 126 76 75 9 11 28 80 45 43 2 30 9 
~flQ~~.µ~:(ft) .. I ... I. I ' .. I 't. ;::221 j"J15,·:,i2,~I? :>:t2!:~?~ 1;7i~:.:J. :.: -~~J~.:;~i~!L ' 8~: :.::~~9.;.'',".2111?~·: J~]i : . .~2 
Link Distance (ft) 1278 1278 I 1450 1450 618 
1:Jp~~1!~11cm~(~> ·: . .• , .. !~. '":~j~~'.:':::: :?t},t ·.:~ ::Z: .. ,~ri:if~11•. ~.::.::; •• Itl!~~,·:: ·:tt~II~:,:,:i:~~t:r:: .. Y'' "t·· .• r.·i . ·:;:' : 
Queuing Penalty (veh) I 

Stt)rage;eiW~of~YID ·. ·.:';:. ··.7,•::rw~~Z:;f·~·:]i';: .:;·· ;':~r;i;~Jo"<':"';·;~¥;,;f'.":,;~:·1::·]:f;:f:F~;;~:2a&,r~';1:.15~~::: :·•::,:D~.: }SG 
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Attachment 7. Richmond Road at the Croaker Road/Pricket Road Intersection 

 2025 No Buildout 2025 Buildout 

(comparison with 2025 

No Buildout) 

2025 Buildout, with 

Optimized Signal Timing 

Adjustment (comparison 

with 2025 No Buildout) 

A.M. Peak 

Hour 

P.M. Peak 

Hour 

A.M. Peak 

Hour 

P.M. Peak 

Hour 
A.M. Peak 

Hour 

P.M. Peak 

Hour 

Overall Intersection C D C D C  D 

Eastbound Left D E E (worse) E D E 

Eastbound Through B C B C B C 

Eastbound Right B C B C B C 

Westbound Left D D D D D D 

Westbound Through C D C D C D 

Westbound Right C C C C C C 

Northbound Left D E D E D E 

Northbound 

Left/Through 

D D D D D D 

Northbound Right D D D D D D 

Southbound 

Left/Through 

D E D E D E 

Southbound Right C D C C (better) C C (better) 
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JCC TAX ID NOS: # 2310100002 

CONSIDERATION: $1.00 

 

 

THIS DEED IS EXEMPT FROM TAXATION UNDER VIRGINIA CODE 

§§ 58.1-811 (A)(3) 

 

 EASEMENT AGREEMENT 

 

  THIS EASEMENT AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this _____ day of January, 

2018, by and between LISA JOY P. MARSTON, Trustee of the LISA JOY P. MARSTON 

REVOCABLE TRUST DATED September 13, 2010 (the “Grantor”) and the COUNTY OF 

JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA, a political subdivision of the Commonwealth of Virginia, (the 

“County” or the “Grantee” and, together with the Grantor, the “Parties”). 

  

W I T N E S S E T H : 

  

WHEREAS, Grantor is the owner in fee simple of a parcel of property located at 7581 

Richmond Road in James City County, Virginia and further identified as James City County Real 

Estate Tax Parcel Number 2310100002 as more particularly described in Exhibit A attached 

hereto (the “Property”);  

 

WHEREAS, the Grantor desires to ensure that development of the Property, under certain 

conditions, be limited to affordable housing and accessory uses as more particularly described 

herein and have the Property be subject to the terms, limitations, and obligations of this Agreement; 

 

WHEREAS, Grantor desires density bonuses for development of the Property, which must 

be secured by a document approved by the county attorney. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the recitals and the mutual benefits, the 

covenants and terms herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt 

of which is hereby acknowledged, the Grantor hereby grants, conveys, covenants, and agrees as 

follows: 

 

1. GRANT AND CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT.  The Grantor hereby grants and conveys 

to the Grantee a perpetual easement, in gross, (the “Easement”) prohibiting development of the 

property for any use more intense than would be permitted under the County’s General 

Agricultural, A-1, zoning district, unless: 

 

(a)  Such development is in accordance with the Virginia Housing and Development 

Authority’s Low Income Housing Tax Credit Program, or a comparable or successor governmental 

program, or such other affordable housing regime as the County’s Director of Planning may 

approve (the “Use”); 
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(b) The buildings constructed on the Property are designed and constructed 

substantially consistent, subject to only minor changes, with the architectural elevations entitled 

“Proposed Oakland Pointe Apartments”, dated October 18, 2017, prepared by Parks-Player 

Architecture & Planning, LLC, a copy of which is on file with the County’s Director of Planning. 

Prior to site plan approval for the Use, final building elevations for the Use shall be submitted to 

the County’s Director of Planning for review and approval for consistency with this Section 1(b); 

 

(c) The owner of the Property achieves EarthCraft/Viridiant gold certification, or 

equivalent certification as determined by the County’s Director of Planning for all buildings to be 

constructed on the Property, as shown on the master plan titled “Master Plan for Oakland Pointe,” 

prepared by AES Consulting Engineers and dated October 25, 2017 (the “Master Plan”), a copy 

of which is on file with the County’s Director of Planning.  Proof of EarthCraft/Viridiant gold 

certification, or equivalent certification, shall be provided to the County’s Director of Planning 

within one month of issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the Use or such other time as is 

agreed to in writing in advance by the County’s Director of Planning; 

 

(d) The owner of the Property develops water conservation standards to be submitted 

to and approved by the James City Service Authority prior to final site plan approval, and 

subsequently enforces these standards. The standards shall address such water conservation 

measures as limitations on the installation and use of approved landscaping design and materials 

to promote water conservation and minimize the use of public water resources; 

  

(e)  Any offsite traffic improvements specified in a final Traffic Impact Study for the 

Use, approved by the County’s Director of Planning and the Virginia Department of 

Transportation, are installed or, in the discretion of the County’s Director of Planning, guaranteed 

in accordance with Section 19-74 of the James City County Code, prior to issuance of a Certificate 

of Occupancy for the Use.  A copy of the final Traffic Impact Study shall be on file with the 

County’s Director of Planning;  

 

(f) Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the Use, the owner (i) constructs 

and agrees to maintain in good order and repair a five foot wide concrete sidewalk upon that certain 

property located adjacent to the Property and commonly known as 7575 Richmond Road in James 

City County, Virginia and further identified as James City County Real Estate Tax Parcel Number 

2321100001B (the “Adjacent Parcel”) as shown generally on the Master Plan, and (ii) obtains an 

easement from the owner of the Adjacent Parcel for pedestrian travel over and upon such sidewalk; 

and 

(g) The owner of the Property works with an agent of the Virginia Cooperative 

Extension Office (“VCEO”) or, if a VCEO agent is unavailable, a soil scientist licensed in the 

Commonwealth of Virginia or other qualified professional approved by the County’s Director of 

Planning, to conduct soil tests and to develop, based upon the results of the soil tests, a customized 

nutrient management plan (“Nutrient Management Plan”) for all turf areas of the Property.  The 

Nutrient Management Plan shall be submitted to the County Stormwater and Resource Protection 

Director for review and approval prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the Use.  

Upon approval, the owner of the Property shall be responsible for ensuring that any nutrients 

applied to the turf areas on the Property be applied in accordance with the applicable Nutrient 

Management Plan or any updates or amendments thereto as may be approved by the County 
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Stormwater and Resource Protection Director.   

 

 

2. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

 

(a) No public right-of-access to Property.  This Agreement 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. 

