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I Minutes of the Planning Commission Work Session held in the County 
2 Manager's Conference Room to discuss and receive comments regarding the 
3 implementation of the Planning Commission Portal beginning at 5:00 p.m., 
4 Thursday, February 11,2010. 
5 

Members Present: 	 Mr. Ernest Vanarsdall, C.P.C., Chairperson (Brookland) 
Mr. C. W. Archer, C.P.C., Vice Chairperson (Fairfield) 
Mr. Tommy Branin, (Three Chopt) 
Mr. E. Ray Jernigan, C.P.C. (Varina) 
Mr. David A. Kaechele 

Board of Supervisors Representative 
Mr. R. Joseph Emerson, Jr., AICP, Director of Planning, 
Secretary 

Absent: 	 Mrs. Bonnie-Leigh Jones, Vice Chairperson (Tuckahoe) 

Also Present: 	 Ms. Jean Moore, AICP, Assistant Director of Planner 
Mr. James P. Strauss, CLA, Principal Planner 
Mr. Jonathan Steele, Technology Support Specialist IV 
(GIS) 
Ms. Sylvia Ray, Recording Secretary 

7 Mr. Vanarsdall called the meeting to order at 5:08 p.m. 
8L 
6 

9 Mr. Emerson asked Jon Steele to update the Commission about the progress of 
10 the Planning Commission website portal and asked the Planning Commissioners 
11 to think about questions, concerns, or issues in regards to their experience so far 
12 in using the portal. Mr. Emerson stated if the Planning Commissioners were 
I3 comfortable using the system, planning staff could set up and go live with the 
14 Commissioners' email. 
15 

16 Mr. Steele updated the Planning Commissioners of new features of the portal, 
17 including a calendar of monthly events and discussed how individual email for 
18 the commissioners is accessed via the portal. Mr. Steele referred to the user 
19 manual, a handout given to the Commissioners, demonstrating how the portal is 
20 accessed and the resources available. At the Planning Director's request, Mr. 
21 Steele provided a demonstration on accessing the web version of Outlook 
22 Exchange. 
23 

24 Mr. Emerson suggested sending test emails next month, and postponing the 

25 implementation of email for the Commissioners to the first of April. Mr. 

26 Vanarsdall stated he was comfortable implementing this month. 


L 
27 

28 Both Mr. Emerson and Mr. Steele responded to comments and questions from 
29 the Commission which covered the following areas: 
30 
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31 -The Planning Commissioners wish to have the names and email addresses for 

32 county staff in an area that is easily retrievable within the Portal; 

33 -Recap in how to log in to the Portal; 

34 -Requirements for creating/changing passwords 
 J 
35 -Portal website setup/calendar 
36 -Generating new emails 
37 -Deleting old email/email backup 
38 -Receipt of email at old/new addresses 
39 -Start time for using new County email addresses 
40 -Addition of Adobe .pdf calendar 
41 

42 Mr. Emerson responded to questions raised by the Planning Commissioners 
43 regarding emails and FOIA requests. 
44 

45 Following the discussion of the Portal, Ms. Jean Moore provided a summary of 
46 the Department's workload and development indicators in relation to past trends 
47 and updated the Commissioners on continuing and upcoming major work items 
48 within the Planning Department. 
49 
50 Mr. Archer made a motion at 5:50 p.m. to recess and reconvene in the Board 
51 Room of the County Administration Building for public hearing items beginning at 
52 6:00 p.m. Motion was seconded by Mr. Branin. 
53 

54 Minutes of the regular monthly meeting of the Planning Commission of the J55 County of Henrico held in the County Adn;inistration Building in the Government 
56 Center at Parham and Hungary Spring Roads, beginning at 7:00 p.m. Thursday, 
57 February 11, 2010. Display Notice having been published in the Richmond 
58 Times-Dispatch on January 21, 2010 and January 28,2010. 
59 

Members Present: 	 Mr. Ernest B. Vanarsdall, C.P,C., Chairman (Brookland) 

Mr. C. W. Archer, C.P.C., Vice Chairman (Fairfield) 

Mr. Tommy Branin (Three Chopt) 

Mr. E. Ray Jernigan, C.P.C., (Varina) 

Mr. R. Joseph Emerson, Jr., Director of Planning, Secretary 

Mr. David A. Kaechele 


Board of Supervisors Representative 

Members Absent: 	 Mrs. Bonnie-Leigh Jones (Tuckahoe) 

Also Present: 	 Mr. Virgil Hazelett, County Manager 

Mr. John Vithoulkas, Director of Finance 

Mr. Gene Walters, Budget Director 

Mr. Livingston Lewis, County Planner 

Mr. Roy Props, County Planner 
 J. 
Ms. Jamie Sherry, County Planner , 
Mr. Mike Jernigan, Traffic Engineer 
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63 

l 
Ms. Sylvia Ray, Recording Secretary 
Other Departments Heads and Key Officials 

60 

61 AT 6:00 P.M. THE MEETING RECONVENED IN THE BOARD ROOM 
62 FOLLOWING A WORK SESSION. 

64 PUBLIC HEARING ON CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM: 

65 Mr. Vanarsdall - The Planning Commission will now reconvene. We 
66 just had another meeting upstairs. We adjourned from that. I'd like to welcome 

. 	67 everyone here this evening, including my fellow Commissioners. Mr. Kaechele, 
68 welcome to you-Mr. Kaechele is our representative from the Board, Mr. 
69 Emerson our Director, and Ms. Moore in the back. 
70 

71 Our first part of the meeting tonight-this is a public hearing commonly known as 
72 the Budget, Capital Improvement Program. I want to welcome all the people 
73 here from the County, and Mr. Manager. It is very much a pleasure-and I really 
74 mean this-to have ya'ii. I know every year we gather the who's who in Henrico. 
75 I know its been a tough budget this year. But, I figure we're better off than 
76 anybody around us. With that, I'll turn the meeting over to Mr. Emerson, our 
77 Director. 

L 
78 

79 Mr. Emerson - Thank you Mr. Chairman, did you note that Mrs. 
80 Jones could not be here tonight? She had an emergency she had to attend too. 
81 

82 Mr. Vanarsdall - She's in New Jersey and-is snowed under. She 
83 said she hated to miss the CIP Mr. Manager, but she couldn't get back if she 
84 wanted to. 
85 

86 Mr. Emerson - Thank you Mr. Chairman. As you noted the first item 
87 on our agenda is the Capital Improvement Program. There is a public hearing to 
88 consider the FY 2010-11 through FY 2014-15 for the County. We are honored to 
89 have many esteemed guests here tonight, and I will turn the presentation over to 
90 the Manager. 
91 

l 

92 Mr. Vanarsdall - Good evening Mr. Manager. 
93 
94 Mr. Hazelett- Thank you Mr. Emerson. 
95 

96 Mr. Hazelett - Good evening Mr. Chairman, members of the 
97 Planning Commission, Mr. Kaechele. It's a pleasure for us to be here this 
98 evening. I affectionately joke every once in a while, if we can't answer any of 
99 your questions there's a bus waiting outside for us. However, there is no bus this 

100 year, it's a snow plow. Unfortunately, it's not running cause it's about to run out 
101 of gas. 
102 
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103 Mr. Vanarsdall - Excuse me, Mr. Manager do YOU mind if we interrupt 

104 you when we get on some page that we have a question or need an 

105 [unintelligible] opinion. 

106 
 J 
107 Mr. Hazelett- Not at all, not at all. 
108 
109 Mr. Hazelett - To begin this presentation I would tell you it will be a 
110 little bit of what you've seen before-a little bit different because we will be giving 
111 you some additional information concerning the economy overview. And then a 
112 little bit different in reference to the presentation of the Capital Improvement 
113 Program and the Budget. 
114 

115 We are here of course to present to you the five-year Capital Improvement 
116 Program and also, to highlight the proposed Capital Budget which of course, are 
117 two different things. The Capital Budget represents those projects that we will be 

1st
118 recommending funding for, for the year,-the first year of the Capital 
119 Improvement Program. And, of course, the CIP or the Capital Improvement 
120 Program consists of all projects which are to be considered over a five-year 
121 period. In essence, it's a tool that we use to insure that we are planning for the 
122 future in Henrico County. 
123 
124 I must also tell you that in this uncertain economic environment, reaching a 
125 balance between the many infrastructure needs that we will list for you this 
126 evening and give you some figures on, and the careful stewardship of our J127 financial resources is something that is very, very difficult this year. This is 
128 reflected in the change in the CIP document that you have before you. In the 
129 past, projects that did not have an identified funding source used the "General 
130 Fund" as the funding source. However, due to the economic reality, these 
131 projects are now more accurately reflected, if you will look in the CIP, as "no 
132 funding source" and are red in color in the summary sheets. That is in essence 
133 a way of assisting you, as well as the citizens, as we go forth with these 
134 documents to understand that there is not sufficient money to do all of these 
135 projects and that we are only doing those that are most critical in the first year. 
136 
137 As we move forward I would tell you that there is a bright side to this, the G.O. 
138 Bond projects that were originally slated for funding in this year's budget 2009
139 2010 but were delayed, because of economic considerations, are included in the 
140 proposed Budget and the CIP for 2010-11. You will remember that these 
141 projects are Education projects, Fire, Public Library, and additional funding for 
142 the one road project that was included on the Bond referendum. 
143 
144 Again, this year there will be some differences in the way in which we complete 
145 the Capital Budget. The Public Works projects that receive funding from State 
146 Transportation or Gas Tax are not included in the proposed Improvement Budget 
147 for 2010-11. That is due to the continuing shortfalls at the State level. The fact j
148 is that we simply do not know how much money will be provided to Henrico 
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l 
149 County for capital road efforts. Therefore, as those monies are brought forward 
150 to us we will amend the budget, we will amend the process as we move forward. 
151 We believe this is the only prudent way to address this particular unknown 
152 coming from the State. You will hear me talk about some other unknowns in the 
153 future. 
154 
155 The same also holds true for State Lottery or State Construction funding for 
156 School projects. Effectively, we believe that that has been zeroed, and will not 
157 be available. However, should the County receive those funds, in some form, 
158 then we will appropriate those funds during a budget amendment process. 
159 
160 As we begin your presentation this evening, you notice some of these 
161 concerns-some of you who have been in other presentations know that these 
162 all reflect considerations not only for Henrico County, but for the national effort. 
163 While there is talk at the national level of economic recovery, the unfortunate 
164 truth is that the economic indicators that impact state and local government are 
165 all lagging indicators. And they continue to lag. In other words, while the 
166 economy may begin to grow at the national level, and we believe that it is, it will 
167 take a number of months, and more possibly even years, before this growth 
168 translates into revenue growth locally. And that is a real concern as we put this 
169 budget together, both operating and capital, and as I look to the future. 

