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Minutes of the regular monthly meeting of the Planning Commission of Henrico County
held in the County Administration Building in the Government Center at Parham and
Hungary Spring Roads beginning at 9:00 a.m. Wednesday, June 27, 2012,

Members Present:  Mr. Tommy Branin, Chairman (Three Chopt)
Mrs. Bonnie-Leigh Jones, Vice-Chairperson, C.P.C. (Tuckahoe)
Mr. C. W. Archer, C.P.C. (Fairfield)
Mr. Eric Leabough (Varina)
Mr. Robert H. Witte, Jr. (Brookland)
Mr. R. Joseph Emerson, Jr., AICP,
Director of Planning, Secretary
Mr. Frank J. Thornton,
Board of Supervisors’ Representative

Others Present: Mr. David D. O’Kelly, Assistant Director of Planning
Ms. Leslie A. News, CLA, Principal Planner
Mr. Benjamin Blankinship, Principal Planner
Mr. Kevin D. Wilhite, C.P.C., AICP, County Planner
Mr. Michael F. Kennedy, County Planner
Ms. Christina L. Goggin, AICP, County Planner
Mr. Tony Greulich, C.P.C., County Planner
Mr. Matt Ward, County Planner
Mr. Gregory Garrison, County Planner
Mr. Lee Pambid, C.P.C., County Planner
Ms. Aimee B. Crady, AICP, County Planner
Mr. Mike Jennings, Traffic Engineering
Ms. Holly Zinn, Recording Secretary

Mr. Frank J. Thornton, the Board of Supervisors’ representative, abstains from
voting on all cases unless otherwise noted.

Mr. Branin - Good morning. Welcome to the Henrico County Subdivisions
and Plans of Development meeting for June 27, 2012. If everyone would please make
sure your cell phones are off. At the last meeting, mine was the only one that actually
went off. Please join me in standing for the Pledge of Allegiance.

We have no news media in the room. All of the Commissioners are present. Good
morning to our supervisor sitting on the Board, the Honorable Frank Thornton, and with
that, Mr. Secretary?

Mr. Emerson - Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First, on your agenda this morning,
are the requests for deferrals and withdrawals. Those will be presented by Ms. Leslie
News.

Mr. Branin - Good morning, Ms. News.
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Ms. News - Good morning, Mr. Chairman, members of the Commission.
Staff has not received any requests for deferrals this morning.

Mr. Branin - Does any Commission member have a deferral? None?
Okay.
Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, with that said, next on your agenda are the

expedited items, and those will also be presented by Ms. Leslie News.

Ms. News - Sir, we have eight items on our expedited agenda. There has
been one item added since your preliminary addendum was given to you yesterday. The
first item is on page three of your agenda and is located in the Varina District. This is a
transfer of approval for POD-123-95, Garden Ridge. Staff recommends approval.

TRANSFER OF APPROVAL

POD-123-95 Erik Nelson for National Retail Properties, LP: Request
POD2012-00190 for transfer of approval as required by Chapter 24, Section
Garden Ridge —- 401 24-106 of the Henrico County Code from 401 International

International Centre Drive  Center Drive, LLC to National Retail Properties, LP. The
12.66-acre site is located at the northern terminus of
International Centre Drive, 1,600 feet north of its
intersection with Audubon Drive, on the southwest corner
of the intersection of Interstate-64 and Airport Drive, on
parcel 821-718-7211. The zoning is M-1, Light Industrial
District and ASO, Airport Safety Overlay District. County
water and sewer. (Varina)

Mr. Branin - Is anyone in opposition to transfer of approval POD-123-95
Garden Ridge? No one?

Mr. Leabough - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve transfer of approval
POD-123-95 Garden Ridge.

Mrs. Jones - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Leabough, seconded by Mrs. Jones. All in
favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved the transfer of approval request for POD-123-95
Garden Ridge, from 401 International Center Drive, LLC to National Retail Properties,
LP, subject to the standard and added conditions previously approved.

Ms. News - The next item is on page four of your agenda and is located

in the Varina District. This is a transfer of approval for POD-89-98, Capital Chrysler
Dodge Jeep Ram (Formerly Lawrence Chrysler Plymouth). Staff recommends approval.
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TRANSFER OF APPROVAL

POD-89-98 Richard C. Lawrence, Esquire for Capital Laburnum
POD2012-00048 Investments, LLC: Request for transfer of approval as
Capital Chrysler Dodge required by Chapter 24, Section 24-106 of the Henrico
Jeep Ram (Formerly County Code from Beacon Press, Richmond Newspapers,
Lawrence Chrysler Inc., Southeast Building and Realty Corp, and Lawrence
Plymouth) — 5400 S. Chrysler-Plymouth to Capital Laburnum Investments, LLC.
Laburnum Avenue The 4.98-acre site is located at the southwest corner of the

intersection of S. Laburnum Avenue and Eubank Road, on
parcel 816-711-3847. The zoning is M-1, Light Industrial
District and ASO, Airport Safety Overlay District. County
water and sewer. (Varina)

Mr. Branin - Is anyone in opposition to transfer of approval of POD-89-98,
Capital Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram (Formerly Lawrence Chrysler Plymouth)? No one. Mr.
Leabough?

Mr. Leabough - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve the transfer of
approval for POD-89-98, Capital Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram (Formerly Lawrence
Chrysler Plymouth), with Condition #1 noted in the agenda.

Mr. Archer - Second.

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

The Planning Commission approved the transfer of approval request for POD-89-98,
Capital Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram (Formerly Lawrence Chrysler Plymouth), from Beacon
Press, Richmond Newspapers, Inc., Southeast Building and Realty Corp, and Lawrence
Chrysler-Plymouth to Capital Laburnum Investments, LL.C, subject to the standard and
added conditions previously approved and the following additional condition:

1. All deficiencies, as identified in staffs letter dated May 21, 2012, shall be
corrected no later than November 1, 2012.

Ms. News - Next, on page five of your agenda and located in the Three
Chopt District, is a transfer of approval for POD-35-76, 06-78, and 47-08 (Part). This is
the Laurels at University Park (Formerly University Park). There is an addendum item on
page one of your addendum, which indicates that the fire lane has been reconstructed,
as required by the Fire Marshall, and the applicant has agreed to maintain the fire lane to
ensure safe access by emergency vehicles. Other deficiencies have been resolved with
the exception of recordation of easements, which is addressed in Condition #1 in the
agenda. Staff can recommend approval.
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TRANSFER OF APPROVAL (Deferred from the May 23, 2012 Meeting)

POD’s 35-76, 06-78, and Hirschler-Fleischer for The Laurels of University Park,

47-08 (Part) LLC: Request for transfer of approval as required by
POD2011-00446; Chapter 24, Section 24-106 of the Henrico County Code
POD2011-00448; from University Park Health Investors, LLC to The Laurels
POD2012-00008 of University Park, LLC. The 8.93-acre site is located at

Laurels at University Park  the northeast corner of the intersection of Pemberton Road

(Formerly University Park) (State Route 157) and Regirer Place, on parcel 752-753-

— 2420 Pemberton Road 4706 and part of parcel 752-753-0071. The zoning is R-
6C, General Residential District (Conditional). County
water and sewer. (Three Chopt)

Mr. Branin - Is there anyone in opposition to transfer of approval for POD-
35-76, 06-78, and 47-08 (Part), Laurels at University Park (Formerly University Park)?
No one? Then | would like to move that transfer of approval for POD-35-76, 06-78, and
47-08 (Part), Laurels at University Park (Formerly University Park), be approved with
addendum page one.