   

 (b) Continuation.  The covenants, terms, conditions, servitudes, and restrictions of this 

Agreement shall apply to the Property as a whole, and shall run with the land perpetually and be 

binding upon the parties, their successors, assigns, personal representatives, and heirs, and be 

considered a servitude running with the land in perpetuity; provided, however, notwithstanding 

any provision of this Agreement and any current or subsequent zoning classification of the 

Property, if, upon the last day of the sixth (6) month following the date of this Agreement, the 

Property may only be developed in accordance with density limitations and restrictions at least as 

restricted as the criteria and restrictions applicable to the James City County Zoning Ordinance A-

1 zoning classification then in effect, upon written request of the Grantor, the Grantee shall initiate 

the process necessary to terminate the Easement. A document evidencing said termination shall be 

recorded in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court for the City of Williamsburg and the County of 

James City, Virginia.  

 

 (c) Action at law inadequate remedy.  The Parties agree that monetary damages would 

not be an adequate remedy for the breach of any terms, conditions and restrictions herein 

contained, and therefore, in the event that the Grantor, their successors or assigns, violate or breach 

any of the terms, conditions and restrictions herein contained, the Grantee, in addition to all other 

remedies available at law and in equity, may institute a suit, and shall be entitled to enjoin, by ex 

parte temporary injunction and/or permanent injunction, such violation. 

  

 (d) Failure to enforce does not waive right to enforce.  The failure of the Grantee to 

enforce any right, provision, covenant, restriction, term or condition of this Agreement shall not 

constitute a waiver of the right of the Grantee to enforce such right, provision, covenant, restriction, 

term or condition in the future.  All rights, remedies and privileges granted to the Grantee pursuant 

to any term, provision, covenant, restriction, or condition of this Agreement shall be deemed to be 

cumulative and the exercise of any one or more thereof shall not be deemed to constitute an 

election of remedies, nor shall it preclude the Grantee from exercising such other privileges as may 

be granted by this Agreement, or at law or in equity. Furthermore, the Grantor hereby waives any 

defense of laches, estoppel, or prescription. 

 

 (e) No right of enforcement by the public.  This Agreement does not create, and shall 

not be construed to create, any right of any member of the public exclusive of the County itself to 

maintain a suit for any damages against the Grantor for any violation of this Agreement. 

 

 (f) Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is determined to be invalid by a 

court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby.   
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 (g) Recordation.  Upon execution by the Parties, this Agreement shall be recorded with 

the record of land titles in the Clerk’s Office of the Circuit Court for the City of Williamsburg and 

the County of James City, Virginia.  

 

 (h) Authority to convey easement.  The Grantor covenants that it is vested with good 

title to the Property and enter into this Agreement. 

 

 (i) No Assignment.  Neither Grantee nor its successors may assign or transfer the 

Easement established and conveyed hereby.  

   

 (j) Controlling law.  The interpretation and performance of this Agreement shall be 

governed by the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia. 

     

 (k) Entire agreement.  This instrument sets forth the entire agreement of the Parties 

with respect to this Agreement and supersedes all prior discussions, negotiations, understandings, 

or agreements relating to this Agreement, all of which are merged herein.  

  

(l) Amendments.  This Agreement may be amended only with the written consent of 

the Grantee and the then owner of the Property, and such amendment shall be duly recorded. Any 

amendment shall be at the sole discretion of the Grantee.  

 

(Remainder of page left blank.  Signature pages to follow) 
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[Signature Page to Easement Agreement] 

 

WITNESS the following signature and seal:  

 

 

_________________________________________ 

LISA JOY P. MARSTON, Trustee of the  

LISA JOY P. MARSTON REVOCABLE TRUST DATED September 13, 2010 

 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA  

 

City/County of _________________________________, to-wit: 

  

 The foregoing Agreement was signed, sworn to and acknowledged before me this _______ 

day of __________, 2018, by LISA JOY P. MARSTON, Trustee of the LISA JOY P. MARSTON 

REVOCABLE TRUST DATED September 13, 2010, Grantor. 

 

 WITNESS my signature and notarial seal.  

  

 

               ___________________________________________                                                              

    Notary Public  

 

 

Registration #_____________________________ 

 

Expiration Date ___________________________  
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GRANTEE: THE COUNTY OF JAMES CITY, VIRGINIA 

 

Acceptance of this Deed of Easement is approved and, pursuant to a Resolution of the Board of 

Supervisors of James City County, Virginia, duly adopted on the 14th day of July 2015, this 

conveyance is hereby accepted on behalf of Grantee.  

 

 

 

_______________________________ 

By:   

Title: County Administrator 

 

       

       

 

STATE/COMMONWEALTH OF ____________________ 

CITY/COUNTY OF ____________________, to-wit: 

 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ____________, 

2018, by _____________ as County Administrator of James City County, Virginia. 

 

 

     

 __________________________________________ 

        Notary Public 

 

My commission expires:____________ 

Notary Registration No.  ____________ 

 

 

Approved as to form: 

 

 

_________________________ 

COUNTY ATTORNEY  
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16125872v7 

EXHIBIT A 
 

 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

All that certain lot, piece or parcel of land containing 14.54 acres, set out and shown as Parcel 

B of Oakland Farm on a plat entitled “A SURVEY FOR CONVEYANCE TO SOUTHPOINT 

PROPERTIES 326.89 AC +/-, PARCEL A, LYING IN POWHATAN DISTRICT, JAMES 

CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA", dated December 21, 1973, made by L.V. Woodson & 

Associates, Inc. Engineers, Surveyors and Planners, recorded in James City County Plat Book 

32, page 2 on March 28, 1974 and to which plat reference is here made for a more complete 

description. 
 



HEIGHT LIMITATION WAIVER  

 

 The R-5 Zoning District allows structures to be built up to 35 feet in height.  The request is for a 

5-foot height waiver to allow building(s) to be constructed up to 40 feet in height above finished grade.  

 

 Section 24-310(g) of the Zoning Ordinance states that structures in excess of 35 feet may be erected 

only upon the granting of a height limitation waiver by the Board of Supervisors, upon finding that: 

  

1. Structure will not obstruct light from adjacent property; 

Staff finding:  The structures will be located a minimum of 120 feet from any property lines. 

Therefore, staff finds the proposed structures will not obstruct light from adjacent property. 

2. Structure will not impair the enjoyment of historic attractions and areas of significant historic 

interest and surrounding developments; 

Staff finding: Staff did not identify any historic attractions or areas of significant historic interest 

in close proximity to this project.  The closest current surrounding developments are the CrossWalk 

Church and the Village at Candle Station, both of which would be several hundred feet from the 

closest structure and would be visually screened by the Resource Protection Area buffer.  The other 

current surrounding development is the Oakland neighborhood which uses Oakland Drive as its 

entrance.  The proposed structures may be visible from Oakland Drive, but would also be screened 

by the proposed perimeter buffer landscaping.     

3. Structure will not impair property values in the area; 

Staff finding: The Director of Real Estate Assessments reviewed the proposal and determined that 

buildings will not negatively affect the surrounding property values.  

4. Structure is adequately designed and served from the standpoint of safety and the County Fire Chief 

finds the fire safety equipment installed is adequately designed and that the structure is reasonably 

well located in relation to fire stations and equipment, so as to offer adequate protection to life and 

property;  

Staff finding: The Building Safety and Permits Division and the Fire Department have reviewed 

the height waiver request and did not indicate any concerns.  

5. Such structure will not be contrary to the public health, safety and general welfare.  

Staff finding: Staff finds that the proposed buildings will not adversely affect the public health, 

safety or general welfare.  

 

The proposed Height Limitation Waiver conditions are attached to this staff report.  

 



Draft Height Limitation Waiver Conditions 
 

1. Height Limitations: This Height Limitation Waiver (the “Waiver”) shall be valid for a five 
(5) foot waiver to the height limitation requirements set forth in the James City County 
Zoning Ordinance to allow for the erection of buildings up to forty (40) feet above ground 
level (the “Buildings”) on property zoned R-5, Multifamily Residential located at 7581 
Richmond Road, and further identified as James City County Real Estate Tax Map Parcel 
No. 2310100002. The height of the Buildings shall be calculated in accordance with the 
Zoning Ordinance definition for “Building, height of” in effect as of the adoption date of 
the Waiver. 
 