L 
170 

L 

171 As you may have read in the newspapers and seen on the news, the FY2010-11 
172 operating and capital budgets for all localities are being severely impacted. 
173 Frankly, this budget process has proven to be one of the biggest challenges in all 
174 of my years in Henrico County. And until we have some more concrete numbers 
175 from the State and the General Assembly, this nightmare will continue. We 
176 simply can't close this budgetary process because we know we are going to 
177 receive additional reductions in revenue from the State of Virginia. And we can't 
178 seal off and make a presentation on the budget until we know what that is, how it 
179 affects us, and what we can do. 
180 
181 As you look at this slide, the most important economic driver for any locality is 
182 jobs. With the loss of jobs, and subsequent loss of household income, a number 
183 of local revenues are impacted. Residential real estate values decline as 
184 foreclosures increase due to the inability to pay the mortgage on time. 
185 Commercial real estate values drop due to all of the vacant office space. Local 
186 sales tax receipts decline, new vehicle purchases drop substantially impacting 
187 our personal property tax receipts, and tax payment delinquencies also rise. In 
188 other words, nearly every facet of local government revenue is being impacted. 
189 
190 In the Metro Richmond Area, if you recall looking at all of the newspaper items, 
191 jobs is a serious concern. Over 14,100 jobs have been lost since January 2008, 
192 half of those, one-half of those in are Henrico County. Included in that figure is 
193 the closing of Qimonda and the bankruptcies of LandAmerica and Circuit City, 
194 which are changing the landscape of business in Henrico County. Qimonda 
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195 alone, is a $4 million dollar reduction in tax receipts, almost a $2 million dollar 
196 reduction in revenue to the Public Utilities Department in reference to the use of 
197 water and sewer. We are definitely being impacted by all of these closures. 
198 J 
199 The two largest revenue sources for Henrico are real estate revenue of course, 
200 which is reducing, and State aid, when combined total nearly 70.0 percent of 
201 General Fund revenues in the this budget, in this present year. And I'm sure, as 
202 you have read in the press, both of these revenue sources have declined 
203 significantly. 
204 

205 The value of real estate declined by an unprecedented, an 8.0 percent from 
206 January 1, 2009 to January 1, 2010. This is the first time since 1935 that the 
207 County's real estate valuation has actually declined. 
208 

209 The County is still experiencing a decline in its sales tax collections. The County 
210 receives one percent of the sales taxes collected by our businesses and we lead 
211 the region in sales tax revenue collections thanks to the County's diverse retail 
212 establishments that we have. Currently the drop in sales tax receipts is 5.1 
213 percent when compared with the same period last year. To date, this decline is 
214 the lowest in the region - and it is very likely that that decline would be much 
215 greater if not for the Henrico, Virginia address initiative. 
216 J.'217 The reduction in the value of real estate, the reduction in sales tax revenue both 
218 are impacting the current physical year budget as well. This is evident by the 
219 introduction of a budget amendment to reduce the present year's budget by 
220 $18.5 million dollars that took place last Tuesday evening before the Board of 
221 Supervisors. This reduction is necessary to keep the budget in balance due to 
222 reductions in the two local revenue sources as well as the reduction in State 
223 Revenues that is anticipated. 
224 

225 I can tell you that I am concerned about the declines in our local revenue that's 
226 fairly obvious, but what troubles me most is the further cuts in State aid to all 
227 localities. From 2007-08 from that budget year until to the present budget year 
228 the County has absorbed over $39 million dollars in cuts in the State of Virginia, 
229 most of which were cut in the current year. And we are facing a very difficult 
230 time. In 2010-11 a number of new reductions have been proposed by former 
231 Governor Kaine to offset the State's anticipated $4.2 billion dollar shortfall for the 
232 biennial 2010-11. These reductions to Henrico would likely grow twofold when 
233 Governor McDonnells' budget goes forth as he has made it very clear, as have 
234 many members of the General Assembly, that every tax increase proposed by 
235 Governor Kaine will not be considered. In essence, at this point in time, in the 
236 conversations that I have at the General Assembly level there will be no new tax 
237 rates. There will be simply be cuts in revenue; cuts in services. And what 
238 concerns all local governments is the conversations that we have seen, and that J," 
239 is, at least $720 million dollars in those 'cuts will come through aid to local K-12 
240 education. Depending upon what that real number is, every locality is going to 
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241 have a difficult time. Our difficulty will be relative. It will not be as great as 
242 others but I can assure you it will be difficult. 
243 

244 As you can see, we are faced with an economic environment of what we define 

L 

245 as historic proportions. As difficult as this journey has been, I can say 
246 wholeheartedly that I have never been more proud to work in Henrico County. 
247 As scary as it may sound, in spite of the physical troubles, this County has 
248 positioned itself better than any other locality in the State. Due to the efforts of 
249 the individuals behind me, due to the efforts of this Planning Commission in 
250 setting the forth the development processes in the development of this County 
251 and due the efforts and leadership of the Board of Supervisors of this County. It 
252 is not going to be easy; but we will do it. We'll fight our way through this as we 
253 always have. 
254 

255 I thought it necessary to present you with an overview of these challenges we 
256 are facing, so that you understand they have a direct impact on this public 
257 hearing item the Capital Improvement Program which is being presented to you. 
258 I will generally go through all of these. I will not go through them in detail 
259 because things are going to change because of budget considerations. 
260 

261 In looking at the five-year CIP, those requests by all of the Departments behind 
262 me for necessary or needed projects over the next five years, these next three 
263 slides will show you where we are. 
264 

L 

265 • Customer Relationship Management is a tool that we have looked at for a 
266 long period time. It in essence provides a call center as this County gets 
267 larger and larger in order to handle those complaints and the needs of our 
268 citizens. 
269 

270 • You will note that there is $627.4 million dollars for improvements in 
271 Education. This total 5-year request includes 5 new elementary schools; 
272 2 new middle schools, 2 new high schools, 1 new high school technical 
273 center, and the final allocation for Glen Allen HS, which will open in 
274 September of this year. There are many other projects included here. 
275 And in addition to this, the school system, the Budget office and myself 
276 are earnestly trying to come up with ways to fund the shortfalls as we 
277 move forward. 
278 

279 • Fire's: five-year request of $86.9 million includes 3 new fire stations and 
280 rebuilding other fire stations, as this is always necessary as the County 
281 grows older and larger. 
282 

283 • General Services: you see a figure of $387.0 million dollars a five-year 
284 request for things we don't often think about, but we accept them and take 
285 for granted includes funding for roof repair, mechanical improvements, 
286 pavement rehabilitation, the continued renovation and upgrading of 
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287 County facilities. Also included in the request is the construction of a 
288 small new courts complex which is going to be necessary in the next 
289 several years, a figure in excess $120 million dollars by itself. 
290 J 
291 • The request of Human Resources: to assist in our further effort to 
292 determine the feasibility of a fitness and well ness center. 
293 

294 • Information Technology: this includes a project which addresses the on
295 going replacement of the County-wide computer hardware and software 
296 efforts. 
297 

298 • Mental Health: three projects totaling a little over $900,000 dollars, a 
299 feasibility study for consideration of a new facility in the east end and the 
300 possible expansion in the west end. 
301 

302 • Libraries: They are requesting $91.2 million dollars funding for 3 new 
303 libraries and, renovation and expansion of 1 library. 
304 

305 • and in the area of Public Works, a five-year request for $64.2 million 
306 dollars for 80 Drainage projects. 
307 

308 • The Geographical Information System, which we must continue on an 
309 annual basis, is requesting $1.5 million again over the five-year period that 
310 would allow for the accumulation of funds in order to continue to fly the J311 County, which is so very, very, valuable for the development of the 
312 County. 
313 

314 • Public Works is also requesting $35.2 million dollars to improve our 
315 roadways to alleviate traffic congestion and safety concerns. This 
316 continues on, with the County's current 3,348 lane miles of roadway 
317 making us the 3rd largest road system in the network in the State of 
318 Virginia. I would also tell you its the 3rd largest holding spot for snow in 
319 the State of Virginia. 
320 

321 • Recreation and Parks is requesting $262.1 million dollars for projects that 
322 include improvements to existing facilities as well as new parks as we 
323 continue to develop. 
324 

325 • The Registrar: $1.0 million dollars for electronic polling books, which is 
326 being considered across the State of Virginia. 
327 

328 • The Sheriff's Office: one project totaling $47.0 million dollars, believe it or 
329 not, for a possible jail expansion due to the inmate population. That total 
330 when we get to that point $1.6 billion dollars for consideration over five 
331 years. 
332 J 
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333 • The next slide shows you Public Utilities and the Belmont Golf Course, 

334 which of course are in the Enterprise Funds. 