Mr. Witte - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mr. Witte. All in favor say
aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved the transfer of approval request for POD-35-76, 06-
78, and 47-08 (Part), Laurels at University Park (Formerly University Park), from
University Park Health Investors, LLC to The Laurels of University Park, LLC, subject to
the standard and added conditions previously approved and the following additional
condition:

1. All deficiencies, as identified in the inspection report dated December 29, 2011,
shall be corrected by September 26, 2012.

Ms. News - On page six of your agenda and located in the Brookland

District is a transfer of approval for POD-46-73 (Part), Ball Office Products Headquarters
(Formerly Wards Company). Staff recommends approval.
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TRANSFER OF APPROVAL

POD-46-73 (Part) Charles Louthan for Moreland Realty, LL.C: Request for
POD2012-00171 transfer of approval as required by Chapter 24, Section 24-
Ball Office Products 106 of the Henrico County Code from Moreland Realty,
Headquarters (Formerly LLC to BOP, LLC. The 1.96-acre site is located in the
Wards Company, Inc.) - southwest quadrant of the intersection of Maywill Street

2100 Westmoreland Street and Westmoreland Street, on parcel 776-738-5802. The
zoriing is M-1, Light Industrial District. County water and
sewer. (Brookland)

Mr. Branin - {s anyone in opposition to the transfer of approval of POD-46-
73 (Part), Ball Office Products Headquarters (Formerly Wards Company)? No one.

Mr. Witte - Mr. Chairman, | move we approve transfer of approval POD-
46-73 (Part), Ball Office Products Headquarters (Formerly Wards Company).

Mr. Leabough - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Witte, seconded by Mr. Leabough. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved the transfer of approval request for POD-46-73
(Part), Ball Office Products Headquarters (Formerly Wards Company), from Moreland
Realty, LLC to BOP, LLC, subject to the standard and added conditions previously
approved.

Ms. News - The next item is page nine of your agenda and is located in
the Varina District. This LP/POD-02-09, Tuckaway Child Development Center on New
Market Road and Midview Road. This is a reconsideration of the original landscape plan.
Staff recommends approval.

LANDSCAPE PLAN (Deferred from the May 23, 2012 Meeting)

LP/POD-02-09 Balzer and Associates for Karverly, Inc.: Request for
POD2012-00177 approval of reconsideration of a landscape plan, as
Tuckaway Child required by Chapter 24, Sections 24-106 and 24-106.2 of
Development Center — the Henrico County Code. The 5.22-acre site is located at
New Market Road and the southeast corner of the intersection of New Market
Midview Road Road (State Route 5) and Midview Road on parcel 803-
(Reconsideration) 701-8673. The zoning is B-1C, Business District
(POD-48-06 Revised) (Conditional). County water and sewer. (Varina)

(POD-32-04 Expired)

Mr. Branin - Is there any opposition to LP/POD-02-09, Tuckaway Child
Development Center? No one?

June 27, 2012 5 Planning Commission — POD



Mr. Leabough - Mr. Chairman, | would like to declare a personal interest in
this transaction. Therefore, | will not be participating nor voting on it.

Mr. Branin - Okay.

Mr. Leabough - My daughter attended this facility during the summer. The
County Attorney has indicated that | do not have a conflict of interest, but for the record |
would like to abstain and not participate.

Mr. Branin - And from what | understand, Mr. Leabough, there are no
issues with this.

Mr. Leabough - Mr. Archer is handling this for me.
Mr. Branin - Okay.
Mr. Archer - Mr. Chairman, subject to all the foregoing, | move for

approval of LP/POD-02-09, Tuckaway Child Development Center, subject to staff's
recommendation.

Mr. Witte - Second.

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

Mr. Branin - Yes

Ms. Jones - Yes

Mr. Archer - Yes

Mr. Leabough -  Abstain

Mr. Witte - Yes

Ms. News - Next, on page 12 of your agenda and located in the Three

Chopt District, is POD2012-00191, Duncan Park at Sadler Walk. Staff recommends
approval.
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PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT

POD2012-00191 Youngblood, Tyler, and Associates, P.C. for
Duncan Park at Sadler Oglethorpe Park, LLC: Request for approval of a plan of
Walk — 4391 Glasgow development, as required by Chapter 24, Section 24-106
Road of the Henrico County Code, to construct 64 2-story

residential townhouses for sale. The 10.79-acre site is
located on the east line of Glasgow Road at its intersection
with Dublin Road, approximately 600 feet north of Ireland
Lane, on parcels 746-763-1769, 2482, 2896, and 746-764-
3818. The zoning is RTHC, Residential Townhouse District
(Conditional). County water and sewer. (Three Chopt)

Mr. Branin - Is anyone in opposition to POD2012-00191, Duncan Park at
Sadler Walk? No one? Then, | would like to move that POD2012-00191, Duncan Park at
Sadler Walk, be approved on the expedited agenda with the additional Conditions #29
through #38, subject to annotations on the plan and the standard conditions for
developments of this type.

Mrs. Jones - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mrs. Jones. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved P0OD2012-00191, Duncan Park at Sadler Walk,
subject to the annotations on the plans, the standard conditions attached to these
minutes for developments of this type, and the following additional conditions:

29.  The subdivision plat for Duncan Park at Sadler Walk shall be recorded before any
building permits are issued.

30.  The right-of-way for widening of Sadler Road Relocated and proposed Sadler
Walk Lane as shown on approved plans shall be dedicated to the County with the
subdivision plat.

31.  Prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy for any building in this development,
the engineer of record shall certify that the site has been graded in accordance
with the approved grading plans.

32.  There shall be no outdoor storage in moveable storage containers including, but
not limited to, cargo containers and portable on demand storage containers.

33.  The proffers approved as a part of zoning case C-19C-06 shall be incorporated in
this approval.

34. The pavement shall be of an SM-2A type and shall be constructed in accordance
with County standard and specifications. The developer shall post a defect bond
for all pavement with the Department of Planning - the exact type, amount and
implementation shall be determined by the Director of Planning, to protect the
interest of the members of the Homeowners Association. The defect bond shall
remain in effect for a period of three years from the date of the issuance of the
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final occupancy permit. Prior to the issuance of the last Certificate of Occupancy,
a professional engineer must certify that the roads have been designed and
constructed in accordance with County standards.

35. Approval of the construction plans by the Department of Public Works does not
establish the curb and gutter elevations along the Henrico County maintained
right-of-way. The elevations will be set by Henrico County.

36. The limits and elevations of the Special Flood Hazard Area shall be conspicuously
noted on the plan and labeled “Limits of Special Flood Hazard Area.” In addition,
the delineated Special Flood Hazard Area must be labeled “Variable Width
Drainage and Utility Easement.” The easement shall be granted to the County
prior to the issuance of any occupancy permits.

37.  The unit house numbers shall be visible from the parking areas and drives.

38. The names of streets, drives, courts and parking areas shall be approved by the
Richmond Regional Planning District Commission and such names shall be
included on the construction plans prior to their approval. The standard street name
signs shall be installed prior to any occupancy permit approval.

Ms. News - On page 16 of your agenda and located in the Fairfield

District is POD2012-00193. This is a POD and a lighting plan for the Dominion Fiber
Technologies Expansion. Staff recormmends approval.

PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT AND LIGHTING PLAN

POD2012-00193 Willmark Engineering, PLC for Pinnacle Resource
Dominion Fiber Group, LLC: Request for approval of a plan of
Technologies Expansion - development and lighting plan, as required by Chapter 24,
4590 Vawter Avenue Section 24-106 of the Henrico County Code, to construct a
(POD-59-07 Rev.) one-story 25,000 square-foot building expansion to an

existing manufacturing and distribution facility. The 5.96-
acre site is located on the west line of Vawter Avenue,
approximately 3,000 feet north of Laburnum Avenue, on
parcel 799-740-8589. The zoning is M-2, General
Industrial District and ASO, Airport Safety Overlay District.
County water and sewer. (Fairfield)

Mr. Branin - Is anyone in opposition to POD2012-00193, Dominion Fiber
Technologies Expansion? No one?

Mr. Archer - All right, Mr. Chairman, | move for approval of POD2012-
00193, Dominion Fiber Technologies Expansion, subject to the annotations on the plan,
the standard conditions for developments of this type, additional Condition #11B,
Conditions #29 through #33, and addendum item #37. [See later correction on Page 10
of these minutes to delete addendum item #37 from this motion.]

Mr. Leabough - Second.
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Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Archer, seconded by Mr. Leabough. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved POD2012-00193, Dominion Fiber Technologies
Expansion, subject to the annotations on the plans, the standard conditions attached to
these minutes for developments of this type, and the following additional conditions:

11B. Prior to the approval of an electrical permit application and installation of the site
lighting equipment, a plan including light spread and intensity diagrams, and
fixture specifications and mounting heights details shall be revised as annotated
on the staff plan and included with the construction plans for final signature.

29.  Outside storage shall not be permitted.

30. The loading areas shall be subject to the requirements of Chapter 24, Section 24-
97(b) of the Henrico County Code.

31.  Approval of the construction plans by the Department of Public Works does not
establish the curb and gutter elevations along the Henrico County maintained
right-of-way. The elevations will be set by Henrico County.

32.  The location of all existing and proposed utility and mechanical equipment
(including HVAC units, electric meters, junction and accessory boxes,
transformers, and generators) shall be identified on the landscape plans. All
equipment shall be screened by such measures as determined appropriate by the
Director of Planning or the Planning Commission at the time of plan approval.

33.  The limits and elevations of the Sp=cial Flood Hazard Area shall be conspicuously
noted on the plan and labeled “Limits of Special Flood Hazard Area.” In addition,
the delineated Special Flood Hazard Area must be labeled “Variable Width
Drainage and Utility Easement.” The easement shall be granted to the County
prior to the issuance of any occupancy permits.

Ms. News - The final item is on page 18 of your agenda and is located in
the Three Chopt District. This is SUB2012-00043, Pouncey Place (April 2012 Plan). This
is a zero lot subdivision for a road dedication. There is an addendum item on page two of
your addendum, which includes a revised plan noting that a building encroachment will
be removed out of the right-of-way. Staff can recommend approval.

SUBDIVISION (Deferred from the May 23, 2012 Meeting)

SUB2012-00043 Bay Companies, Inc. for Pouncey Tract Company of
Pouncey Place (April 2012 Virginia, LLC and the Commonwealth of Virginia: The
Plan) — 4521 Pouncey 12.72-acre site proposed for a public road dedication is
Tract Road (State Route located on the east line of Pouncey Tract Road (State
271) Route 271), approximately 580 feet south of the

intersection of Pouncey Tract Road and Twin Hickory Lake
Drive, on part of parcels 740-765-2150 and 7333. The
zoning is A-1, Agricultural District, B-2C, Business District
(Conditional), and WBSO, West Broad Street Overlay
District. County water and sewer. (Three Chopt) 0 Lot
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Mr. Archer - Mr. Chairman, excuse me please. Before we move on, |
referred to an addendum item. [Referring to previous case POD2012-00193] That was
the wrong case. That was for Dunkin’ Donuts, so forget the addendum item part of my
motion. | apologize.

Mr. Branin - So noted.
Mr. Archer - Thank you.
Mr. Branin - Is anyone in opposition to SUB2012-00043, Pouncey Place

(April 2012 Plan)? No one? Then, | would like to move that SUB2012-00043, Pouncey
Place (April 2012 Plan), be approved on the expedited agenda with the annotations on
the plan, the revised plan, and Conditions #11 through #15.

Mrs. Jones - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Branin, seconded by Mrs. Jones. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission granted conditional approval to SUB2012-00043, Polincey
Place (April 2012 Plan), subject to the standard conditions attached to these minutes for
subdivisions served by public utilities for a road dedication, the annotations on the plans,
and the following additional conditions;

11.  The details for the landscaping to be provided within the median and along both
sides of the proposed roadway shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for
review and approval prior to recordation of the plat, and a maintenance agreement
shall be entered into with the Department of Public Works for landscape features
within the right-of-way.

12.  Any necessary offsite drainage easements must be obtained prior to final approval
of the construction plan by the Department of Public Works.

13.  The proffers approved as part of zoning cases C-27C-05 and C-11C-12 shall be
incorporated in this approval.

14.  The developer shall remove the adjacent building outside of the proposed right-of-
way prior to final approval by the Department of Public Works.

15. A concrete sidewalk meeting County standards shall be provided along the north
side of the proposed road.

Ms. News - That completes our expedited agenda.

Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, that now takes us to Subdivision Extensions of
Conditional Approval. Those will be presented by Mr. Lee Pambid.

SUBDIVISION EXTENSIONS OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL

FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY

June 27, 2012 10 Planning Commission — POD
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j’b . Original Remaining Previous Magisterial | Recommended
Subdivision NL(:)'tgf Lots Extensions District Extension
SUB2011-00042
(SUB-05-11) _

The Townes at Oakley’s 131 86 0 Varina 6/26/2013
Bluff

(June 2011 Planj
SUB2011-00033
(SUB-62-07)

The Village at Olde 9 3 4] Varina 6/26/2013
Colony Reconsideration
(November 2007 Plan)

343

344 Mr. Branin - Good morning, Mr. Pambid.

343

346 Mr. Pambid - Good morning, Mr. Chairman and members of the Planning

347  Commission. This map indicates the location of two subdivisions that are presented for
343 extensions of conditional approval. They are eligible for a one-year extension to June 26,
349 2013. This is for informational purposes only and does not require Commission action at
350 this time. This concludes my presentation. | can now field any questions you have
351 regarding this.

353 Mr. Branin - Does anybody have any guestions for Mr. Pambid? No one?
?‘!?4 Mr. Pambid, it looks like you're getting off easy today.
5

356 Mr. Pambid - Thank you. | appreciate that.

357

358 Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, that now takes us to page seven of your
359 regular agenda.

360

361  TRANSFER OF APPROVAL AND RECONSIDERATION OF APPROVED CONDITION

POD-85-77 Spotts Fain, P.C. for Waterville Properties, LLC and
POD2012-00151 Crown Cork & Seal Company, Inc. Real Estate
Total Packaging Services  Retirement Trust: Request for transfer of approval as
(Formerly Continental required by Chapter 24, Section 24-106 of the Henrico
Forest Industries) — 2900  County Code from Rosemary Ann Martin and Continental
Sprouse Drive lllinois Realty to Waterville Properties, LLC. The 17.18-

acre site is located along the east line of S. Airport Drive,
opposite its intersection with Sprouse Drive, on parcel 819-
705-5589. The zoning is M-1, Light Industrial District, M-2,
General Industrial District, and ASO, Airport Safety
Overlay District. County water and sewer. (Varina)
363
364 Mr. Branin - Is there any opposition to transfer of approval for POD-85-77,
gss Total Packaging Services (Formerly Continental Forest Industries)? No one? Good
66 morning, Mr. Wilhite.
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Mr. Wilhite - Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The applicant has just closed on this property within the last two weeks. They will be
submitting a landscape and lighting plan for approval and will be addressing the
deficiencies that were identified in the inspection of the site. They hope to occupy the
building in September at this point. We have conditions that address the landscape and
lighting plan approval and correction of deficiencies prior to a cettificate of occupancy
being issued on this site. There is also one original condition for the POD approval back
in 1977 that required right-of-way dedication along the southern property line here. It was
the extension of Sprouse Drive. Subsequent approval of a plan of development on the
property fo the south and change in ownership along this boundary line has made it
impossible for them to meet this condition. Staff is recommending deletion of Condition
#20 from the original approval of POD-85-77.