2. Master Plan: The Buildings shall be located as generally shown on the plan prepared by 
AES Consulting Engineers, dated October 25, 2017 and entitled “Master Plan for Oakland 
Pointe A Multi-Family Community.”   
 

3. As-Built Survey: An as-built survey shall be submitted to and approved by the Director of 
Planning for any building exceeding the permitted building height in the zoning district 
prior to final certificate of occupancy.  The intent of this condition is to ensure compliance 
with the Waiver.  

 
4. Severability: The Waiver is not severable. Invalidation of any word, phrase, clause, 

sentence or paragraph shall invalidate the remainder. 
 



Attachment 11: Low Income Housing Tax Credit Program Information 

The low-income housing tax credit was enacted by Congress to encourage new construction and 

rehabilitation of existing rental housing for low-income households and to increase the amount of affordable 

rental housing for households whose income is at or below specified income levels. In establishing the tax 

credit incentive, Congress recognized that a private sector developer may not receive enough rental income 

from a low-income housing project to: 1) cover the costs of developing and operating the project, and 2) 

provide a return to investors sufficient to attract the equity investment needed for development.  More 

specifically, the LIHTC is a dollar-for-dollar reduction in tax liability to the owner of a qualified low-income 

housing development for the acquisition, rehabilitation (“rehab”), or construction of low-income rental 

housing units.  To qualify for tax credits, a development must meet a number of conditions set forth in 

Section 42 of the Internal Revenue Code (IRC). In particular, the development must provide low-income 

housing units that meet certain occupancy and rent requirements. After the state allocates tax credits to 

developers, the developers typically sell the credits to private investors. The private investors use the tax 

credits to offset taxes otherwise owed on their tax returns. The money private investors pay for the credits 

is paid into the projects as equity financing. This equity financing is used to fill the gap between the 

development costs for a project and the nontax credit financing sources, such as mortgages, that could be 

expected to be repaid from rental income.  For a LIHTC project, a minimum of 20% of the units must be 

occupied by households with incomes at or below 50% of the area median gross income (AMGI), as 

adjusted for family size; or a minimum of 40% of the units must be occupied by households, with incomes 

at or below 60% of the AMGI, adjusted for family size. The owner must irrevocably elect to comply with 

either the 20-50 or the 40-60 tests.  The gross rent charged for a low-income unit may not exceed 30% of 

the household’s income. The LIHTC program requires that these rent restrictions remain in place for 30 

years. 

 



Thomas Leinisiger

From: Adrienne <adrienne-gary@cox.net
Sent: Tuesday January 16, 2018 10:26AM
To: Planning
Subject Oakland

Dear JCC Planners:

Last week, I left a message with Jose Ribeiro but I have not heard back from him,

I am not able to attend the public hearing (217/18) about the Onkland apartments and wanted to express my
concerns.
Here are a few of my questions and concems about multiple families living on the property.

1 TraffIc pattern - What will be done about the dangerous intersection on Route 60?

All west bound traffic to access the property would need to do a U turn and cross over Route 60. There is no
turning late and the intersection is dangerous now! More turning traffic would increase the hazards.

2. RoadsIde bike/walk - What will be done to make it safe to walk and bike from the apartment complex to the
CYS and Food Lion?

Near the entrance to Oakland Farni, there is less than 2 feet from the east bound Route 60 lane to a 6 foot drop
off, Despite this, there is a designated bike path through the Croaker intersection. Currently, it is unsafe to walk
or bike along the road due to the fast moving traffic. A number of years ago, I asked the board of supervisors
about making a safe path so that Oakland Estates children and other residents could walk to the store. Nothing
ever happened with that, I assume due to the cost.

3. Number of units - Traffic in the Croaker intersection has significantly Increased in the last few years. How
much more congestion can it tolerate?

There are 2 apartment completes near the intersection, already. More apartments are likely to built on the open
North corners of the intersection.

4. Low income housing - How many low income units are available in the area?

Although no one likes “low income” housing near them, what are the county’s plans for offering a limited
number of affordable units.

5. Energy .. What requirements does new housing have for energy efficiency and green space?

Solar or geothermal should be a part of any new building. Of course, we need to ensure that green space is
preserved not only for residents recreation but also for the environment.

1



Please help me to understand what the county is considering and let me know bow this information will be
usedi

Sincerely,

Adrienne Frank

a



Jose IlbeIro

From: Thomas Leinlnger
Sent: Tuesday, Januaiy 23,2018 456 PM
To Jose Ribeiro
Subject: FW: Oakland Farm Re-zoning

From: Lee Alexander [rnaifta:ialexa11O3@aoJ.com
Sent: Tuesday, January 23 2018 4:00 PM
To; Planning <planning@jamescltycountyva.gov>
Subject Oakland Farm Re-zoning

To whom It may concern on the planning board,

I am a James City County resident, and have lived In Oakland Estates subdMsion behind Oakland Farm for 25+ years. I
am writing to ask that the zoning board votes no to re-zone Oakland Farm. Re-zoning Oakland Farm tram A..1 rural
agriculture to R-5 high density housing has a number of negatives, especially for those who live adjacent to the farm.

The entrance to Oakland Estates on route 60 is already problematic and at times dangerous to drivers primarily entering
the subdivision. Thanks In part to the development of rural land west of Toano, traffic moving east on 60 has increased
substantially over the yearn. Coming into the Oakland subdMslon from 60 west becomes dangerous when those
enteijng have to waft to cross HIghway 60 east due to congestion. it Is becoming Increasingly common for two to three
vehicles waiting to turn Into Oakland subdivision (or conducting a U-turn to get back onto 60 East) to back up onto 60
west. in addition because of the topography and tall grass during the summer months it Is at times difficult to determine
sate crossing of 80 east. Large trucks traveling to and from Luck stone negotiating the hill at the CrokerlHlghway 60
intersection traffic light cause further congestion. How Is this going to work when the Oakland Farm is developed for highdensity housing. Even with an extended turning lane on 60 west, or a separate entrance with yet another traffic light there
will be traffic congestion and problems. Then there are the public buses and school buses that will need to stop to pick up
riders from the new apartments. Traffic will be an issue unless the county does a major renovation of the 60 corridor in
that area.

Another concern is the county infrastructure needed to support this proposed development. Even though the proposed
development lies along the utility corridor, and with proffers from the developer, there will be a substantial long term cost
to the County and its residents. in addition to the road Issues i spoke of, there are school, water, sewage, law
enforcement, and county social services issues. There are Issues concerning further depletion of ground water levels
and storm water runoff. I am sure these Issues are being addressed, but why do we need (or want) to put such a heavydevelopment footprint on this piece of property?

With the urban like environment being created In Norge, (I,e.Croker Station and Candle Station), come urban like
problems. increased drug problems, crime, and other social problems related to urban apartment lMng. This is not fear
mongering or over-dramatizing the Issue. It has been demonstrated over and over again in other areas, and is a real
concern. Building high density apartments on Oakland Farm wili exacerbate the potential for this problem. Once
established, these problems will manifest within the general community. The attractiveness of upper James City County
as a quiet rural community will diminish and become nothing more then a memory.

A few years back James CIty County sponsored a study to ask how the county could maintain its rural character. The
study served to reassure residents that the county was taking steps to see that we were kept safe from the over
development seen elsewhere in tidewater Virginia. If this study was serious, then how does rezoning Oakland Farm to
R-5 support the rural character of James City County. This proposal if approved would go a long way to destroy any rural
character left in the Norge area. Many home owners In Oakland Estates moved here originally to live quietly and raise
their families In an rural setting. Why are we trying to recreate Newport News in James City County? Can we not do
better? My sincere recommendation Is to develop this part of the county in line with what we already have; single family
residential on large lots and small business. To the extent possible, keep the farmland open and encourage different types
of agriculture.