335 

336 • The small figure in reference to Public Utilities: $502.2 million dollars over 

337 five years. The infrastructure system of the County continues to age. 
338 There are necessary improvements which have to take place and those of 
339 course will cost. I wish that we had funding for more of these projects 
340 because of the prices that we're receiving for projects that are going to bid 
341 this year. We are saving funds, which of course could be applied to other 
342 projects. 
343 
344 • In the area of Belmont Golf Course, the request has been made on 
345 number of occasions for $7.2 million dollars to increase the number of 
346 parking spaces available at the facility and to make the necessary 
347 improvements for Mr. Archer so that he can continue to play golf without 
348 damaging the course any more that he does on an annual basis. 

l 

349 
350 Mr. Archer - I really appreciate that Mr. Manager. 
351 
352 Mr. Vanarsdall - I told you he said there wasn't enough in there. 
353 
354 Mr. Kaechele - It's an Enterprise Fund so you pay as you go. 
355 
356 In total, requests amount to $2.12 billion over this five-year period. This is the 

L 

357 highest CIP request the County has ever had. Of the total amount requested, 
358 due to funding constraints, obviously, where we are in this economic 
359 environment, only those with the most pressing needs are recommended for the 
360 Budget. 
361 
362 And, as I noted earlier, this year the projects that do not have an identified 
363 funding source are listed as "no funding source". 
364 
365 The proposed FY201 0-11 Proposed Capital Budget is as follows: 
366 
367 • $68.2 million in Education includes funding for the construction of the new 
368 West Area Elementary School #9; the final allocation for the Glen Allen 
369 High School, which is under construction. Planning and designing for a 
370 number of other renovation projects. The renovations to Johnson 
371 Elementary, Brookland Elementary, and Varina High School. In addition 
372 as is necessary, there is always included funding for roof and mechanical 
373 improvements for various school buildings. 
374 
375 • It is important to note that funding of $6.2 million dollars has been 
376 designated for an Education Bond Project Reserve. This funding was 
377 originally requested for projects that included only land, planning, and/or 
378 other partial renovation costs within the original $220,000,000 for 
379 Education projects which were approved in the March 2005 Bond 
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380 Referendum. With identified funding shortfalls in some of the higher 

381 priority projects, the prudent decision is to propose putting these funds, 

382 which could not go forward until there is an additional revenue provided 

383 for these projects to be completed, into a reserve for future allocation, 
 J 
384 which is what is being proposed. The School Board is aware of this. I 
385 believe that there is general agreement in my conversation with Dr. Russo 
386 and we will be moving ahead with that recommendation. 
387 

388 • Fire's funding of $4.1 million dollars will allow for the construction of the 
389 new Fire Station #19. 
390 

391 • General Services total allocation of $4.2 million dollars includes funding 
392 for the Human Services building HVAC replacement, which has been a 
393 difficult problem for a long period of time. There is renovation to the 
394 Magistrate's Office, replacement of various generators, building 
395 maintenance and so forth, which are continuous year in and year out in 
396 reference to the number of buildings that we have. 
397 

398 • We are proposing to fund Information Technology for the various 
399 technology upgrades projects which are necessary in these spaces. 
400 
401 • Public Library's funding $1.7 will allow for planning and design costs 
402 associated with the new Varina Area Library which was included as part of 
403 the Bond Referendum. 
404 J 
405 • $300,000 dollars for the County's Geographical Information System that is 
406 for the accumulation of funds in order to continue to fly to provide the 
407 necessary topo to provide the necessary descriptions for development in 
408 this County. 
409 
410 • $6.8 million for roadway improvements will fund the final the final phase of 
411 the North Gayton Road Extension project and will allow for various 
412 improvements to some County road system projects. 
413 
414 • Recreation's funding of $935,000 dollars includes facility rehabilitation 
415 projects, historic facility rehabilitation, a master plan for land acquired 
416 adjacent to Belmont Golf Course. 
417 
418 • $36.6 million for Public Utilities is proposed for the expansion and 
419 rehabilitation of the water and sewer system. 
420 
421 • Public Utilities has requested funding for recurring water and sewer 
422 projects throughout Henrico County. This includes rehabilitation, 
423 connections, extensions, preventive maintenance of various water and 

J424 sewer pump stations, and relocations and so forth, which come before the 
425 Board of Supervisors. 
426 
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427 • The remaining projects in this program are planned in the 2010-11 Budget 
428 and include a number of items within Public Utilities that we would be 
429 most happy to answer any question that you might have in reference to 
430 the overall efforts of that Enterprise Fund. 
431 
432 This is a different slide, which is showing you the proposed capital budget so that 
433 you can see how the proposed expenditures would be made. You see the red 
434 being the Education Projects, which was the G.O. Bonds approved in 2005. You 
435 see the Enterprise Fund being almost 30% of the total. You see 9.55% being the 
436 G.O. Bonds again for General Government recognized from the 2005 
437 Referendum and the additional funding in Public Works and also the General 
438 Fund. 
439 

440 I'm very, very proud to include in the proposed capital budget the projects that 
441 were approved by the citizens in 2005 and that were originally scheduled for 
442 FY2009-10, but had to be delayed. While the economy has not improved, I 
443 believe we have planned to move forward with these needed projects in the 
444 coming year. 
445 

446 As you have seen throughout this presentation, there are still a number of 
447 unknowns in regards to this economic environment - and a number of County 
448 resources are also a moving target. 

L 449 

450 Where will the State Budget shortfall end, what is the final impact on our County 

L 

451 Budget? I wish I knew. What plan can we provide in order make sure that this 
452 budget is approved on time and in a reasonable manner before our citizens? I 
453 wish I knew. 
454 

455 Mr. Chairman and Members of the Planning Commission - what you've seen this 
456 evening is very a real picture of Henrico County which is not an island. We are 
457 being impacted. Perhaps not to the degree of other localities because of the 
458 constant planning efforts that we have had in place for a number of years. But 
459 when you hear it on the news, when you read in the paper, it does and has an 
460 impact on Henrico County. We have done very, very well in all of our years and I 
461 believe that we will continue to do well. I can only tell you as I have told staff on 
462 many occasions and as we do many things as we move to the future. Business 
463 as usual is not an option. The revenues as presented three years ago will not 
464 occur. Life is very, very different. The Government is and will be different as we 
465 move to the future. We have presented this Capital Budget to you and I can 
466 honestly say to you that we sincerely believe that we can do this. That we will 
467 move forward with these capital expenditures along with the operating 
468 expenditure presentation to the Board of Supervisors once we receive all of the 
469 information in reference to State revenue so that we can finalize the operating 
470 budget. We do not believe that it will impact the Capital Budget which we have 
471 just presented to you. 
472 
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473 Mr. Chairman, Members of the Commission, and Mr. Kaechele, of course, we 

474 stand ready to answer any questions you may have. 

475 


476 Mr. Vanarsdall - Any questions for Mr. Hazelett? 
 J 
477 

478 Mr. Branin - I have three. Now Mr. Hazelett thank you and staff 
479 for coming out this evening and giving us this information. First one, if we are 
480 waiting on the General Assembly to keep cutting, when would we actually know 
481 and be able to close out our budget? Are we looking and Mayor June? 
482 

483 Mr. Hazelett - We're under certain restrictions in reference to tax 
484 bills in reference to providing revenue to the school system in accordance to the 
485 State code. We don't actually know. There are certain items in State code that 
486 says we may have up to 30 days from the time that information is presented. 
487 We don't know when it will come out. We have set up legislative hearings for the 
488 Board of Supervisors beginning on March 15th 

• I'm hopeful that we'll have.that 
489 information from the State of Virginia in sufficient time to make the necessary 
490 additional cuts, which I know are coming, prior to going through legislative 
491 consideration by the Board. If not, in all probability I will delay the legislative 
492 hearings as far back as I possibly can. But, then I'm hit against the back end in 
493 reference to the adoption of the budget and the public hearing. One of the other 
494 practical things is that we can't send out tax bills for the June receipt of real 
495 estate tax until we know where we are in reference to the tax rate which of 
496 course impacts the budget. I would very honestly tell you we need to do all of J497 that by about May 1. I'm hoping we'll get there. 
498 

499 Mr. Branin - If the General Assembly follows suit like they do 
500 generally, they may not even come out of session until May. My second 
501 question is in regards to the projects that the capital improvement and the bond 
502 have provided for 2009-2010 that are going forward, isn't it a bright note that 
503 because of the economic situation and the climate out there currently that we'll 
504 be able to bring those in under budget by large-by a decent amount. 
505 