Mr. Branin - Okay. Does anybody have any questions for Mr. Wilhite? All
right.
Mr. Leabough - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve the transfer of

approval for POD-85-77, Total Packaging Services (Formerly Continental Forest
Industries), with Conditions #1 through #3 as noted on the agenda.

Mr. Witte - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Leabough, seconded by Mr. Witte. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved the transfer of approval request for POD-85-77,
Total Packaging Services (Formerly Continental Forest Industries), from Rosemary Ann
Martin and Continental lllinois Realty to Waterville Properties, LLC, subject to the
standard and added conditions previously approved and the following additional
conditions:

1. A landscaping and lighting plan shall be submitted and approved prior to the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

2. The pavement, striping, landscaping, and lighting deficiencies identified during the
site inspection shall be corrected prior to the issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy.

3. Condition #20 of the Planning Commission approval of POD-85-77 shall be
deleted.
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109

411
412
413
414
413
416
417
418
419
420

422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442

"

ALTERNATIVE FENCE HEIGHT PLAN

LP/POD-07-10 Engineering Design Associates for Metromont
POD2012-00023 Corporation: Request for approval of an alternative fence
Metromont Corporation height plan, as required by Chapter 24, Sections 24-
Site Improvements - 1640 95(1)(5), 24-106, and 24-106.2 of the Henrico County
Darbytown Road Code, to allow a fence exceeding a height of 42 inches in
(POD-47-80 Rev.) the front yard. The 65.23-acre site is located on the north
line of Darbytown Road, approximately 750 feet east of
Oregon Avenue, on parcels 806-710-8061 and 807-710-
5764. The zoning is M-2, General Industrial District, M-2C,
General Industrial District (Conditional) and ASO, Airport
Safety Overlay District. County water and sewer. (Varina)

Mr. Branin - s there any oppesition to LP/POD-07-10, Metromont
Corporation Site Improvements? No one?

Mr. Kennedy - Good morning Mr. Chairman, members of the Commission.
The alternative fence height proposes a six-foot-high chain link fence extending close to
the front of the property. A landscape plan has been submitted by the applicant for
current approval by staff. The landscape plan for peripheral parking is equal to the ten-
foot transitional buffer on the front of the fence. The fence satisfies the requirements of
the code for an alternative fence height. The code provides that the Planning
Commission, pursuant to review and approval of a landscape plan shall permit an
alternative fence height—shall is the operative word—exceeding three feet, six inches,
but not exceeding ten feet, and a uniform design in the front yard or on the front yard
line, provided the height and design do not affect the following items:

the health, safety, and welfare of persons residing and working on the premises;
the visibility and value of abutting or adjacent properties;

adequate supply of light and air to adjoining properties;

traffic or pedestrian safety; and,

adequate sight distance.

* @ » o »

The fence does meet all those requirements, and staff has no objections to the request.
Mr. Branin - Okay. Does anyone have any questions?

Mr. Leabough - I have one question. Mr. Kennedy, the fence that we're being
asked to approve the exception for, is that only going to span the length of the new
development there on that site?

Mr. Kennedy - Yes, sir. Just along the front of where that office section is.

Mr. Leabough - And then once you get past the new office section, then that
would be the concrete wall?
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Mr. Kennedy - Yes, sir.

Mr. Leabough - And that was previously approved, correct?

Mr. Kennedy - That was previously approved with the POD.

Mr. Leabough - S0, this is just an exception to the fence height for that?

Mr. Kennedy - For that one section. The remaining section—when they take

that building and demolish that building—they're required to put up a ten-foot-high
concrete wall, and that will be landscaped.

Mr. Branin - Mr. Kennedy, can you do me favor? Adjust that microphone
so we can hear what you're saying. We can’t hear you up at this end.

Mr. Kennedy - Yes, sir.

Mr. Branin - Thank you, sir. Does anybody have any other questions for
Mr. Kennedy? All right.

Mr. Leabough - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve the alternative fence
height request, the exception, for LP/POD-07-10, Metromont Corporation Site
Improvements, subject to the standard conditions for alternative fence height plans.

Mrs. Jones - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Leabough, seconded by Mrs. Jones. All in
favor say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes.

The Planning Commission approved LP/POD-07-10, Metromont Corporation Site
Improvements, subject to the standard conditions for alternative fence height plans.
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PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT (Deferred from the May 23, 2012 Meeting)

POD2012-00149 Vanesse, Hangen, Brustlin, Inc. for PCS Glen Lea, LLC
Dunkin’ Donuts at Glen and Dunkin’ Brands, Inc.: Request for approval of a plan
Lea Shopping Center — of development, as required by Chapter 24, Section 24-
3800 Mechanicsville 106 of the Henrico County Code, to construct a one-story

Turnpike (U.S. Route 360) 1,800 square-foot restaurant with drive-through facilities.
The 0.69-acre site is located on an outparcel in an existing
shopping center on the west line of Mechanicsville
Turnpike (U.S. Route 360), in the northwest quadrant of
the intersection of Laburnum Avenue and Mechanicsville
Turnpike, on part of parcel 802-736-8028. The zoning is B-
2, Business District and ASO, Airport Safety Overlay
District. County water and sewer. (Fairfield)

Mr. Branin - Is there any opposition to POD2012-00149 Dunkin’ Donuts at
Glen Lea Shopping Center? No one? Mr. Pambid.

Mr. Pambid - Good morning again.

The proposal is for a 1,720-square-foot restaurant with a drive-through. The pad site is
located within an existing shopping center, and access is maintained internally with no
direct connections to either Mechanicsville Turnpike or Laburnum Avenue.

A significant amount of concrete is proposed at one of the entrances to the building, and
staff recommends that this area be reconfigured to accommodate landscaping. The plan
shows two mature ash trees being removed, and staff suggests that the one-way egress
point be reconfigured and a parking space be deleted to retain these trees. That's in this
vicinity right here.

The plan that was distributed this morning in your addendum shows angled parking
required by Public Works, Traffic Division, since a one-way drive aisle is proposed
around the entire building. The plan highlights the areas of the shifted egress point, the
deleted parking space, the two saved trees, and the landscape area. The engineer has
recently demonstrated that it is possible to retain these trees by shifting the egress point
and deleting one parking space.

The Department of Public Utilities can recommend approval with the inclusion of
Condition #36 that requires documentation that the existing private pump station and
force main have the adequate capacity to serve the proposed development, that the
owner of the private system has granted permission to connect, and that a certificate to
construct has been issued by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality.

The building is constructed of light beige split-face CMU, dark brown cement board, and
dark cream-colored EIFS.
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The staff recommends approval subject to the annotations on the plan, the standard
conditions for developments of this type, additional Conditions #29 through #36, and
Condition #37 that evidence of an ingress and egress and maintenance agreement be
filed with the County staff prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

This concludes my presentation. Staff can now field any questions you have regarding
this. Bryan Stevenson with VHB Engineers is also here.

Mr. Branin - Okay. Does anybody have any questions for Mr. Pambid?
Mrs. Jones - | do. Mr. Pambid, did | understand you to say that the

applicant is amenable to including the landscaping recommendations that you have put
on this revised plan?