I



Please keep Oakland Farm zoned A-i for now. This is not the kind of proposal that will be good for the residents in this
areanor, dolbelieve, will itbegoodforthe countyingenemi. his outotbslancewhh thecharacterof this partof the
county.

ThankS You.

Sincerely,
Lee Aiexander
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Jose Ribeiro

From: Thomas Leininger
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 10:29 AM
To: Jose Ribeiro
Subject: FW: Request to build Oakland Apartments

From: Allison [mailto:aotey@lawsonenterprisesinc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 10:26 AM
To: Planning <planning@jamescitycountyva.gov>
Subject: Request to build Oakland Apartments

‘To Whom It £4’Iay Concern

I am a resü(ent ofOaf[antfEstates. I amplairning on fleing at the pufit?c hearing
stheIu(eIfor Fthruarq 7,2018, ut wanted: to pose some questions and: concerns
prior to that iate. I wou(t1e interestetlin the Countyprovi&ng what the vacancy
rate isfor both ¶Z1e ‘k’illage at CandTe Station as wellas the low-income/income based
housing apartments:1¶The Station at 9Ve, We have 1?vedin Oak[anc(Estates now
for 16 years arul moved: to this (ocation because of its quiet, saft anilpeacefr(nature.
I work in fProperty 9vlanagement arufknow that when low-income housing is offered;
often the criteriafor approving resid:ents is not as stringent - mainly the criminal
bacIgrount1port-ion. Whenfrlonies are overlooked:in an effort to increase the
occupancy rate, allsurroun&ng neqhborhood:s/communitiespay the price with the
potentialfor increased: crime. 2)is is myfirst andforemost concern — the possibi1ty oj
the safrty ofour neqIthorhood:beiizg compromised: While I realize that crime can
takc place in any locale, this is certainly one way that it can bthzg the opportunity
closer to the d:oorsteps of the resid:ents ofOakland: I know that d:evelopment willand
hasgone on in spite ofwhat current resitfents say or lo to oppose it. One of the most
woiuleifuld:raws about Yames City County has always been that there is more lani
antigreen space. ‘The reason so many come to this area is toget awayfrom the hqh
d:ensity and traffic issues that surrounding cities such as 9[cwport 9ws, 9-tampton
anifrPjchmond:face. ‘Zlnfortunate% with continued: development in James City
County, we willsoon lose what makcs our county so special: I would: l?Ie it togo on
record: that I am adamantly opposed: to this development not onlyfor the residents of
Oakland:Estates, butfor the other residents inJames City County who would: l?ke to

1



see thegrowth and tIeve(opment in our county s(ow down tirasticalTy. I thankyoufor
your time anticonsideration.

.ThLcon 51 Oty

- (—V.- / .1 . I

aniso Dnze
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Draft SUP Conditions Backup Material
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SPECIAL USE PERMIT-0014-2017. Yard Works SUP Amendment 

Staff Report for the February 7, 2018, 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. 
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SUMMARY FACTS 

 

Applicant:  Mr. Kevin Martin, Yard Works LLC 

 

Land Owners: Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport, Short 

Neck LLC, Marclay LLC, Mr. Larry 

Waltrip and Mr. Dudley Waltrip 

 

Proposal: A request to amend Case No. SUP-0015-

1993, which was approved by the Board of 

Supervisors on June 7, 1993. The SUP 

Amendment would allow for the 

manufacture and sale of wood products. 

 

Location: 3, 10, 20 and 100 Marclay Road, 164 

Waltrip Lane and one additional property 

with no assigned address. 

 

Tax Map/Parcel Nos.: 4820100004, 4820100004A, 4820100012, 

4820100005A, 4820100005C and 

4820100006 

 

Project Acreage: +/- 49.9 acres 

 

Zoning: Addresses 100 Marclay Road and 20 

Marclay Road are zoned both R-8, Rural 

Residential and R-8AA, Rural Residential 

Airport Approach Overlay District. 

Addresses 3 Marclay Road and 10 Marclay 

Road are zoned R-8AA, Rural Residential 

Airport Approach Overlay District. 

Address 164 Waltrip Lane is zoned R-8, 

Rural Residential. 

 

Comprehensive Plan: Airport and Low Density Residential 

 

Primary Service Area: Inside 

 

Staff Contact: Savannah Pietrowski, Senior Planner 

 

PUBLIC HEARING DATES 

 

Planning Commission:  February 7, 2018, 7:00 p.m. 

Board of Supervisors: March 13, 2018, 5:00 p.m. (tentative) 

 

FACTORS FAVORABLE 

 

1. With the proposed conditions, the proposal is compatible with 

surrounding zoning and development. 

 

2. The proposal is consistent with the recommendations of the 

Comprehensive Plan adopted in 2015, “Toward 2035: Leading 

the Way.” 

 

3. The proposal would bring an existing operation into conformance 

with the Zoning Ordinance. 

 

FACTORS UNFAVORABLE 

 

With the attached Special Use Permit (SUP) conditions, staff finds that 

there are no unfavorable factors. 

 

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 

Staff recommends approval of this application, subject to the attached 

conditions. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

Mr. Kevin Martin has applied on behalf of Yard Works LLC, to amend 

the existing SUP on the property for the manufacture and sale of wood 

products. 

 

The existing SUP, obtained by Mr. Larry Waltrip in 1993, permits the 

manufacture and sale of wood products on approximately 105 acres, 

with a tub grinder located on the 19 acres associated with Tax Map 

No. 4820100005C. 

 

Yard Works LLC, has now taken over operation of the facility. As part 

of this transition, Yard Works LLC, has requested this SUP 

amendment in order to reflect the current boundaries of the operation 

on the master plan and allow the operation of grinding equipment in 

additional areas. 

 

These revisions to the master plan remove the Williamsburg-

Jamestown Airport from the SUP boundaries and decrease the total 

SUP acreage to approximately 49.9 acres. 

 

Yard Works’ wood manufacturing operation involves grinding wood 

debris and products to produce, color and bag mulch. All of these 

materials will be stored on site throughout the process. The proposed 

master plan designates areas for each of these activities, as well as a 

small portion of the property to be set aside for the retail sale of these 

products. The applicant has indicated that mulch has historically been 

ground on-site an average of 150 days per year. 

 

PLANNING AND ZONING HISTORY 

 

 On June 7, 1993, the Board of Supervisors approved SUP-0015-

1993 for the manufacture and sale of wood products on 

approximately 105 acres. 

 On July 7, 1993, the Development Review Committee approved a 

site plan showing the location of the tub grinder on Tax Map 

Parcel No. 4820100005C. While Yard Works does not use a tub 

grinder, as noted above, the heavy wood grinding will still take 

place on this property. 

 

SURROUNDING ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT 

 

 The properties are adjacent to the Williamsburg-Jamestown 

Airport. 

 

 Surrounding Zoning Districts include: 

 

o R-5 to the north/north east (Williamsburg Landing) 

 

o R-8 and R-1 to the south (single-family dwellings) 

 

o R-8 to the east (Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport) 

 

o R-2 to the west (single-family dwellings) 

 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

 

 Addresses 3, 10, 20 and 100 Marclay Road and 164 Waltrip Lane 

are designated Airport on the 2035 Comprehensive Plan Land Use 

Map. 

 

 Principal suggested uses for the Airport areas include aviation, 

with airport related commercial and office development as clearly 

secondary uses. Land which is currently in use as a construction 

landfill and mulching operation may continue in its current or a 

similar use, in a limited manner consistent with state and local 

permits. 
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 Tax Map Parcel No. 4820100006 is designated Low Density 

Residential on the 2035 Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map. 