506 Mr. Hazelett - Very much so, Mr. Branin. The construction prices 
507 that we're receiving are very, very low at this point and time and we need to take 
508 advantage every one that we possibly can; which is what we have done. We took 
509 of course a one-year hiatus because of revenue concerns. But we did plan on 
510 making sure that we could let these projects in next year. And I believe that we 
511 will receive help by the reduction in those construction costs and therefore we'll 
512 be able to move with other projects. It is the time to do that. And also, we still 
513 believe that we will have very, very good bond ratings that we have received in 
514 the past year, to year and a half. At the Board of Supervisors meeting Tuesday, 
515 we requested and received approval to consider refinancing any of our bond 
516 projects for the last several years due to the good bond ratings that are out there 
517 or that may be out there for the next several months. 
518 J 
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519 Mr. Branin - And, my third and final; with the climate on the federal 
520 level in D.C., and with the Obama administration pushing for green, green 
521 everything. I know that there are programs out there for when we go to upgrade 

l 

522 or repair, or change out AC units, and heating units, and so forth. Are we taking 
523 advantage of those green elements and LEEDs programs that are out there? 
524 Because J've had people say to me in the past we know that you can get your air 
525 conditioning replaced and LEED pay for the initial. I don't know exactly how that 
526 systems works. Has the County looked into federal help and the green initiatives 
527 and all of that? 
528 

529 Mr. Hazelett - Yes, we have in reference to the County that 
530 undertakes new or any large projects we are looking for LEED elements to 
531 become LEED certified in reference to all of that. In reference to any 
532 renovations if there are federal grants available, and they are somewhat different 
533 than single-family, but if they are available in reference to environmental 
534 aspects/green, we are looking into and do use them. Thank you. 
535 
536 Mr. Branin - That's all I have. Thank you. 
537 
538 Mr. Archer - I had a couple of questions, but I think I'll just ask one 
539 and this is more specific to Fairfield. Under the partially-funded Henrico High 
540 School. The first phase appears to be designated to plan and design, and some 
541 construction. Will that involve any new construction as far as the physical plant 
542 is concerned or is it demolition and reconstruction? That's on page 6, I believe. 
543 

544 Mr. Hazelett - Page 7 perhaps? 
545 
546 Mr. Archer - Could be. Yes, I wrote over my page number. 
547 

548 Mr. Hazelett - Showing $1.2 million in 2010-11 which is a request 
549 showing $16.4 million in 2011-12. Mr. Archer part of my problem is there's also 
550 an additional $33 million dollars that would be needed for that project. So J'm 
551 proposing to take that $1.2 million dollars and put it into the reserve which would 
552 be available for other projects. There is going to have to be consideration of a 
553 bond referendum for education projects. At this point and time I have suggested 
554 to the Board of Supervisors that it probably would not be considered. Of course 
555 it is up to the Board of Supervisors, until February 2012. That will carry a 
556 number of education projects and well as other improvements. My concern is 
557 that we have to be able to pay the debt service and reach all of our debt 
558 parameters. And I quite frankly, I don't see spending 1.2 million dollars this year 
559 and $16.4 million next year when I don't have the $33 million dollars. That's not 
560 partia I. 

L 
561 

562 Mr. Archer - That was part of why I was asking now. But I was 
563 also asking considering the physical plant as it is now, will that take in to 
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564 consideration building new buildings, or demolishing and reconstructing what's 
565 already there? I don't know if there's a lot of space over there. 
566 

567 Mr. Hazelett - I'll have to let Mr. Ch iarochi, who is here from Schools J 
568 answer that question. Even though I believe I know the answer, AI. 

569 


570 Mr. Chiarochi - [Unintelligible] 

571 


572 Mr. Archer - I believe the folks in the back wanted that on the mike 

573 for the record. But, you can repeat that. I think it just says no new construction. 

574 


575 Mr. Hazelett - That is correct. No new construction. They'll just see 

576 improvements within the building. 

577 

578 Mr. Vanarsdall - Any more questions for Mr. Manager? 

579 


580 Mr. Kaechele - Yes I have one. Mr. Manager in all these capital 

581 projects the funding source is identified and a lot of it is bonds and outside of the 

582 Enterprise Zone. About $8.6 million is identified as general fund revenue, does 

583 that include fund balance-general fund revenue? 

584 


585 Mr. Hazelett - Yes sir it actually comes as an overage. If you recall 

586 our internal policy is to restrict fund balance accumulation to 18% of the 

587 operating budget. Any funds that have been received-we do look to that for 
 J588 consideration of capital improvement, which is where that is. Yes sir. 
589 

590 Mr. Kaechele - So would you identify most of that $8.6 million of 
591 general fund revenue as fund balance. 
592 Mr. Hazelett - Yes sir. 
593 

594 Mr. Kaechele - Thank you. 
595 

596 Mr. Vanarsdall - Mr. Hazelett, how does this downturn-I know the 
597 lottery funds are earmarks for education. How does this affect the lottery 
598 funds- a downturn like this? 
599 

600 Mr. Hazelett - Actually, the lottery funds were taken by the States 
601 and are included in operating expenses of the school. They simply took it away 
602 as far as a construction intent, and giving it back in reference to the funding that 
603 there providing for operations of the school. So in essence, it does not exist. 
604 

605 Mr. Vanarsdall - [unintelligible] done recently? 
606 

607 Mr. Hazelett- It was done-not this budget year, but last budget 
608 year. 
609 J 
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610 Mr. Vanarsdall - How [unintelligible]. 

611 


612 Mr. Hazelett- Yes. 

613 

l 

614 Mr. Vanarsdall - I knew they did something to it. 
615 

616 Mr. Vanarsdall - The other thing, along educational lines. I saw this 
617 article in the paper. It says the government wants to unfreeze school funds to 
618 take care of I believe it's eight counties-northern Virginia counties that have 
619 suffered more than anybody they say. Today this came up in the Richmond 
620 Regional Planning District. Mr. Silber was there, and Mr. Kaechele. We voted for 
621 them not to unfreeze it, to keep it like it is. I'm not familiar with the index they 
622 used when it isn't unfrozen. I know you know about that. This would affect our 
623 funds if they unfroze it. 
624 

625 Mr. Hazelett - It does affect our funds. The item that you're referring 
626 to is a little misleading. It does show about a $1.3 million impact to Henrico 
627 County if the composite index is changed. And I believe that's what the General 
628 Assembly's going to do. If it remained the same or frozen then we would be in a 
629 better position. We would not be losing $1.3 million dollars. There's a figure 
630 beside it that we've been trying to provide information to those of you who were 
631 there. It's a little over $25 million dollars. That in essence-you have to be very 
632 careful. This was not put together by the PDC or its staff, it was put together by 
633 an individual who provides this information to different entities. We believe 
634 Henrico's position was for $14 million dollars of stimulus which was taken back 
635 and we only use for capital purposes in schools. And a little over a $10 million 
636 reduction between this budget year and the next budget year which we have 
637 been aware of since last year. We have accounted for all of that and that is not 
638 an impact. The $1.3 is an impact to us but that is not all of the education 
639 reduction that we know is going to come. There are some other conversations. 
640 There have been news reports. We don't know exactly where it will iand-that 
641 across the state the General Assembly will reduce education funding by an 
642 additional $720 million dollars. And so that will impact all of us. When you 
643 speak to the movement or the unfreezing of the composite index, what that 
644 means is some of the northern Virginia counties will receive additional funding. I 
645 do know the number for Fairfax County is $61 million. There are other counties 
646 who will receive additional funding, but, they will also receive a reduction in 
647 funding of the $720 million dollars or whatever that figure is that the General 
648 Assembly considers for education reduction before they come out of session; 
649 hopefully. 
650 

651 Mr. Vanarsdall - Thank you. 

L 
652 

653 Mr. Vanarsdall - Any other questions? 

654 
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655 Mr. Kaechele - Yes, one more. Mr. Manager, the projects listed 
656 under the General Obligation bonds of 2005. If we complete these projects will 
657 that complete this referendum? 
658 J 
659 Mr. Hazelett - I believe these are the last projects. Walter is there 
660 any more? 
661 

662 Mr. [unintelligible] - [unintelligible] 
663 

664 Mr. Kaechele - Okay, so it's still going on. Okay, but what about 
665 selling-will we have to sell new bonds for these projects? Or is that in the 
666 pipeline. 
667 

668 Mr. Hazelett - Yes we do. 
669 
670 Mr. Kaechele - All of it. 
671 

672 Mr. Hazelett - A number of years ago we went to only selling the 
673 bonds when it was necessary. So bonds will be sold after July 1 assuming the 
674 Board approves the capital budget as well [unintelligible]. 
675 

676 Mr. Kaechele - The whole $70 million plus or whatever. 
677 
678 Mr. Hazelett - That which is designated for the year. Yes sir, $68 J679 million something like that. 
680 

681 Mr. Vanarsdall - Thank you very much for all that hard work and 
682 efforts. 
683 
684 Mr. Hazelett - Thank you Mr. Chairman, members of the Planning 
685 Commission. AlthoUgh these individuals behind me don't say a lot in this 
686 particular hearing, I assure you we could not do without each and every one of 
687 them. And them being very much aware and mindful of the impacts of where we 
688 are today and where we were last year, where we are going and where we may 
689 have to go in reference to our expenditures. I'm very, very proud to work with 
690 these individuals. Even though I lose hair over this particular budget each and 
691 every day, I'm tickled to be able to be a part of this team. It makes a difference 
692 each and every day. 
693 
694 Mr. Vanarsdall - A good team you've had for a long time. This isa 
695 public hearing. Anyone in the audience like to speak? 
696 