Mr. Pambid - That is correct. We spoke at length yesterday about a design
for a planter in the area that’s in question. They are willing to do that.

Mrs. Jones - And the access will be shifted and all of that?

Mr. Pambid - The access wilf be shifted.

Mrs. Jones - Okay, okay.

Mr. Pambid - Bryan Stevenson is also here to address any questions about

that as well. We've been discussing that ever since yesterday.

Mrs. Jones - Thank you.

Mr. Branin - Mr. Archer, | just have a couple of questions, if | may.

Mr. Archer - Certainly.

Mr. Branin - Can | talk to the applicant? When you come up, if you'd state

your name for the record.

Mr. Stevenson - Bryan Stevenson. I'm with VHB.
Mr. Branin - Mr. Stevenson, this looks like it's a new prototype coming in.
Mr. Stevenson - That is correct. They've put some into place already, but yes,

it's a new prototype.
Mr. Branin - Is Dunkin’ Donuts Corporation now looking to do expansions?

Mr. Stevenson - Yes. This is one they're putting in the area, yes.
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Mr. Branin - Okay. That's all | have.

Mr. Stevenson - Okay.

Mr. Branin - Thank you. Mr. Archer, I've been trying to get a doughnut
place out in the West End in the Three Chopt District.

Mr. Archer - Do you like the prototype?

Mr. Branin - Well, not particularly, but | have asked for Krispy Kreme,

Dunkin’ Donuts, and all the others to be contacted whenever someone’s doing a new
shopping center. There’'s been a freeze on doughnut stores opening up, so that's why |
asked the gquestion.

Mr. Archer - Okay. Well, when this one is open you're welcome to come to
Fairfield. | don’t have any other questions. The only question | have, Mr. Pambid, the
revised layout, do we need to waive time limits on that?

Mr. Pambid - We do need to waive time limits, yes, sir.

Mr. Archer - Okay, thank you, Mr. Pambid. Anybody else? Mr. Chairman, |
move to waive time limits on the revised plan that was received in the addendum this
morning.

Mrs. Jones - Second.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mr. Archer, seconded by Mrs. Jones. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. Time limits are
waived.

Mr. Archer - Okay. Then | move for approval of POD2012-00149 Dunkin’
Donuts at Glen Lea Shopping Center, subject to the annotations on the plans, the
standard conditions for developments of this type, the additional conditions as listed on
the agenda, the additional addendum Condition # 37, and the revised layout.

Mr. Leabough - Second.

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

The Planning Commission approved POD2012-00149 Dunkin’ Donuts at Glen Lea
Shopping Center, subject to the annotations on the plans, the standard conditions
attached to these minutes for developments of this type, and the following additional
conditions:
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32.

33.

34.

36.

37.

A concrete sidewalk meeting VDOT standards shall be provided along the west
side of Mechanicsville Turnpike (U.S. Route 360).

Outside storage shall not be permitted.

In the event of any traffic backup which blocks the public right-of-way as a result
of congestion caused by the drive-up facilities, the owner/occupant shall close the
drive-up facilities until a solution can be designed to prevent traffic backup.

The location of all existing and proposed utility and mechanical equipment
(including HVAC units, electric meters, junctions and accessory boxes,
transformers, and generators) shall be identified on the landscape plan. All
building mounted equipment shall be painted to match the building, and all
equipment shall be screened by such measures as determined appropriate by the
Director of Planning or the Planning Commission at the time of plan approval.
Only retail business establishments permitted in a B-2 zoning district may be
located in this center.

The ground area covered by all the buildings shall not exceed in the aggregate 25
percent of the total site area.

No merchandise shall be displayed or stored outside of the building(s) or on
sidewalk(s).

The following items shall be addressed to the satisfaction of the Director of Public
Utilities prior to approval of construction plana:

a. Provide certification that the private pumping station and force main has
adequate capacity for the addition of flow for this project.

b. Provide written permission from the owner of the private sewer to allow
connection of the sewer from this project.

c. Provide evidence of approval of the plans by the state water control board
in the form of a Certificate to Construct issued by the Virginia Department
of Environmental Quality.

ADDED - Evidence of a joint ingress/egress and maintenance agreement shall be
submitted to the Planning Office and approved prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy.

Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, that now takes us to the consideration of
approval of your minutes from your May 23, 2012 meeting.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: May 23, 2012 Minutes

Mr. Branin - Everybody, I'm sure, got a call ahead of time and submitted
any changes. Are there any additional changes? None? Then, | will entertain a motion.

Mrs. Jones - | move we approve the minutes as corrected.

Mr. Archer - Seconded.

Mr. Branin - Motion by Mrs. Jones, seconded by Mr. Archer. All in favor
say aye. All opposed say no. The ayes have it; the motion passes. Those minutes are
approved.
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The Planning Commission approved the May 23, 2012 minutes as corrected.

Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, that now takes us to the work session portion
of your meeting today. As you're aware, on June 12, 2012, the Board of Supervisors did
adopt a resolution requesting the Planning Commission to study and recommend
amendments to the zoring ordinance regarding noncommercial signage without a sign
permit. We briefly went over this with you at the last meeting so you could begin to think
about it. With that said, this item will be presented by Mr. Ben Blankinship.

Mr. Branin - Good morning, Mr. Blankinship.

Mr. Blankinship - Good morning, Mr. Chairman. Good morning members of the
Commission.

Mr. Branin - What excitement do you have for us today, sir?

Mr. Blankinship - Well, as I'm sure everyone remembers, we briefly discussed

this item two weeks ago at the rezoning meeting just to get it onto your calendar and ask
you to set today as the work session.

The subject before us is noncommercial signs and, particularly, when to require permits
for noncommercial signs. What's really the focus of this amendment is that staff was
going to recommend allowing additional signs without permits in addition to what is
already allowed without permits.

Just to briefly bring you back up to date, Section 24-104 is our sign ordinance. It allows
specific types of signs in each zoning district. There is also a prohibition on any sign that
is not specifically allowed in the zoning district. So, it's like most zoning ordinances in
that a use has to be listed as permitted, and if it's not listed, the presumption is that it's
not permitted.

There is also a requirement for a sign permit for every sign that is allowed unless it
meets one of a list of exemptions. A brief form of that list of exemptions is on the screen
now. | want to call your attention particularly to C and D—two-square-foot signs
advertising real estate for sale, three-square-foot signs prohibiting trespassers, and other
signs of that nature. The language that addresses noncommercial signs is in 24-
104(b){(7) where it says, "Prohibited Signs. Any sign not specifically permitted is
prohibited provided, however, that any permitted sign is allowed to contain
noncommercial speech in lieu of any other speech.” So, it is already the law that
anywhere a sign is allowed that would carry a commercial message, such as real estate
for sale, the property owner can put up a sign that meets the same specification with any
noncommercial message whether it's a religious message, a political message—any
other noncornmercial message can be substituted for any commercial sign that's
permitted.
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So, in residential zoning districts, for example, a “real estate for sale” sign—| already
mentioned that a two-square-foot “real estate for sale” sign is allowed without a permit,
which means that a two-square-foot noncommercial sign is already allowed without a
permit. A “real estate for sale” sign up to 32 square feet is listed in the code today as a
permitted sign in the residential zoning districts, and that requires a permit. Because
that's already in the code now, it's already allowed for the property owner to substitute
noncommercial speech. You can put up a 32-square-foot sign with a noncommercial
message today, if you get a permit. So, up to two square feet, no permit. Between two
and 32 requires a permit. Over 32 square feet would not be allowed in residential
districts. Of course, it would in business or industrial districts.