 

 Principal suggested uses for Low Density Residential areas 

include single-family and multifamily units, accessory units, 

cluster housing and recreation areas. 

 

 Staff finds that this proposal is consistent with the Comprehensive 

Plan as a secondary use. Given the proposed boundaries of the 

SUP in relation to the Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport, use of the 

site for the principal suggested uses would not be precluded. 

 

 While one property is designated Low Density Residential, the 

proposed boundary of the SUP would only include the existing 

access road. Staff finds that the exclusion of the remainder of this 

property provides a transition from the wood processing operation 

to the adjacent residential area. 

 

 Surrounding Comprehensive Plan designations include: 

 

o Airport to the east (Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport) 

 

o Low Density Residential to the north, south and west 

(Williamsburg Landing and single-family dwellings) 

 

PUBLIC IMPACTS 

 

1. Anticipated Impact on Public Facilities and Services: 

 

a. Streets. The project is accessed via the Marclay Road public 

right-of-way. A condition has been proposed requiring an 

operation mitigation plan, which would include provisions for 

monitoring of Marclay Road for necessary cleaning of mud 

associated with the operation. 

b. Schools/Fire/Utilities. No impacts anticipated. There is a 

small existing office, which is connected to public water and 

sewer. This application has been reviewed by the Fire 

Department. Upon its recommendation, draft conditions have 

been included regarding stockpile size and fire safety 

requirements. 

 

2. Environmental: There is a small amount of Resource Protection 

Area (RPA) located within the area of the existing SUP. While this 

amendment does not propose to remove this area from the SUP 

boundary, a condition has been proposed requiring the delineation 

of wetlands on the property and prohibiting any expansion into the 

RPA. 

 

3. Cultural/Historical: As these properties have been used for the 

manufacture of wood products since the 1980’s, as well as a 

landfill which has now ceased operation, staff finds that there 

would be minimal ability to locate or preserve any cultural and/or 

historic resources. 

 

4. Nearby and Surrounding Properties: 

 

a. Visual Impacts: There is an existing 50-foot buffer around the 

perimeter of Tax Map Parcel No. 4820100005C. A 50-foot 

buffer has also been proposed on Tax Map Parcel No. 

4820100004A in order to minimize visual impacts to the 

existing residences on Lake Powell Road. Staff notes that the 

operation is fairly visible while driving on Marclay Road. 

However, the only destination past the facility is the 

Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport. 
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b. Auditory Impacts: Staff conducted a sound test of the 

horizontal grinder used for grinding mulch on January 26, 

2018, taking decibel readings from the grinding site and 

several surrounding locations, including the intersection of 

Marclay Road and Lake Powell Road, the closest residence in 

Williamsburg Landing, the closest residence to the south and 

the airport. No noise associated with the grinding was audible 

from any of these locations. However, beeping from vehicles 

backing up was minimally audible from these locations. 

 

PROPOSED CONDITIONS 

 

 The full text of the proposed conditions are attached. 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 

Staff recommends approval of this application, subject to the attached 

conditions. 

 

 

SP/nb 

SUP14-17YarkWksAmnd 

 

Attachments: 

1. Location Map 

2. Draft SUP Conditions 

3. Master Plan, dated January 23, 2018 

4. SUP-0015-1993 Master Plan 

5. SUP-0015-1993 SUP Conditions 

6. Project Narrative provided by the Applicant 

7. Photos of Operation 
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SUP-0014-2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment 

 

Draft SUP Conditions 

 

1. Master Plan and Use: This Special Use Permit (the “SUP”) shall be valid for the operation of a 

+/- 49.90 acre facility for the manufacture and sale of wood products and accessory uses (the 

“Project”) on properties located at 3, 10, 20, and 100 Marclay Road, 164 Waltrip Lane, and 

one additional property with no assigned address, further identified as JCC Real Estate Tax 

Map Nos. 4820100004, 4820100004A, 4820100012, 4820100005A, 4820100005C, and 

4820100006, respectively (collectively, the “Property”). The Project shall be in accordance 

with the “SUP-0014-2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment Master Plan” dated January 23, 2018 

(the “Master Plan”), with any deviations considered per Section 24-23(a)(2) of the Zoning 

Ordinance, as amended. 

 

2. Project Activities: All activities on-site shall be in accordance with the designations on the 

Master Plan. The “Grinding and Storage” area shall be used for the initial grinding of large 

wood debris using equipment such as a tub grinder or horizontal grinder. The “Processing” 

area shall be used for the secondary grinding of wood debris, using equipment such as a 

horizontal grinder, and the coloring of mulch. The “Bagging and Storage” area shall be used 

for the storage of mulch, topsoil, and equipment, and for the bagging of products produced 
onsite. The “Retail” area shall be used for sales to the general public, as more specifically 

defined in SUP condition #5 below, and shall contain all customer parking. 

 

3. Hours of Operation: Hours of operations for the wood grinding equipment shall be limited to 

7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday. 

 

4. Future Expansion: Any future expansion of the Project outside of the areas delineated on the 

Master Plan shall require an amendment to this SUP. 

 

5. Retail Sales: The accessory retail sales area may be used for the sale of mulch and other 

ground cover materials, including materials such as stone, gravel and sand. The area used for 

the sale of ground cover materials other than mulch shall be limited to 10,000 square feet, 

and piles shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height. 

 

6. Material Storage: All storage of wood products shall comply with the following requirements: 

a. Piles shall be on solid ground or other all-weather surface. 

b. Piles shall not exceed twenty-five (25) in height, one hundred and fifty (150) feet in 

width and two hundred and fifty (250) feet in length. 

c. Piles shall be separated from adjacent piles by at least fifty (50) feet. 

 

7. Fire Safety: The Project shall comply with the following requirements: 

a. The accumulation of combustible waste and vegetation shall be in accordance with 

Chapter 3 of the Statewide Fire Prevention Code (SFPC). 

b. Portable fire extinguishers complying with Section 906 of the SFPC and with a 

minimum rating of 4-A:60-B:C shall be provided on all vehicles operating on piles 

and at all processing equipment. 



c. Prior to final site plan approval, the owner or operator shall develop and submit for 

approval of the Fire Official a plan for monitoring, controlling and extinguishing spot 

fires. 

 

8. Buffers: A buffer fifty (50) feet in width shall be provided on portion of JCC Real Estate Tax 

Map Nos.  4820100004A and 4820100005C, as shown on the Master Plan. Existing trees in 

the buffer areas shall be retained and any open areas shall be supplemented with additional 

plantings meeting the requirements of Section 24-96 of the Zoning Ordinance, as amended. 

The landscaping plan shall be shown as part of the site plan and shall be reviewed and 

approved by the Director of Planning or his designee.  The landscaping shown on the 

approved landscape plan shall be installed within twelve (12) months of final site plan 

approval. 

 

9. Lighting: A lighting plan shall be reviewed and approved by the Director of Planning or his 

designee prior to final approval of the site plan. Any exterior site or building lighting shall be 

shielded and directed downward. No glare - defined as 0.1 foot-candle or higher - shall extend 

outside the Property. Lights shall be operated by a motion detector or be able to be turned on 

as needed and shall not be routinely illuminated at night. No lighting shall be installed on 

structures at a height greater than twenty (20) feet above finished grade. This condition shall 

not apply to any lighting required by Federal or State regulations. 
 

10. Operations Mitigation Plan: A construction mitigation plan shall be reviewed and approved 

by the Director of Planning or his designee prior to final site plan approval. The plan shall 

address: 

a. Dust mitigation, such as water trucks, mulch, or similar methods. 

b. Noise mitigation, such as the enforcement of hours of operation. 

c. Road monitoring of Marclay Road, to include cleaning roadways of mud tracked 

onto Marclay Road from traffic associated with the Project. 