697 Mr. Vanarsdall - Mr. Secretary you need the resolution don't you? 
698 

699 Mr. Emerson - Yes I do. You have a Resolution that I provided to j
700 you at the beginning of the meeting. Resolution PCR-1-10 Capital 
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701 Improvements Program for FY2010-11 through FY2014-15. If you'd like I can 
702 read it into the record. 
703 

704 WHEREAS, in accordance with §15.2-2239 of the Code of Virginia, the County 
705 Manager requested the Planning Commission to review and make 
706 recommendations concerning the Capital Budget for fiscal year 2010-11 and the 
707 Capital Improvements Program for fiscal years 2010-11 through 2014-15 to the 
708 Board of Supervisors; and 
709 

710 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has completed its review of the Capital 
711 Budget and the five year Capital Improvements Program. 
712 

713 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Henrico County Planning 
714 Commission finds that the Capital Budget for fiscal years 2010-11 and the 
715 Capital Improvements Program for fiscal years 2010-11 through 2014-15 are 
716 generally consistent with the County's Comprehensive Plan and recommends 
717 their approval. 
718 

719 Mr. Vanarsdall 
720 

721 Mr. Branin 

l 
722 

723 Mr. Archer 
724 

725 Mr. Kaechele 
726 

727 Mr. Vanarsdall 
728 

729 Mr. Vanarsdall-

We need a motion. 

I move for approval of the Resolution. 

Second. 

Mr. Chairman I'm going to abstain on this vote. 

Yes sir, Mr. Kaechele. 

A motion made by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. 

L 

730 Archer. All in favor say aye, all opposed. The ayes have it. 
731 

732 Mr. Vanarsdall - Before we close-as difficult as this has been, the 
733 hard times, then it will be better times. We live and work in the best County in 
734 the best Country of the world in the world. With that, I would like to have 
735 everyone face the flag and say the Pledge of Allegience. 
736 
737 Mr. Vanarsdall- Thank you and thank you for coming. 
738 

739 Mr. Hazelett- Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of the 
740 Planning Commission. 
741 

742 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman you could recess the meeting for nine 
743 minutes until you begin your regular agenda, if you so choose. 
744 

745 Mr. Vanarsdall- Alright. 
746 
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747 THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT THIS TIME FOR A BREAK. 

748 


749 THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECONVENED AT 7:07 P.M. 

750 
 J 
751 Mr. David Kaechele, the Board of Supervisors' representative, abstains on 
752 all cases unless otherwise noted. 
753 

754 Mr. Vanarsdall - Good evening everyone. The Planning Commission 
755 will now come to order. I believe we have two cases tonight and we would like to 
756 get underway. I'll turn this over to our secretary and director, Mr. Emerson. 
757 

758 Mr. Emerson - Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The first item on your 
759 agenda tonight under the regular section beginning at 7:00 p.m. will be the 
760 Requests for Withdrawals and Deferrals. Those will be presented by Mr. Jim 
761 Strauss. 
762 
763 Mr. Vanarsdall - Good evening, Mr. Strauss. 
764 

765 Mr. Strauss - Good evening. The first deferral request this evening 
766 is on page 1 of the agenda; it is in the Varina District, C-31 C-09. This is a 
767 request to conditionally rezone from the A-1 Agricultural District, R-5 General 
768 Residential District and M-1 Light Industrial District Conditional to the R-5C 
769 General Residence District. A multi-family development and retail business uses 
770 are proposed. The applicant is requesting a deferral to the March 11, 2010 J771 meeting. 
772 

773 (Deferred from the January 14. 2010 Meeting) 
774 C-31C-09 Andrew M. Condlin for White Oak Crossing 
775 Acquisition, LLC: Request to conditionally rezone from A-1 Agricultural District, 
776 R-5 General Residence District and M-1 Light Industrial District to R-5C General 
777 Residence District (Conditional) and M-1 C Light Industrial District (Conditional), 
778 Parcels 811-719-8863,812-719-1130,811-718-1589 and part of Parcel 813
779 720-9405, containing approximately 30.9 acres, located at the northwest 
780 intersection of S. Laburnum Avenue and Interstate 64, south of the Southern 
781 Railway right-of-way. The applicant proposes a multi-family development of no 
782 more than three hundred fifty (350) dwelling units and retail/business uses. The 
783 R-5 District allows a maximum gross density of 14.52 units per acre. The uses 
784 will be controlled by zoning ordinance regulations and proffered conditions. The 
785 Land Use Plan recommends Planned I ndustry and Environmental Protection 
786 Area. The site is in the Airport Safety Overlay District. 
787 
788 Mr. Vanarsdall- Is there any opposition in the audience to C-31C-09, 
789 Andrew M. Condlin for White Oak CrOSSing Acquisition, LLC? No opposition. 
790 J 
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791 Mr. Jernigan - Mr. Chairman, with that I will move for deferral of case 
792 C-31 C-09, Andrew M. Condlin for White Oak Crossing Acquisition, LLC, to 
793 March 11, 2010, by request of the applicant. 

l 

794 

795 Mr. Branin - Second. 
796 

797 Mr. Vanarsdall - Motion by Mr. Jernigan, seconded by Mr. Branin. All 
798 in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
799 

800 At the request of the applicant, the Planning Commission deferred C-31C-09, 
801 Andrew M. Condlin for White Oak Crossing Acquisition, LLC, to its meeting on 
802 March 11,2010. 
803 

804 Mr. Strauss - The second request for deferral this evening is in the 
805 Three Chopt District, page 2 of the agenda. This is case C-4C-10 and is a 
806 request to amend proffered conditions accepted with rezoning case C-13C-07. 
807 An amendment to Proffer 3 is proposed to allow one direct vehicular access from 
808 Glenside Drive to the site. The applicant is requesting a deferral to the March 
809 11, 2010 meeting. 
810 

811 C-4C-10 Andrew M. Condlin, Esq. for Reynolds Holdings, 
812 LLC and Reynolds Crossing Property Owners Association, Inc.: Request to 
813 amend proffered conditions accepted with Rezoning Case C-13C-07, on part of 
814 Parcels 765-744-6557 and 767-744-6325, located at the eastern intersection of 

L 

815 Forest Avenue and Glenside Drive. The applicant proposes to amend Proffer 3 
816 to allow one direct vehicular access from Glenside Drive to the site. The existing 
817 zoning is B-2C and B-3C Business Districts (Conditional) and 0-3C Office 
818 District (Conditional). The Land Use Plan recommends Commercial 
819 Concentration and Office. The site is in the Enterprise Zone. 
820 

821 Mr. Vanarsdall - Anyone in the audience in opposition to the deferral 
822 of this case, C-4C-10, Andrew M. Condlin, Esq. for Reynolds Holdings, LLC and 
823 Reynolds Crossing Property Owners Association, Inc.? This is in the Three 
824 Chopt District. No opposition. 
825 

826 Mr. Branin - Mr. Chairman, I'd like to move that C-4C-10, Andrew 
827 M. Condlin, Esq. for Reynolds Holdings, LLC and Reynolds Crossing Property 
828 Owners Association, Inc., be deferred to the March 11, 2010 meeting, per the 
829 applicant's request. 
830 

831 Mr. Archer - Second. 
832 

833 Mr. Vanarsdall - Motion made by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Archer. 
834 All in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
835 

February 11, 2010 19 Planning Commission 



836 At the request of the applicant, the Planning Commission deferred C-4C-10, 

837 Andrew M. Condlin, Esq. for Reynolds Holdings, LLC and Reynolds Crossing 

838 Property Owners Association, Inc., to its meeting on March 11, 2010. 

839 
 J 
840 Mr. Strauss - Those are all the deferrals that staff is aware of at this 
841 time. 
842 

843 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, if there are no deferrals from the 
844 Commission tonight, the next item on your agenda would be requests for 
845 expedited items, and we do not have any. That leaves two cases to be heard on 
846 your regular agenda. 
847 

848 Mr. Vanarsdall - All right. 
849 

850 C-2C-10 Larry Horton for Saint Claire Ridge Development 
851 Company, LLC: Request to amend proffered conditions accepted with Rezoning 
852 Case C-58C-04, on Parcels 800-730-7438, 800-730-6327, 800-730-6531, 800
853 730-8916, and 800-730-5923 located on the north line of Elkridge Lane at its 
854 intersection with 20th Street. The applicant proposes to amend Proffer 1 related 
855 to entrance features, Proffer 10 related to density, Proffer 11 related to the 
856 illustrative master plan, and Proffer 19 related to conceptual elevations. The 
857 existing zoning is RTHC Residential Townhouse District (Conditional). The Land 
858 Use Plan recommends Urban Residential, density should range from 3.4 to 6.8 
859 units per acre. J860 

861 Mr. Vanarsdall- Anyone in the audience in opposition to C-2C-10, 
862 Larry Horton for Saint Claire Ridge Development Company, LLC? This is in the 
863 Fairfield District. There is no opposition. Good evening, Mr. Props. 
864 

865 Mr. Props - Good evening, sir. Mr. Chairman, members of the 
866 Commission, this request would amend proffers accepted with C-58C-04 located 
867 on the north line of Elkridge Lane at its intersection with 20th Street. Montezuma 
868 Farms and Oak Hill subdivisions are to the east and south, single-family 
869 residential to the north, and Mosby Memorial Baptist, Osthimer Florist, and St. 
870 Claire Ridge Townhomes to the west 
871 

872 The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends the site for Urban Residential with 
873 a density range of 3.4 to 6.8 units per acre. The requested amendments would 
874 not change the overall use of the property. However, the requested higher 
875 density is not consistent with the Vision, Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the 
876 Plan because it over-intensifies the site and would disrupt the logical 
877 arrangement of land uses intended as a transition from more intense to less 
878 intense development. 
879 

880 Proffer 1 originally proffered an entrance feature substantially similar to those 
881 shown on Attachment A. This request would remove the gazebo as an entrance J 
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882 feature to develop one of three additional condominium units. Deletion of this 
883 feature should not diminish the overall development. 
884 

885 Proffer 10 approved with C-58C-04, restricts the maximum number of homes to 
886 37 detached condominium units or 5.3 units per acre. This proffer amendment 
887 would allow 3 additional units for a total of 40, or 5.73 units per acre. The 37 
888 units approved with C-58C-04, while greater than the 2010 Land Use Plan 
889 recommendation of 3.4 units per acre, was considered as an appropriate 
890 transition from the adjoining R-5 townhouse development, also owned by the 
891 applicant. This transition was important when considering rezoning, density, and 
892 amenities for this property. 