These are a few examples of the kinds of signs that we're already seeing and that we
expect we'll see many more of between now and the first week of November. These
signs are three square feet in area, and that's a very typical size for both real estate
signs and political signs. These are a couple of noncommercial signs just to make sure
we’re not too focused on political signs. Any noncommercial message would be allowed
under this amendment. The top sign there is 14 square feet; the bottom is 11 square
feet. So, that total sign area there is 25 square feet, and this is a 32-square-foot sign, a
four by eight-foot sign. This is actually the one that began this discussion. Staff notified
the owner of this property that this sign required a permit. He came to the Board of
Supervisors meeting to ask the question why a permit is required, and he asked the
Board to consider changing the regulations and to not require a permit for signs of this
nature. So, that's the sign that brought us to you this morning. This is an example of two
32-square-foot signs next to each other in front of a residential property on River Road.

Of course, whenever we talk about signs there are several legal considerations that we
have to bear in mind. Commercial and noncommercial signs are considered speech and
are protected by the First Amendment to the Constitution. That does not mean that we
can’t regulate them at all. It means the localities may regulate signs, but the regulations
must be narrowly tailored to advance substantial government interests such as traffic
safety and aesthetics. In general, we can regulate the time, place, and manner of any
form of speech, and that includes signs. We can regulate the time, place, and manner of
speech through signs, provided that, as stated above, it's narrowly tailored to advance a
substantial interest and also provided that it's viewpoint neutral. We can’t favor some
messages over other messages. When the government limits what sort of argument can
be made in the public forum, then the government is going too far, according to some
Supreme Court cases in terms of regulating speech. So, we are allowed to regulate time,
place, and manner, but we have to remain viewpoint neutral. We can’t regulate what the
message is that's proclaimed.

Specifically, sign regulations cannot favor commercial speech over noncommercial
speech. We have to give at least as much deference to religious speech and political
speech as we do to any form of commercial speech. That's been laid down very clearly
for us, again by the U. S. Supreme Court.
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Finally, the most recent word on this was a June 1 opinion by the Attorney General. The
question asked was can a local government regulate temporary political signs more
restrictively than they do other temporary signs. The Attorney General’s opinion was no,
you cannot. Anything that you allow for commercial speech, you have to allow
noncommercial speech at least as much deference.

So, there are really three questions—or | think it's going to grow to a few more than
three. I'm starting with these three questions to bring before you this morning. Should the
County continue to require a permit for political campaign signs and other
noncommercial signs exceeding three square feet in area? Again, the question is not
really are we going to allow these signs; they're already allowed. The question is, now
we require a permit for between three and 32 square feet in a residential area. Should
we continue to require that permit?

The second question is, what should the area and height fimits for such signs be? Right
now, the limit for real estate signs is 32-square feet. Some other signs in residential
zoning districts are limited to eight feet in height. For almost all of those larger signs in
residential districts, there is a setback of 15 feet for any property line. So, those are
some of the questions that are on the table this morning.

Finally, should the County impose a maximum area limitation for such signs? Right now,
it says for “real estate for sale” signs you can have one sign that's 32 square feet. Should
we continue that? Should it be one sign? Should it be up to 32 square feet of sign area
so you could have ten three-square-foot signs if you want? How exactly should we
regulate the number of signs in those areas?

The recommendations that we have been putting together as we've considered this at a
staff level is that we should allow political and other noncommercial signs without
requiring a sign permit with the following limitations. We began with up to 32 square feet
of sign area per lot because we already had that limitation on some other kinds of signs
in residential areas. Since | spoke to you two weeks ago, the concern has been
expressed that number may be too large—that 32 square feet may be too large of a sign
area. For example, on townhouse lots that are only 22 or 24 feet wide, or on zero-lot-line
lots where you only have 35 feet of frontage and 50 feet of width, it might be excessive to
allow a 32-square-foot sign on each lot without requiring a permit. So, we do want to
continue to consider that number. We may want to bring that down. The catch there is if
we reduce it for noncommercial speech, we have to reduce it for commercial speech as
well. So, it would be a little bit more detailed in the amendment to reduce other types of
signs to whatever limit we're comfortable with for noncommercial signs. We can't
regulate these signs more strictly than we do commercial signs.

We are recommending sticking with the eight-foot height limit; that seems to work well for
this sort of thing. Of course, no sign should be allowed to be located in the sight distance
triangle because that leads directly to traffic concerns. We’re also proposing that the
setback for these signs, particularly in one-family districts, would have to meet the same
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setbacks as other signs, which is generally 15 feet from any property line, whether it’s a
right-of-way, or a side, or a rear.

As we mentioned, we are trying to move this amendment through with all deliberate
speed so that we can have new regulations in place before the November election really
hits us in full force. It's already, of course, very much on the TV, and there are some
signs out there. We would like to get ahead of that rather than play catch-up again, so
we are looking at a fairly aggressive schedule. Today is the work session. We'd like for
you to hold a public hearing on July 12 so that we can have it before the Board of
Supervisors for work session on the 24 and they'il be set up to hold their public hearing
on August 14.

With that, I'll be happy to try to answer your questions.

Mr. Emerson - Mr. Chairman, if | could, before we begin discussion—and Mr.
Blankinship did touch on it; you're aware of this. For the record, Mr. Kaechele did contact
me with the concern about the signage being too large for some residential lots, 32-
square feet. I'm sure Mr. Thornton will recall he had that concern when the Board
discussed this. He requested that | make the Commission aware of his concern
regarding the size of this type of signage that could stay up for an indefinite period of
time on smaller lots. Specifically, he used as an example a 20-foot RTH lot. So, he does
have that concern.

Mr. Branin - With that in mind, Mr. Blankinship, can we restrict the size
and point out—restrict on R-5A, RTH, and then where we know the lot size is larger, like
an R-3, leave it where it is?

Mr. Blankinship - We certainly can. Right now, the way it's listed in the
ordinance, we have a set of signs that are allowed in the R-0 through R-4A districts and
the R-5A. There are a couple of other districts all grouped together. What we could do is
break that out and R-0 to, say, R-2 or R-2A would be allowed 32 square feet, and all of
the other signs would remain the same. Then, we’'d have a new category for R-2A or R-3
or whatever through all the other smaller lots. In those, we’d have to limit the “for sale”
signs. Any other sign that's allowed would have to be limited to 16 square feet, or
whatever number the Commission or the Board picked. By doing that, | think we could
have a separate section for those zoning districts, as long as we treat noncommercial
signs with at least as much deference as commercial signs in those districts. That has
not been vetted by the County Attorney’s office. The deputy County attorney is here this
morning. | don't know if he wants to speak to this or not.

Mr. Emerson - Ben, is it possible we could—you know, one of the things that
concerns me is you could have an R-2 lot that's an acre. You could have an R-5 lot that
could be 80 feet wide. That's not normal, but you could. Versus zoning categories,
should it be based on width of lot? | know that complicates it.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, that's another approach that could be taken.
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Mr. Emerson - From an administrative standpoint that would complicate it a
lot.
Mr. Blankinship - My immediate impression of that is that it would lead to an

argument that a person with a wider lot has more right to political speech than a person
with a narrow lot. To me, that could be more problematic than separating it by zoning
district, but, again, we haven’t had an opportunity yet to discuss this in detail with the
County attorneys.

Mr. Witte - We could align this—or can we-—with the setbacks for the
zoning or minimum lot square footage?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir. In brief, that's what I’'m suggesting doing by saying
there’'s one set of rules for R-0 to R-2 and a different set for R-2A or R-3, wherever you
want to draw the line.