 

11. Junk Removal: All junk, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall be removed from 

the Property prior to final Site Plan approval. “Junk” shall mean, but not be limited to, old or 

scrap concrete, wire, rebar, copper, brass, rope, rags, batteries, paper, trash, rubber, waste or 

junked, dismantled or wrecked automobiles or parts thereof, iron, steel and other ferrous or 

nonferrous materials. The Zoning Administrator shall verify in writing that all junk has been 

property removed from the Property. 

 

12. Material Decomposition: The use of chemicals to aid in the decomposition of material shall be 

prohibited. No materials shall be burned on the Property. 

 

13. Stormwater Management: Prior to final site plan approval, information regarding the 

functionality of any existing stormwater management facilities utilized by the Project shall 

be submitted to the Director of Stormwater and Resource Protection Division for review. This 

information shall include any existing as-built reports and/or maintenance agreements. If it 

is determined that the facilities are not functioning properly, proper maintenance, repairs, 

and/or upgrades as determined by the Director of Stormwater and Resource Protection may 

be required and the owner shall enter into a new maintenance agreement with the County. 



 

14. Resource Protection Area: The location of any Resource Protection Area (RPA), RPA buffer, 

steep slope (i.e., slopes greater than 25 percent in grade) and/or wetland shall be identified 

and indicated on any site plan or development plan which is submitted to James City County 

for approval. No parking, storage of equipment and/or vehicles, and/or additional soil 

disturbance associated with the Project shall occur within fifteen (15) feet of an RPA buffer.  

Identification of these areas must be approved by the James City County Stormwater and 

Resource Protection Division prior to the issuance of preliminary site plan approval. 

 

15. Entrances: Access to the Project from Lake Powell Road shall be limited to Marclay Road. 

 

16. Spill Prevention: Prior to preliminary site plan approval, an operational phase stormwater 

pollution prevention plan/spill prevention and control plan to address the outdoor vehicle 

and material storage, including but not limited to oil, diesel and gasoline, shall be submitted 

to the Director of Stormwater and Resource Protection and the Fire Official for their 

respective review and approval. 

 

17. Conservation Easement: Prior to final site plan approval, a conservation easement of 

approximately 9.54 acres, identified on the drawing titled “Waltrip Recycling Site Plan” dated 

May 28, 1993, shall be dedicated to James City County or another County approved land 
conservation entity. The easement shall be substantially in the form of the County’s natural 

open space easement as approved by the County Attorney. Alternative locations may be 

approved by the Director of the Stormwater and Resource Protection Division or his 

designee.  The exact boundaries of the conservation easement shall be shown on the site plan 

for the Project.   

 

18. Site Plan: A site plan shall be required for the Project. Final site plan approval must be 

obtained within twenty-four (24) months of issuance of this SUP, or the SUP shall become 

void. 

 

19. Severance Clause: This SUP is not severable. Invalidation of any word, phrase, clause, sentence 

or paragraph shall invalidate the remainder. 
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SUP-0014-2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment

Property Information

4710100068
Armando Holdings LLC
3001 Ironbound Road

Williamsburg, VA 23185
R8 Rural Residential

Comp Plan: Low Density Residential
Acres: .5

N

Maps Not To Scale

Sheet Index

1. Cover Page
2. Existing SUP
3. SUP Boundary Changes
4. Proposed SUP

Properties

4820100005A
Address: 100 Marclay Road

Owner: Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential,

w/ portions Airport Approach Overlay
Comprehensive Plan: Airport

4820100012
Address: 20 Marclay Road

Owner: Short Neck LLC
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential

w/ portions Airport Approach Overlay
Comprehensive Plan: Airport

4820100004A
Address: 10 Marclay Road

Owner: Waltrip, Larry T & Waltrip, Dudley S
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential,

w/ Airport Approach Overlay
Comprehensive Plan: Airport

4820100004
Address: 3 Marclay Road

Owner: Marclay LLC
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential, 

w/ Airport Approach Overlay
Comprehensive Plan: Airport

4820100005C
Address: 164 Waltrip Lane

Owner: Waltrip, Larry T
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential
Comprehensive Plan: Airport

4820100006
Address: (no address assigned)

Owner: Waltrip, Larry & Waltrip, Dudley S
Zoning: R-8, Rural Residential

Comprehensive Plan: Low Density Residential

Total SUP area following
amendment: +/- 49.90 acres.

January 23, 2018

This is an amendment to
JCC Case No. SUP-0015-1993.
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0 0.25 0.50.125
Mi

Copyright Commonwealth of Virginia.  The data contained herein are the property 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia.  Distribution of any of these data to anyone not 
licensed by the Commonwealth is strictly prohibited.



Marclay Rd

Proposed SUP Boundary
Proposed Removals to Boundary
Proposed Addition to Boundary
JCC Parcels
JCSA Well Lot

«

SUP-0014-2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment

0 0.25 0.50.125
Mi

Copyright Commonwealth of Virginia.  The data contained herein are the property 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia.  Distribution of any of these data to anyone not 
licensed by the Commonwealth is strictly prohibited.

Existing SUP Acreage

Proposed SUP Acreage
125.16

49.90



Marclay Rd

Proposed SUP Boundary
JCSA Well Lot
50' Undisturbed Buffer
JCC Parcels
Bagging and Storage
Retail
Processing
Heavy Grinding and Storage

«

Existing Office Building

SUP-0014-2017, Yard Works SUP Amendment

0 0.15 0.30.075
Mi

Copyright Commonwealth of Virginia.  The data contained herein are the property 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia.  Distribution of any of these data to anyone not 
licensed by the Commonwealth is strictly prohibited.
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RESOLUTION

CASE NO. SUP-15-93. MR. LARRY T. AND MS. JEAN T. WALTRIP - TUB GRINDER

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of James City County has adopted by ordinance
specific land uses that shall be subjected to a special use permit process; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of James City County, following its public hearing on
May 11, 1993, unanimously recommended approval of Case No. SUP-15-93 to
allow the manufacture and sale of wood products in the R-8, Rural Residential
district, on property identified as Parcel (1-5A) on James City County Real Estate
Tax Map No. (48-2).

NOW, ThEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of James City
County, Virginia, does hereby approve the issuance of Special Use Permit No.
SUP-15-93 as described herein with the following conditions:

1. The tub grinder shall be permitted to operate only between 7:00 a.m. and
7:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday.

2. Berms, a minimum of 6 feet in height, shall be placed between the tub
grinder and the southeast and southwest boundaries of the 19-acre site as
shown on a plan entitled “Plat of Boundary Adjustment Between the
Properties of: Linwood Waltrip, et als; and Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport”
prepared by ABS and dated February 16, 1988. If the grinder is placed in
the lower elevations on the property in an area where a berm-like effect (at
least 6 feet below the grade of the property lines) is prevalent, as determined
by the Development Review Committee, the requirement for a berm may be
waived. The berms shall be landscaped at a minimum, in accordance with
the provisions of the minimum planting standards set forth in the Zoning
Ordinance, and placement and landscaping of such berms shall be approved
by the Development Review Committee.

3. This special use permit shall remain in effect for a period of 24 months
from the date of issuance. If within this time site plan approval andlor
building plan approvals are issued, the special use permit shall remain in
effect for the term of those approvals and/or permits. Issuance of a
Certificate of Occupancy would preserve the rights of the special use permit.