L 

893 

894 Proffer 11 would amend the Illustrative Master Plan by substituting a new "Site 
895 Layout Plan." This plan would reduce the open space area enclosed by Elkridge 
896 Circle. Two of the three additional condominium units would be developed on 
897 this area. This open space area is an important component of the original 
898 unified and cohesive development concept and not only serves 37 
899 condominiums, but also the adjacent 54 townhomes to the north. A third 
900 additional unit is proposed adjacent to the deleted gazebo entrance. This 
901 proposed unit, however, would not meet side yard setback requirements. 
902 

903 Proffer 19 would replace approved architectural drawings with five new 
904 conceptual elevations shown on this exhibit. These revised elevations range 
905 from 1,350 square feet to 1,795 square feet. 
906 

907 While staff believes that Proffers 1 and 19 could be acceptable provided all other 
908 proffers remain unchanged, it does not support the overall request. The original 
909 rezoning case, C-58C-04, represented a level of development that would be 
910 diminished with the increased density and reduced open space. This request 
911 would also lessen the overall character and development quality while over
912 intensifying a transitional site. Should the applicant desire to pursue amending 
913 Proffers 1 and 19, this could be accomplished through a Plan of Development 
914 amendment. 
915 

916 This concludes my presentation and I would be happy to answer any questions. 
917 

918 Mr. Vanarsdall - You support 1 and 19, and do not support 10 and 11. 
919 

920 Mr. Props - Yes sir. As an overall case, we are not supportive. 
921 There are other avenues, we feel, to amend those. 
922 

923 Mr. Vanarsdall - Thank you, Mr. Props. Any questions? 

L 
924 

925 Mr. Jernigan - Mr. Props, you said where the gazebo was, that 
926 would be another lot but it won't meet the side yard setback? 
927 

February 11, 2010 21 Planning Commission 



J 


944 Craft Homes. We're the developer and builder on this site. This site was zoning 
945 in 2005 and we started selling and developing it on 2007. We have been in 
946 there for about three years and it's been a tough climate for homebuilders these 
947 days. We have yet to sell any houses in there, so I'm trying to get a little density 
948 to see if it can help me out. 
949 

950 As far as trying to qualify people, during 2008, I was a site agent out there in the 
951 townhouse building trying to sell both of these and never could get anybody J952 interested in it. So we're trying to get a couple more lots to hopefully be able to 
953 reduce our sales price to qualify some people. I had sent out letter to all the 
954 adjacent properties a month or so ago. Didn't have anybody call me except for 
955 one lady that wanted to know when we would put a privacy fence up. We're 
956 having a privacy fence I guess along the east property line next to the 
957 neighborhood. Due to some issues over there-if you know this area over by the 
958 Showplace-they'd very much like to have that fence up to keep out some of the 
959 foot traffic. That's the only thing. I personally talked to the president of the 
960 homeowners' association of the neighborhood and he had no problems with me 
961 increasing the density. The letters I sent, I told them what I was trying to do and I 
962 did send them a letter with the same layout that the staff had up here, Circling the 
963 units, and they didn't seem to mind me adding point two tenths of a density. 
964 
965 I take exception with the Comp Plan calling this Urban Residential with a density 
966 of 3.4 to 6.8. This was zoned in 2005 to RTH and the condo portion of that 
967 clearly permits nine per acre. I don't know why this is called Urban Residential 
968 because it was already zoned RTH when the 2026 Plan was done in 2006 and 
969 this was done in 2005. So clearly, if I get these .2 units, I'm at 5.7. That is below 
970 the density that staff states, but I think it's nine because it's zoned condos. The 
971 staff ord inance clearly says it's nine per acre. So I take exception to that. 
972 J 

928 Mr. Props- That's correct, sir. 

929 


930 Mr. Jernigan - He would have to file for a variance for that or either 

931 [blank space on recording] lot. 

932 

933 Mr. Props 
934 

935 Mr. Vanarsdall 
936 

937 Mr. Archer 
938 

939 Mr. Vanarsdall 
940 

941 Mr. Archer 
942 

943 Mr. Horton 

Yes sir. 

Mr. Archer, do you want to hear from the applicant? 

I think we need to. 

Do you think he wants to speak? 

Absolutely. 

Good evening. My name is Larry Horton from Style 
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973 Staff had mentioned cutting back on the open space and amenities, and unified 
974 developed. I also take exception to this. This was done under two separate 
975 POD's. We are the owner of both of them, but it's two separate POD's. I tried to 

l 

976 combine the two associations at one point in time to see about the side yard 
977 setback that I'll explain in a minute, but the County Attorney ruled that since it 
978 was two separate zoning, two separate POD's, that it was two separate projects 
979 and not combined. Furthermore, I have two associations and have two separate 
980 Board of Directors, and fee structure. These are two separate sites. They are not 
981 one unified development. It's different categories with different Boards. The 
982 townhouse people have their thing and the single-family condo people have 
983 theirs. It's not one development. 
984 
985 In our opinion and also that of the County Attorney's office, this is a single-family 
986 subdivision with 37 lots. I have never seen anywhere in this County or anywhere 
987 else, even if I was out on Pouncey Tract Road, where a 37-unit subdivision 
988 would have amenities and a lot of open space and all that staff seems to feel like 
989 this supports. This area in the circle was just a field. With this price going over 
990 here, reducing the homeowners' fees is very, very important. It's the difference 
991 between qualifying somebody and getting a loan, and not getting a getting loan. 
992 And I'd like to get a couple more lots in there to bring the overall cost down. 
993 Nothing was ever proffered or shown on the approved POD for that particular 
994 area at all. My breakeven that we use to consider putting in amenities is about 
995 110 to 120 units of same zoning, like units. Thirty-seven? No way, particularly in 
996 this particular market. Never planned on doing anything because, like I say
997 and as a practical matter, it's kind of ownership, to the whole 6.98 acres is all 
998 open space, all common area owned by everybody in there. They all own 
999 everything so everything is open space with the condo ownership. 

1000 

1001 Addressing Lot 38, which is the one that I have the setback issue on, I can't slide 
1002 my buildable area over because there's a storm sewer line through there. That's 
1003 cost-prohibitive to adjust that. So what I'd like to propose there is I need a 45
1004 foot setback from the townhouses and I'd like to cut back on that buildable area 
1005 about 10 feet. That gives me a buildable area of about 24 by 35. In that space, I 
1006 would like to add three new elevations to the mix I already have, which would be 
1007 the three units that I have in my townhouse building. They meet the square 
1008 footage and the other proffers. As far as to what I'm amending, it's strictly trying 
1009 to get a density thing. I'm not changing any of the brick fronts or the garages or 
1010 changing any of that. So I'd like to add, basically, the one townhouse building 
lOll we've got there. I would like to take those three separate units and include them 
1012 into my product mix. All three of those would meet all of the zoning proffers and 
1013 they would fit in this new buildable area on that first lot. 

L 
1014 
1015 On the two in the circle, like I say, nothing was ever shown or proffered in that 
1016 area. It was just a grassy field. As stated before, this is condo ownership, so 
1017 everybody there owns all the property out there. The adjacent area around it, 
1018 that neighborhood is R-4. It's been a long time since I've done R-4 since you 
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1019 deleted it. Seem to me I recall you could get around five or so in an R-4 if you 

1020 did a lot of cul-de-sacs. I'm right at that now and not really bumping that up that 

1021 much. 