Mr. Witte - That's not restricting anybody's freedom of speech by
changing the lot size for different size lots, sign sizes?

Mr. Blankinship - Right, it would just be by zoning district, which to me is a
basis on which we already regulate.

Mrs. Jones - Mr. Biankinship, just to follow that up. | do have just a couple
of questions, if | could, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Branin - Absolutely.

Mrs. Jones - Okay. | didn't want to jump in. Just to follow up on that point,
obviously what we're looking at is scale.

Mr. Blankinship - Proportion.

Mrs. Jones - What we’re trying to do is create a situation that’'s not just
arbitrary. What we're trying to do is to make sure that we don’t get into safety issues
such as a large sign on a very small lot and people can’t see coming and going. So, |
think there are a lot of very solid reasons why there might be a delineation, and it seems
logical to me that the R-2 or R-2A might be the dividing point simply because of the
nature of the neighborhoods in which these different zoning districts are. That can be
something we work out later.

Before we get too much further, just so I'm sure I'm understanding what you're saying,
could yeu define noncommercial?

Mr. Blankinship - Certainly. It's any speech that is not commercial.
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Mrs. Jones - Okay.

Mr. Blankinship - It is not a term that is defined in the zoning ordinance.
Typically, commercial means relating to a business, and so noncommercial would be all
other. Commercial speech is related directly to a business. For example, when we get
into school buses is the other time when we have to split this hair. You have to have a
commercial driver's license to drive a school bus, but a County school bus is not a
commercial vehicle because the vehicle is not used in connection with commerce.

Mrs. Jones - What | guess I'm getting at is—what I'd love to see is—having
us come to an answer that doesn't create more problems than it solves because of
enforcement issues or whatever. 'm trying to play devil's advocate with this. If a sign
refers to an enterprise that collects fees or provides some commercial element—and
we're talking about like the preschool or maybe an estate sale—I don't know. Whatever it
is, it's a commercial enterprise, but it's not a standard commercial sign because it's not
something that's necessarily going to be up there all the time, which brings me to my
second point. Is there a differentiation in the code between temporary and permanent,
and how are those defined?

Mr. Blankinship - We do use the word temporary with respect to signs quite a
bit in the code. There are some cases where that’s fairly clearly defined, for example on
real estate for rent, or sale, it says that it has to be removed within so many days of the
sale or rental of the real estate. Now, as we're all aware, that doesn’t work the way you
think it will because if you have a shopping center with 30 storefronts, as long as one of
them is vacant and for rent, you can keep your sign up. Those “real estate for rent” signs
tend to become permanent. Apartments are the same way. If you have 300 apartments
with a 99 percent occupancy rate, and you have three apartments vacant at any given
time, you can have a sign up that says, “Apartments for rent.”

in political speech, there have been some challenges in court of ordinances that limited
the time period that a sign could be up either before or after the election. Some of those
have survived, but most of them, my understanding is, have been struck down.

Mrs. Jones - They’ve been struck down which way?

Mr. Blankinship - Struck down in terms of not allowing the time limitation. Here
is the other problem. This is a political sign that makes a political statement, but there is
virtually no limit on the time period that this political statement would be germane.

Mrs. Jones - Because it's not linked to an event.

Mr. Blankinship - Right. It's not like a campaign sign. We would be treading on
thin ice if we were to say campaign signs can go up this date and come down that date,

but this sign could stay up as long as this person is unhappy with the government or
whatever.
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Mrs. Jones - Just so that | understand the process now, if this person
came into our offices and asked for a permit, would there be a problem with him getting a
permit do you think?

Mr. Blankinship - Not necessarily. This one, actually, | think is aiso too close to
a property line. He wasn’t actually served a notice. He was notified that the sign was
unlawful and that he had to get a permit for the sign. | believe as part of getting the
permit, he did have to move the sign.

Mrs. Jones - Okay. So, what we’re considering now, there is no
differentiation between what would be considered temporary or—for instance, anything
advertising an event of any kind would be considered, | guess, a temporary sign because
it's geared to a time. This gets awfully—

Mr. Blankinship - It does. The fact is when people put up signs for temporary
events, they generally take them down. When they put up campaign signs, they
generally take them down fairly promptly. If we were to require it to be taken down—it’s
not so much taking down as putting up. If we were to say you can put it up 45 days
before the election, but you can’t put it up 46 days before the election, that's the sort of
thing | think the courts have been pretty strict about. They don’'t want us to put that time
fimit on it.

Mrs. Jones - How many complaints do we get, generally on a yearly basis
or whatever about signage?

Mr. Blankinship - Mr. Strickler is here, and if you really need the details on that
I'll invite him up. | know it's not that many. | think we're looking in the nature of ten a
year. The problem is the nature of the complaints tends to be people are accusing the
County of discriminating based on political feeling. I've had enough of these phone calls
to speak of this in the first person. People call me and yell at me that the County is
favoring one political party over the other because of the way we handle political signs.
There was an article in the newspaper a couple of years ago that basically said the
County does not enforce its sign ordinance. So, there aren’t that many complaints, but
when they come in they’re the kind of complaints that we’d really like to not have.

Mr. Branin - Any other questions?

Mr. Archer - Mr. Blankinship, we should give your phone number then. |
did have a question also. Can you put that yellow sign back up again, please? It might
not have been the same sign, but | believe you indicated last time we discussed this that
we only consider the actual footage of that yellow sign?

Mr. Blankinship - The ordinance does discriminate between the sign area and
the sign structure, and, in this, | would say the posts are clearly structure.

Mr. Archer - And the flag?
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Mr. Blankinship - The flags are not regulated; flags are exempt. | would say the
yellow area that contains the message would be sign area.

Mr. Archer - Okay. | was wondering because as Mrs. Jones just indicated,
if the wind were blowing, those flags are flying. At least one fiag could cover a sizable
area, and it would still sort of be signage, | would think. A flag is just unregulated
because they are flags.

Mr. Blankinship - They are listed as a sign that is allowed without a permit.

Mr. Thornton - Mr. Blankinship, | have a hypothetical to ask you. What if a
sign like this has profanity on it or has racial epithets? My concern is that sometimes
when we relent to certain groups, we open a different Pandora’s Box on some of these
things here. Sometimes they can come back to haunt us. So, I'm saying what if a person
put up something like this and it was somewhere between profanity and/cr racial
epithet—would we have to allow that?

Mr. Blankinship - You're far enough over my head now that | am going to ask
Mr. Tokarz if he cares to respond.

Mr. Branin - So you're both prepared, Mr. Tokarz, I'm going to ask you to
come down and answer some questions that we may have and get the feeling of the
County Attorney’s Office. Also, Mr. Strickler, we may have some questions for you, so if
you'd also be prepared. Sir, would you state your name for the record?

Mr. Tokarz - Tom Tokarz with the County Attorney’s Office. Members of
the Commission, we have briefed the Board c¢f Supervisors in closed session to provide
legal advice to them. What | would propose to you, rather than give you legal advice in
open session, is to provide legal advice to any questions you would like to forward either
to me or to the Director of Planning in a closed session prior to your public hearing on
July 12. Because of the First Amendment and the Constitutional issues involved, | don’t
really feel comfortable giving legal advice in the open session. | hope you'll understand
that, Mr. Thornton, because your question deals with First Amendment free speech
issues. | would prefer to do that in closed session, if that would be acceptable to the
Chair.

Mr. Branin - That would be acceptable and understood.

Mr. Tokarz - All right. Any questions you may have of a legal nature, you
can either forward to me or Mr. Emerson, and I'll be prepared to meet with you like we
did with respect to RLUIPA and places of worship. We'll meet with you prior to the public
hearing and address all of those for you.