4. A minimum 50-foot undisturbed buffer shall be provided along the southeast
and southwest boundaries of the 19-acre site as shown on a plan entitled
“Plat of Boundary Adjustment Between the Properties of: Linwood Waltrip,
et ais; and Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport” prepared by ABS and dated
February 16, 1988. The buffer shall be landscaped at a minimum, in
accordance with the landscaping requirements of the Zoning Ordinance, and
such landscaping shall be approved by the Development Review Committee.
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5. All access to the operation from Lake Powell Road shall be via Marclay
Road.

a

6. The location of the tub grinder shall be limited to the 19.015 acres shown
on a plan entitled “Plat of Boundary Adjustment Between the Properties of:
Linwood Waltrip, et als; and Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport” prepared by
ABS and dated February 16, 1988. The tub grinder shall be located so as
to minimize potential adverse impacts (including, but not limited to, noise,
dust, debris, odor, etc.) on adjacent properties and the final location of the
tub grinder shall be approved by the Development Review Committee.

J •‘ N. Knudson
Chairman, Board of Supervisots

ATTEST: SUPERVISOR VOTE

TAYLOR AYE
——&(%-\—- EDWARDS AYE

DEPUE AYE
David B. Norman SISK AYE
Clerk to the Board KNUDSON AYE

Adopted by the Board of Supervisors of James City County, Virginia, this 7th day
of June, 1993.

STJP1593.res



 

 

Narrative description of Yard Works facility 

The 49.9+/- acres subject to the Special Use Permit Amendment application (the “Property”) will be 

used as a light manufacturing and sales center to remove and recycle waste material from the waste 

stream as defined by Virginia law and for the storage and sale of materials. 

The Property will be used to store for use or for sale in its original and/or reprocessed from the 

following materials: 

                  Wood debris, including but not limited to land clearing debris in bulk and bag form 

                  Dirt and topsoil 

The processing of material will consist of grinding and processing of wood debris and products to 

produce mulch from bark or with color added to mulch as needed to meet specific customer 

requirements and the crushing and grinding concrete and stone debris. Historically, the applicant has 

ground mulch an average of 150 days a year. No new land disturbance will be associated with this 

specially permitted use. 

In addition, the Property will be used for the storage and maintenance of equipment and vehicles, 

including equipment necessary for reprocessing materials brought to the Facility. The stockpiles of 

material are stored at the Property pending processing, sale and/or delivery to customers or use by the 

applicant will be maintained at a height of no more than 35 feet and may be maintained at or relocated 

to various areas within the Property as operations require. Similarly, processing of material at the 

subject property may occur at various locations within the Property as circumstances may require 

however the storage and primary grinding of land clearing debris will be in the southeastern portion of 

the property farthest from adjacent residents. Mulch will be bagged in an existing building on the 

northwest side of the subject property, retail sales will be concentrated on the northern side of the 

property, and topsoil screening will take place on the northwest area where it currently exists. Stone, 

sand, and gravel will also be sold as accessory to our retail sale of mulch. 

The subject property is currently base for operations of Yard Works LLC which has operated on the 

property since 2016 serving residential and well as commercial customers in the James City County and 

Williamsburg area. Yard Works, LLC is one of central Virginia’s largest and most respected manufacturer 

and seller of landscape products. 

 

 



 

The Property is located inside a larger parcel including the Jamestown Airport such that activity is 

screened from adjacent landowners by trees, berms, and distance. The applicant will always strive to 

have good relations with its neighbors and keep noise and dust to a minimum. 

This SUP Amendment will provide an appropriate and productive use of the Property and fill a need in 

the community to recycle and beneficially reuse the waste material which could be brought to the 

property and put to good use instead of filling up the areas landfills. Approving the SUP Amendment 

allows the Property to continue to be put to a productive use and helps meet the goal of diverting from 

the waste stream materials that can be reprocessed and/or recycled and put to new use. 

 

   



 

ON-SITE PHOTOS: 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



OFF-SITE VISIBILITY: 

 

View from adjacent commercial building at 3 Marclay Road 

 

View from Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport (zoomed) 



AGENDA ITEM NO. H.1.

ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 2/7/2018 

TO: The Planning Commission 

FROM: Paul D. Holt, III, Director of Community Development and Planning

SUBJECT: Planning Director's Report ­ January and February 2018

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Memo Cover Memo
Spreadsheet listing new applications
received Exhibit

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 4:13 PM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 4:14 PM
Publication Management Burcham, Nan Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 4:15 PM
Planning Commission Holt, Paul Approved 1/30/2018 ­ 4:15 PM



 

 

 

PLANNING DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

January and February 2018 

 

This report summarizes the status of selected Department of Community Development activities 

during the past two months. 

 

• Planning 

� On January 24 the Planning Division, the Virginia Department of Transportation and its 

consultant, RK & K, held the second public workshop for the Pocahontas Trail Corridor 

Study.  Approximately 80 people attended the workshop where the consultant presented 

information on conceptual alternatives and answered questions. At the end of the workshop 

the consultant asked the public about their preferences regarding the alternatives and 

specific transportation improvements. A meeting summary will be available on the 

Pocahontas Trail Corridor Study website by the middle of February. 

 

� In response to a request from the Riverview Plantation Homeowners Association to 

determine the feasibility of implementing traffic calming measures, Tammy Rosario and 

Beth Klapper from Community Development, Sergeant TJ Johnson from the Police 

Department and Ken Shannon from the Virginia Department of Transportation met with 

the HOA and residents on November 29. They discussed the results of a speed study 

conducted earlier in the year and listened to concerns and desired measures to reduce 

speeding within the subdivision. Staff will review these items for their feasibility and 

report back to the HOA within 30 days on next steps in the traffic calming process. 

 

� Monthly Case Report: For a list of all cases received in the last month, please see the 

attached documents.  

 

� Board Action Results:  

o December 12, 2017 

� AFD-2-86-1-2017, Croaker AFD Addition, 9730 Sycamore Landing Road 

Approved (5 – 0) 

� Z-0002-2017/MP-0002-2017, The Parke at Ford’s Colony 

Denied (4 – 1) 

� Z-0001-2017/SUP-0001-2017/MP-0001-2017/HW-0001-2017, Williamsburg 

Landing Marclay Road 

Approved (5 – 0) 

� SUP-0005-2017, Lightfoot Marketplace SUP Amendment  

Approved (5-0) 

� SUP-0006-2017, Lightfoot Marketplace Gasoline Station  

Approved (5-0) 

� SUP-0007-2017, Lightfoot Marketplace Automotive Center, with applicant 

proposed elevations  

Approved (4-1) 

� SUP-0008-2017, Lightfoot Marketplace Drive-Thru Restaurant, with applicant 

proposed elevations 

Approved (4-1) 

� SUP-0009-2017, La Grange Parkway Expansion 

Approved (5 – 0) 

 

o January 9, 2018 

� SUP-0013-2017, The Kensington School 



 

Approved (5-0) 

� ZO-0002-2017, Zoning Ordinance Revisions to Permit Short-Term Residential 

Rentals 

Denied (5-0) 

� SUP-0011-2017, 3001 Ironbound Road Tourist Home 

Approved (5-0) 

� ZO-0001-2017, Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Division 3, Floodplain area 

Regulations  

Approved (5-0) 

� SUP-00287-2016, Solar Electrical Generation Facility at Norge  

Approved (5-0) 

� Z-0004-2017, Powhatan Terrace Proffer Amendment  

Approved (5-0) 

 

• Building Safety & Permits  

� Congratulations to Allen Turner for receiving the 2017 Board of Supervisors Chairman's 

Award! Allen received this award for exemplifying the County values of Collaboration, 

Excellence and Integrity.   

 

• Neighborhood Development 

� The Workforce Housing Task Force (WHTF) met on Thursday, Dec 7, 2017. They 

reviewed their upcoming schedule for 2018 and received copies of the Task Force’s 

charter. The yearlong effort of the Task Force will be to develop policy proposals for the 

Board of Supervisors to consider. 

 

• Landscaping  

� Staff worked with General Services to design a replacement landscape for the 199 west 

median. A concept plan was developed and plants shall be ordered and installed in the 

spring of 2018. 