1022 
 J 
1023 This area IS In an Enterprise zone and if you recall when you went down 
1024 Mechanicsville Pike, there was this old nursery that had abandoned cars and 
1025 houses and all kinds of stuff. We cleaned it up and turned into a nice townhouse 
1026 feature sitting up on a hill. And, of course, the condos are in the back. 
1027 

1028 I guess that's about it. I don't think this is a big request, .2. As far as for the 
1029 neighborhood, no one's here, no one called, they have no problem, so I don't 
1030 think there was anything that was promised to them or deception in any part. I'm 
1031 talking about three homes. I'd like to get something, so if I could get all three, 
1032 that would be great; if I could get one, that would be great; if I could just get two. 
1033 But I'd like to get all three and I think this is a very reasonable request based on 
1034 the density, where it is, and trying to keep my dues low and my costs low to try to 
1035 get somebody the homeownership that most people desire these days. With 
1036 that, I'd be glad to answer any questions. 
1037 

1038 Mr. Branin - Mr. Chairman, I have a comment. Mr. Horton? 
1039 

1040 Mr. Horton - Yes sir. 
1041 

1042 Mr. Branin - I'm familiar with the case and I've heard you take a lot J1043 of exceptions this evening to staff's report. 
1044 

1045 Mr. Horton - Yes sir. 
1046 

1047 Mr. Branin - It's my turn to take an exception. In the Three Chopt 
1048 District-which I represent and have had the pleasure and the honor to represent 
1049 for seven years-I have 12-lot subdivisions and I've had 300-lot subdivisions. 
1050 No matter what the size, what the density is, on every case in the Three Chopt 
1051 District we ask for amenities. So I take exception to your exception. 
1052 

1053 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, if I might clarify a few points as well. 
1054 There were many references made regarding lots. This is a detached 
1055 condominium development; there are no lots. The setback that Mr. Horton is 
1056 referring to is the side setback line overall. The other thing I would like to remind 
1057 the Commission, many of you probably remernber this case. The actual request 
1058 from staff was that this go to an R-5A zoning. The developer at that time, which 
1059 wasn't Mr. Horton or his company, did not want to go that route because of the 
1060 surrounding R-4 zoning. The compromise that was reached on this case was the 
1061 detached condominium at a density that would blend in with the surrounding 
1062 neighborhood. The 37 units that were approved essentially achieved that. So 
1063 that's the history behind the case, if you will recall. We also requested the 
1064 developer at that time to combine the cases and bring in the town home J 
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l 
1065 community along with it. Of course that did not happen, but there was overall 
1066 discussion regarding both developments at that time. The overall conceptual 
1067 plan was what was accepted by the Commission as a quality development in 
1068 keeping with this area. 

l 

1069 

1070 Mr. Horton - The townhouse portion was already zoned. That was 
1071 zoned when the application was done. I don't know the history of it because I 
1072 wasn't involved, but it's R-5, and I don't know if it was a Comp Plan amendment 
1073 or not. 
1074 

1075 Mr. Emerson - It was existing zoning. 
1076 

1077 Mr. Horton - It was existing zoning where the townhouses are. Yes 
1078 it was. 
1079 

1080 Mr. Vanarsdall - Any other questions for Mr. Horton? 
1081 

1082 Mr. Jernigan - Mr. Horton? 
1083 

1084 Mr. Horton - Yes sir. 
1085 

1086 Mr. Jernigan - Ms. Sherry just handed me this. These are the three 
1087 new elevations that you want? 
1088 

1089 Mr. Horton - Yes sir. 
1090 

1091 Mr. Jernigan - One of these would be on Lot 38. 
1092 

1093 Mr. Horton - Yes sir. 
1094 

1095 Mr. Archer - Mr. Horton, you're not changed from the Bruton, 
1096 thoug h. 
1097 

1098 Mr. Horton - No sir. I'm just adding these for my setback situation. 
1099 The Bruton is still in there. I have filed my POD because I know I have to go 
1100 through that. I've also filed a Building Permit for the Bruton. We'd very much like 
llOl to get started on that Building Permit as soon as possible. Assuming we are 
ll02 going to have a spring market, we would like to have that model started to 
1103 maybe pick up some homeowners with that $8,000 tax credit before it expires. I 
1104 know I need to go through the POD. If I get through the elevations, I'd like to be 
1105 able to start my permit. But if I can't, I'll just have to wait until the 24th to come to 
1106 POD to officially add these elevations to get my model going. 

L
1107 

1108 Mr. Archer - Okay. Now, when we talked Tuesday, I mentioned 
1109 that there were two elevations shown as the Bruton. One is Elevation A and the 
1110 other one is Elevation B. Elevation B, of course, is not going to be [audio fades 
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1111 out] one because it has some dormer windows in the roof that sort of breaks 

1112 things up. At that time, you weren't sure which one? 

1113 


1114 Mr. Horton- No sir. 
 J 
1115 

1116 Mr. Archer - Are you still not? 
1117 

1118 Mr. Horton - No sir. I do not know. If it's important for me to say 
1119 that my commitment would be to the one with the dormers, I can do that. The 
1120 person that fills out Building Permits has been sick for a couple of days. Since 
1121 we met Tuesday afternoon, I couldn't find out what elevation we actually filed. I 
1122 know it's the Bruton, but I don't know which one. 
1123 

1124 Mr. Archer - I was just commenting that, that is the most desirable 
1125 one of the two. 
1126 

1127 Mr. Horton - I don't know what we filed for. 
1128 

1129 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, if I might add a comment again; I'm 
1130 sorry to keep interrupting. On the two proffers that staff supports-and Mr. Props 
1131 did note this-if you look at the original proffers, June 21, 2005, Proffer #1 talks 
1132 about the entrance feature, which deals with the lot in question. It allows for 
1133 changes, if they're requested and specifically approved at the time of plan of 
1134 development. Then Proffer 19, which deals with conceptual elevations, contains J1135 the same language, that the elevations will be the same as submitted with the 
1136 case unless otherwise requested and specifically approved at the time of plan of 
1137 development. So both of those items can be addressed through the plan of 
1138 development process. 
1139 

1140 Mr. Horton - On the gazebo, as far as for the entrance feature 
1141 there, I'm still leaving the landscaping and the monuments we're putting up. The 
1142 gazebo is something that would have been a gathering place that we thought 
1143 would be undesirable based on me going up in that area, personally sitting 
1144 [unintelligible] neighbors. When the gazebo was sited, I guess it was an 
1145 oversight on a lot of people on top of that sewer line. The other entrance feature 
1146 and the landscaping, everything else that was proffered is going to be there. It's 
1147 just the gazebo is what I would like to eliminate. Everything else will still be 
1148 there. I want it to look nice when you come in just like the entrance corning off 
1149 Mechanicsville Pike looks nice. I want my back entrance to look nice also. 
1150 

1151 Mr. Archer- I don't have any more questions. 
1152 

1153 Mr. Horton - Thank you. 
1154 

1155 Mr. Archer - Mr. Chairman, we've had quite a few meetings on this 
1156 in the past two or three months. There have been a lot of phone conversations. J 
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L 
1157 Mr. Horton has really worked diligently and very cordially with us in trying to 
1158 make these changes that he wants to accomplish. I every much appreciate what 
1159 he's trying to do. He did mention that none of the neighborhood associations 
1160 have objected for what his use would be. I still contend that we also, in addition 
1161 to looking out for the adjacent neighborhoods, we have to look out for the 
1162 prospective buyers. 
1163 

1164 When we originally brought this case-and some of you may recall it-it took 
1165 some time because originally we were asked to do something that we really 
1166 weren't much interested in at all. It was a difficult case and looking at the fact 
1167 that we paired it down to these 37 units, we can't throw out the fact that all of the 
1168 elements in that case, taken in totality, were considered when trying to make a 
1169 decision as to whether or not we would grant that zoning case. Because they 
1170 were, we did, and we thought that it would make a reasonable transition between 
1171 Montezuma Gardens and what we were building here. Having said all that-and 
1172 I have to agree with staff-if we didn't do the things that we originally had 
1173 proffered in this case, it would reduce the overall quality and it would increase 
1174 the density to something we didn't want to do back at that time. While I agree 
1175 that it's reasonable that we could support the amendments to proffers 1 and 19, I 
1176 can't support 10 and 11. So, with that, my recommendation would be to the 
1177 Board that no changes be made to 10 and 11 in the original Master Plan. 

L 

L 
1178 

1179 Mr. Jernigan - Second. 
1180 

1181 Mr. Vanarsdall - Motion by Mr. Archer, seconded by Mr. Jernigan. All 
1182 in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes to 
1183 deny the request. 
1184 

1185 REASON: Acting on a motion by Mr. Archer, seconded by Mr. Jernigan, the 
1186 Planning Commission voted 4-0 (one absent, one abstention) to recommend the 
1187 Board of SupeNisors deny the request because it over-intensifies the site and 
1188 would disrupt the logical arrangement of land uses intended as a transition from 
1189 more intense to less intense development. 
1190 

1191 Mr. Emerson - Is that a motion for denial? 
1192 

1193 Mr. Archer - Yes it is. Of course he has between now and the time 
1194 the Board meets. He has to amend this to the point that they could pass it. I'm 
1195 recommending that 1 and 19 [blank section on recording] by the Board, but it will 
1196 be up to them. 
1197 

1198 Mr. Emerson - I think if Mr. Horton wanted to discuss it with the 
1199 Planning Commission at the time of POD-and he has a plan of development 
1200 pending on this project-that it's within the Commission's discretion on those two 
1201 proffers, Mr. Archer. Those two really do not require a proffer amendment. That 
1202 can be handled at time of plan of development if the Commission so desires to 
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1203 consider his requests. Therefore, Mr. Horton wanted to withdraw this case, he 
1204 possibly could accomplish at least the two items that staff supports at plan of 
1205 development. 
1206 J 
1207 C-3C-10 Grattan Associates, P.C. for Edward Lee Clay and 
1208 Carl John Bailey Clay: Request to conditionally rezone 'from A-1 Agricultural 
1209 District to R-3C One-Family Residence District (Conditional), Parcel 738-756
1210 7754, containing 1.93 acres, located at the northwest intersection of Sunrise and 
1211 Pump Roads. The applicants propose a single-family residential subdivision. The 
1212 R-3 District allows a minimum lot size of 11,000 square feet and a maximum 
1213 gross density of 3.96 units per acre. The use will be controlled by zoning 
1214 ordinance regulations and proffered conditions. The Land Use Plan recommends 
1215 Suburban Residential 2, density should not exceed 3.4 units per acre. 
1216 

1217 Mr. Vanarsdall - Anyone in the audience in opposition to case C-3C
1218 10, Grattan Associates, P.C. for Edward Lee Clay and Carl John Bailey Clay? 
1219 No opposition. Good evening, Rosemary. 
1220 

1221 Ms. Deemer - Good evening members of the Commission and Mr. 
1222 Kaechele. 
1223 

1224 As our Director mentioned, this request is to rezone 1.93 acres from A-1 
1225 Agriculture to R-3C One Family Residence District to allow for the development 
1226 of a residential subdivision. Located at the northwest intersection of Sunrise and J1227 Pump Roads, the property is surrounded by the Laurel Woods, Willbrook, 
1228 Kingsbury, and Summerwood subdivisions while the Chesterbrook Academy is 
1229 located directly to the south. 
1230 

1231 Zoning in the immediate area is predominantly R-3AC, with a mixture of R-3, R-5 
1232 and A-1. The properties zoned A-1 are characterized as residential uses on 
1233 parcels smaller than five acres and property owned by Henrico County for the 
1234 design and construction of John Rolfe Parkway. 
1235 

1236 Since the distribution of the staff report, the applicants have submitted revised 
1237 proffers dated February 11, 2010, which are consistent with other recently 
1238 approved residential rezonings. Major aspects of the proffers include: a 
1239 minimum house size of 1,800 square feet for two-story dwellings and 1,300 
1240 square feet for one-story dwellings; No more than three houses, including the 
1241 existing house, will be one-story; exterior materials of brick, stone, cultured 
1242 stone, EIFS, cementitious siding or a combination thereof; vinyl siding is 
1243 prohibited, with the exception of the existing house on the property; all houses 
1244 would be constructed on crawl space foundations finished with brick or stone; all 
1245 driveways shall be constructed of either cobblestone, brick, asphalt, pre-cast 
1246 pavers, concrete, or other similar materials and all houses would have a 
1247 minimum of a one-car garage. 
1248 J 

February 11, 2010 28 Planning Commission 



L 
1249 The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends Suburban Residential 2 at a 
1250 density not to exceed 3.4 units per acre, which is consistent with this request. 
1251 With the submission of the revised proffers, the applicants have ensured the 
1252 proposed development would be compatible with surrounding residential 
1253 developments and staff could recommend in favor of this request with the waiver 
1254 of time limits on the proffers. 
1255 

1256 I'd be happy to answer any questions you may have. 
1257 

1258 Mr. Vanarsdall - Questions for Ms. Deemer? 
1259 

1260 Mr. Branin - I have none. 
1261 

1262 Mr. Vanarsdall - Thank you, Ms. Deemer. Do you want to hear from 
1263 the applicant, Mr. Branin? 
1264 

1265 Mr. Branin - Absolutely. 
1266 

1267 Mr. Vanarsdall - Mr. Grattan? Good evening. 
1268 

1269 Mr. Grattan - I'm fine. Good evening to all. 

L 
1270 

1271 Mr. Branin - Mr. Grattan, they already asked you how you were 
1272 doing this evening, so I don't have to. I appreciate you coming in at the end and 
1273 increasing the quality of these houses. I think it's going to add to the value of the 
1274 area and I appreciate your effort on it. 
1275 

1276 In regards to the one house that's existing, the owner of the house, who is the 
1277 owner of this development, is aware that if that house is moved that the driveway 
1278 will have to be moved. 
1279 

1280 Mr. Grattan - Yes, he is. 
1281 

1282 Mr. Branin - All right. That's the one sticking point that I wanted to 
1283 make sure was clear. I have no further questions for you. 
1284 

1285 Mr. Grattan - Thank you. 
1286 

1287 Mr. Vanarsdall - Thank you, Mr. Grattan. 
1288 

1289 Mr. Branin - Mr. Chairman, I'd like to move to waive the time limits 
1290 on C-3C-10. 

L
1291 

1292 Mr. Jernigan - Second. 

1293 
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1316 

1317 Mr. Branin 
1318 

1319 Mr. Vanarsdall 
1320 

1321 Mr. Branin 
1322 

1323 Mr. Archer 
1324 

1325 Mr. Branin 
1326 

1327 Mr. Archer 
1328 tying in the sense that..." 
1329 

1330 Mr. Branin 
1331 

1332 Mr. Archer 
1333 it. 
1334 

1335 Mr. Branin 
1336 
1337 Mr. Archer 

1294 Mr. Vanarsdall - Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Jernigan. All 
1295 in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
1296 

1297 Mr. Branin - Mr. Chairman, I'd like to move that C-3C-10, Grattan 
1298 Associates, P.C. for Edward Lee Clay and Carl John Bailey Clay, proceed to the 
1299 Board of Supervisors with a recommendation for approval. 
1300 

1301 Mr. Jernigan - Second. 
1302 

1303 Mr. Vanarsdall - Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Jernigan. All 
1304 in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
1305 

1306 REASON: Acting on a motion by Mr. Branin seconded by Mr. 
1307 Jernigan, the Planning Commission voted 4-0 (one absent, one abstention) to 
1308 recommend the Board of Supervisors grant the request because it conforms to 
1309 the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan, is appropriate residential 
1310 zoning at this location, and it represents a logical continuation of the one-family 
1311 residential development which exists in the area. 
1312 

1313 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, that takes us to the next item on your 
1314 agenda, which is approval of the minutes from your Planning Commission 
1315 meeting on January 14, 2010. 

J 


I found no problems. J 
Anybody read the minutes? 


I did twice. 


I did notice something on page 31, top line, 1352. 


Wait a minute; let me get there. 


Mr. Theobald says, "I'm not sure, that sounds a bit 

I don't think he said, "tying," maybe he said, "trying." 


I missed that one. 


Maybe he did say that. I don't remember him saying 


I don't know how I missed that; I'm sorry. 


That's all I saw. Just goes to show you, the more you 
1338 read these things, the worse they are. 
1339 J 
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1340 Mr. Branin
1341 

1342 Mr. Archer
1343 

1344 Mr. Branin
1345 
1346 Mr. Jernigan 
1347 
1348 Mr. Vanarsdall 

That means next time I have to read it three times. 


That was alii saw, Mr. Chairman. 


Move for approval. 


Second. 


Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Jernigan. All 

1349 in favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
1350 

1351 I couldn't find anything in the rules and regulations of the Planning Commission 
1352 that says you have to read the minutes. 
1353 

1354 Mr. Branin- I read them for you. 
1355 
1356 Mr. Vanarsdall - Mr. Secretary, while I'm thinking of it, you feel free to 
1357 give us any input you want to, as long as you feel comfortable, because we need 
1358 your input. 
1359 

1360 Mr. Emerson - Thank you. 

l 
1361 

1362 Mr. Vanarsdall - Sometimes we might not like it, but. 

1363 

1364 Mr. Emerson - With that said, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further 

1365 for you tonight. 

1366 


1367 Mr. Vanarsdall - Anybody else have anything? Oh, I'd like to ask this. 

1368 I know Ray has one and you told me you had one. 

1369 

1370 Mr. Archer
1371 

1372 Mr. Vanarsdall 
1373 

1374 Mr. Archer
1375 

1376 Mr. Vanarsdall 
1377 and the other boardroom? 
1378 

1379 Mr. Branin
1380 

1381 Mr. Archer

l 
1382 

1383 Mr. Vanarsdall 
1384 

I did? 


What do you think we're talking about? 


Oh, are you talking about the card that I have? 


Do you have an ID card that you can get in that deck 

If you don't, would you want one? 


Absolutely. 


You don't have one? 


You absolutely do have one or you absolutely-


February 11, 2010 31 Planning Commission 



1385 Mr. Branin - I have my Commissioner ID, but I don't know if it gets 

1386 me in the parking deck. 

1387 


1388 Mr. Vanarsdall- Yes, it does. 
 J 
1389 


1390 Mr. Jernigan - Yes, that's it. 

1391 


1392 Mr. Vanarsdall - Have you ever tried to get in the door? 

1393 


1394 Mr. Branin - I have not. I've never used that parking deck. 

1395 


1396 Mr. Vanarsdall - Sometime when you get a chance, try it so we'll find 

1397 out if they're working or not. I keep mine in my back pocket and I back up to the 

1398 thing and it trips the door. That's true. And I'll use it tonight on the deck. 

1399 


1400 Mr. Branin - I'm not even going to touch that one. Have we closed 

1401 yet? Mr. Chairman, I'd like to make a motion to adjourn. 

1402 


1403 Mr. Vanarsdall - Well go ahead. 

1404 


1405 Mr. Archer - I'll second the motion. 

1406 


1407 Mr. Vanarsdall- Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Archer. All in 

1408 favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. 
 J1409 


1410 


1411 The meeting adjourned at 7:41 p.m. 

1412 


1413 
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j 

Mr. Ernest B. Vanarsdall, Chairperson 
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