 

 



Case Type Case Number Case Title Address Description Planner District

Agricultural and Forestal 

District
AFD-04-86-1-2017-2017 Pates Neck 2018 Renewal ~ Renewal of the district for 6 years Roberta Sulouff 01-Stonehouse

CU-0015-2017 4039 Ironbound, Hair Salon 4039 IRONBOUND ROAD Change of use for 4039 Ironbound to a Hair Salon Tom Leininger 04-Jamestown

CU-0001-2018 8679 Pocahontas Trail, Physical Therapy 8679 POCAHONTAS TR Change of use from a idependent living facility to a physical therapy facility. Tom Leininger 05-Roberts

CU-0002-2018 7346 Merrimac Trail, Office Space 7346 MERRIMAC TRAIL Change of use from office space for storage facility to general office space. Tom Leininger 05-Roberts

C-0085-2017 Williamsburg Christian Retreat Dining Center 9275 BARNES ROAD Proposed 300 person dining hall facility to support current camp and Retreat Center Operations. Alex Baruch 01-Stonehouse

C-0086-2017 Life Pointe Christian Church Conceptual 8851 RICHMOND ROAD Potential BLE to create 1 parcel out of 2. Jose Ribeiro 02-Powhatan

C-0087-2017 150 Industrial Blvd Warehouse Concept 150 INDUSTRIAL BLVD Construction of new 20,000 SF warehouse. Savannah Pietrowski 01-Stonehouse

C-0088-2017 Spoke & Art Provisions Conceptual 3449 JOHN TYLER HGWY
Phase II of the project: Expansion of structure (patio), outdoor seating, bike storage, parking, closing one 

of the vehicular entrances.
Jose Ribeiro 03-Berkeley

C-0089-2017 Coleman Kennel, 9024 Barnes Road 9024 BARNES ROAD Use portion of existing kennel structure to board up to 15 dogs not belonging to owner. Roberta Sulouff 01-Stonehouse

C-0001-2018 91 & 95 Brookwood Drive 91 BROOKWOOD DRIVE Proposed removal of existing building, to be replaced with medical office Savannah Pietrowski 05-Roberts

C-0002-2018 Branscome and USA Waste of VA Landfills Borrow Pit Progress Report 700 BLOW FLATS ROAD
Annual progress report of mining activities as required by SUP-0009-2010 Condition #9 and SUP-0010-

2010 Condition #9.
Terry Costello 05-Roberts

C-0003-2018 2349 John Tyler Highway, Indoor Sports Facility 2349 JOHN TYLER HGWY Indoor tennis facility with a possible indoor swimming pool. Jose Ribeiro 03-Berkeley

SP-0121-2017 Williamsburg Gymnastics Fire Sprinkler System SP Amend 144 TEWNING ROAD Relocate the fire department connection on 4" fire line. Savannah Pietrowski 04-Jamestown

SP-0122-2017 5301 Longhill Road Sprint Tower SP Amend. 5301 LONGHILL ROAD
Removal of 3 existing panel antennas, replace with 3 tri-band antennas. Install 4 hybriflex cables. Remove 3 

combiners, relocate (3) 1900 RRH's from ground to tower. Plus install (6) 800 RRHs and (3) 2500 RRHs.
Jose Ribeiro 04-Jamestown

SP-0123-2017 Williamsburg Landing Woodhaven Landscape and Lighting Amendment 5560 WILLIAMSBURG LANDING DR Revisions to Phase 1 2-story small house landscape and lighting plan. Scott Whyte 05-Roberts

SP-0124-2017 Lightfoot Marketplace Sidewalk SP Amendment 6401 RICHMOND ROAD Adjustments to the sidewalk at the rear of Building 2. Jose Ribeiro 01-Stonehouse

SP-0125-2017 6489 Richmond Road Sprint Tower Amend. 6489 RICHMOND ROAD

Remove (3) panel antennas, (3) 1900 remote radio heads, and (3) combiners. Replacing with/installing (3) Tri-Band 

panel antennas, (3) 800 remote radio heads, (3) 2.5 remote radio heads, and (3) hybriflex cables on the existing 

structure.

Alex Baruch 01-Stonehouse

SP-0126-2017 King of Glory Lutheran Church Gravel Parking Lot Expansion 4897 LONGHILL ROAD Site plan to add 72 gravel parking spots Roberta Sulouff 04-Jamestown

SP-0001-2018 Busch Gardens - Brady's Kiosk Expansion 7851 POCAHONTAS TR Expansion of Brady's Kiosk in Busch Gardens Williamsburg. Roberta Sulouff 05-Roberts

SP-0002-2018 3011 Larkspur Run, Williamsburg Landing SP Amend 5700 WILLIAMSBURG LANDING DR 18' x 25' Fully Conditioned addition on rear of house (sunroom addition) Jose Ribeiro 05-Roberts

SP-0003-2018 Chickahominy River Front Park Dumpster Pad and Fence 1350 JOHN TYLER HGWY
 Clear wooded area and install 825 square feet of crushed asphalt, and construct a 30' x 10' wooden fence 

to create a dumpster pad in order to relocate dumpsters at the park.
Alex Baruch 02-Powhatan

SP-0131-2017 New Town Sec. 2 & 4, Block 3, Parcel B 5309 DISCOVERY PARK BLVD
Enclosure of the existing breezeway between buildings. An addition of 353 SF of new building, ADA ramp 

to building A and canopy over sidewalk adjacent to Building A.
Roberta Sulouff 04-Jamestown

SP-0132-2017 Rawls Byrd Elementary School HVAC Renovations 112 LAUREL LANE
Renovations of the HVAC equipment for Laurel Lane Elementary School. Site improvements are limited to 

a new mechanical yard enclosure and sidewalk repair.
Alex Baruch 05-Roberts

SP-0127-2017 4460 Longhill Road Verizon Tower SP Amendment 4460 LONGHILL ROAD
Removal of (9) antennas and add (6) new antennas and equipment, (6) remote radio heads and 

equipment/ No height will be added to tower.
Scott Whyte 02-Powhatan

SP-0128-2017 The Settlement at Powhatan Creek Water Main Realignment 3653 SOUTH SQ Realignment of water main. Roberta Sulouff 03-Berkeley

SP-0129-2017 Williamsburg Honda Vehicle Storage Lot 7059 RICHMOND ROAD
Addition of vehicle storage area, which includes pavement, curb and gutter, stormwater management 

facilities and associated infrastructure.
Alex Baruch 01-Stonehouse

SP-0130-2017 Berkeley's Green Recreation Area Amendment 3051 BERKELEY'S GREEN Replace one tennis court with basketball court. Savannah Pietrowski 03-Berkeley

Special Use Permit SUP-0015-2017 Jamestown High School modular trailer units 3751 JOHN TYLER HGWY
Installation of (2) modular trailer units at Jamestown High School for classroom use which will 

accommodate (100) additional students during the school years 2018-2023.
Alex Baruch 03-Berkeley

S-0038-2017 The Settlement at Powhatan Creek Ph. 3B 4101 MONTICELLO AVENUE Extinguish access easement and relocate and dedicate new access easement. Scott Whyte 03-Berkeley

S-0039-2017 Greensprings West Phase VII A and B THORNGATE DRIVE Creation of 1 lot Jose Ribeiro 03-Berkeley

S-0040-2017 Captain George's BLA 36 STRATFORD RD Property line adjustment Jose Ribeiro 04-Jamestown

S-0041-2017 137 and 141 Shinnecock BLA 137 SHINNECOCK Boundary line extinguishment to turn two lots into one. Savannah Pietrowski 04-Jamestown

New Cases for January and February 2018

Subdivision

Conceptual Plan

Change of Use

Site Plan
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