Mr. Branin - Okay, thank you.
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Mr. Leabough - | have a question for Mr. Blankinship. I'm just trying to
understand what's wrong with the way the code is now in terms of requiring that
someone seek a permit. Now, let me ask this question. In terms of the permit approval
process, would that process involve the materials from which the sign is made, or does
that get into that at all? Because, to me, it depends on what the sign is made out of. This
sign could eventually deteriorate over time. So, then it's not only speech that’s there, it's
an eyesore for the community. Does the permit process look at the materials from which
a sign is made to make certain that it's durable or anything like that?

Mr. Blankinship - There are some cases where signs like this might require a
building permit. If it required a building permit, then Building Inspections would be looking
at the structural aspect of it and the wind load, that sort of thing. There is never really a
clear fit between tha Building Code and Zoning Ordinance, and it's difficult for us to say
that this category of zoning signs is exempt from Building Inspections. Basically, any
painted sign that is unlighted can be considered exempt from the Building Code. So, if it
is exempt—and | think these sorts of political signs, these would clearly be exempt from
the Building Code. So, we would not have any review over the materials of that even if
they applied for a permit. This I'm sure. We would probably route it to Building
Inspections, but if they looked at it and said that's not covered by the Building Code, then
no, nobody would be looking at the materials or the durability.

Mr. Leabough - See, that's what I'm struggling with. What's wrong with the
way the ordinance is now? | know that people aren't getting the permits required for
political signs, but | think | agree with Mr. Thornton. | mean, we're opening up a box that |
don't think we want to open if we start to allow signage up to 32 square feet or 64—
whatever that number is. In my own personal opinion, | don’t know what's wrong with
what we have today. Now, if it's an enforcement issue, that's something different, but |
think that we open up Pandora’s Box if we allow it to be up to 32 or 64, if we change that
number. Is it three square feet today?

Mr. Blankinship - Three square feet without a permit today. These signs are
allowed but require a permit.

Mr. Leabough - Just imagine everyone in a neighborhood putting up signs like
this. To me, just looking at what that would do to a community if we don’t control and
regulate it to some extent— '

Mr. Blankinship - We have had the same discussion among staff that if
everybody wanted to put up one of these signs, it would be a problem.

Mr. Leabough - A huge problem.

Mr. Blankinship - Everyone does have the right to put the sign up now; all they
have to do is come down and get a permit.

Mr. Leabough - But most people-—your average citizen doesn’t know that.
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Mr. Blankinship - Well, that's probably true.

Mr. Leabough - S0, | think that if we start to open that door by-—I don’t know. |
don't know if we want to go there.

Mr. Blankinship - Right. One option open to the County is to not take action on
this.

Mr. Branin - Mr. Blankinship, Mr. Tokarz is coming down, and he may be

able-—before you speak—

Mr. Tokarz - Let me just step in and talk about the answer to your
question, and this does not involve anything that is not already public knowledge. The
way this question came to the Board of Supervisors—Mr. Thornton will remember—the
gentleman who erected this sign appeared at a public meeting and asked the Board of
Supervisors why a sign permit was required for a speech in which a political message
was being provided. He discussed with the Board of Supervisors a Supreme Court case
called Ladue and went through a long discussion about whether the permit required
imposed a burden in violation of the First Amendment to the Constitution. So, that's the
argument as to—the proposal is to discuss whether a permit should continue to be
required for political signs and whether that constitutes a burden on the First
Amendment. So, that's what has led to staff's review and the recommendation that the
permit requirement be removed. The fact is right now, under the ordinance, people can
do political speech up to 32 square feet on a residential lot; they have to get a permit.
The question was, should a permit continue to be required, and if it's not going to be
required, should there be any other restrictions? So, that's what's led to the staff
recommendation today.

Mr. Witte - So, any zoning area—residential, commercial, whatever—can
put up to a 32-square-foot political sign with a permit?

Mr. Tokarz - As Mr. Blankinship indicated earlier, every zoning district has
different sign regulations. What we were focusing on, because this is a residential
district, is the regulations dealing with residential districts. In a residential district you are
allowed to put up a real estate sign not exceeding 32 square feet if you have a sign
permit. You're allowed to put up a temporary real estate sign—one of those little yard
signs, three-square-foot signs—without a permit. If you want to go above that, you have
to get a permit, and at that point, you can go up to 32 square feet. This sign the
gentleman has is 32 square feet. The County notified him he needed a permit. He
challenged whether a permit could be validly required of him.

Mr. Witte - This permit process, I'm not familiar with it. Are there
guidelines, oris it just | want to put up a sign, here’'s my fee or whatever?
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Mr. Blankinship - As long as the request meets the requirements of the code,
the permit has to be issued. So, we would check it against the setbacks. That’s probably
the main thing we would check. We would check the height, and very few of these signs
challenge the eight-foot height. We'd measure the area, but as long as it meets the
requirements of code, we're required to issue the permit. We don’t have the discretion to
say we don't think this is a good sign.

Mr. Witte - Okay. So, if everybody in a neighborhood decided they
wanted their free speech because they don't particularly like the color of somebody’s
house, they can all put up 32-square-foot signs saying we don'’t like Bob Smith’s house
and the color, it's pink, or whatever?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes.

Mr. Leabough - At least at that point you'd be notified about it so you could
take enforcement action if it didn't meet the setback requirement or other requirements
around the process.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, that’s true.

Mr. Leabough - But without that process in place, you'd have a whole
neighborhood full of these signs and nobody would know it until somebody complained.

Mr. Blankinship - Right. Or an inspector saw it and took proactive action.
Mr. Leabough - Yes.
Mr. Archer - Well, Mr. Blankinship, have there been other instances where

someone has come forward like this gentleman did? | guess the reason I'm asking that is
because it's sort of in line with Mr. Thornton’s question and what Mr. Leabough was
saying. | always think back when we talk about changing a rule. | think back to what the
original concept was when the ordinance was first adopted. I'm sure whoever put this up
gave a lot of long and hard thought to what we would want to put into the ordinance as
far as the process goes. | just wonder should we think long and hard before changing
what they came up with because one or two people complain about it.

Mr. Blankinship - | can assure you we’ve thought long and hard about this.
Mr. Archer - I'm sure you did, but—
Mr. Blankinship - Which doesn't mean that we're 100 percent sure of what the

right answer is, of course; we rarely are. This is an issue where we know come
November there are going to be a lot of 32-square-foot noncornmercial signs up for
which no one’s going to acquire a permit. We know the phone calls are going to come in,
“Are these people getting permits for these signs?” The answer is a permit is required,
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and they're not getting them. So, the next question is, what is the County going to do
about it?

Mr. Branin - And Mr. Blankinship, would you run through the process that
say on October 10" someone puts up—-you can go back to the double signs, which are
definitely even beyond the 32 square feet. What is the process that goes through?

Mr. Blankinship - We would notify the property owner, normally. Sometimes—
Mr. Branin - By what means?
Mr. Blankinship - Let rme take one step backward and say that in July or August

we will send a letter to all of the campaigns stating to them what the regulations are and
requesting their cooperation in complying with the code and in removing their signs
promptly.

Mr. Emerson - Mr. Blankinship, not to interrupt you, but while youre—we
send out the letter. Somewhere in the explanation you're giving right now, why don’t you
provide the Commission with the background on the requests we received last election
cycle from an elected official, and the challenges that presented to us in terms of how
permits are issued.

Mr. Blankinship - Okay. | will; thank you. We do send a letter out in July or
August of each campaign season. We get the list from the registrar of all the candidates
who are registered, and we send them all letters setting out what the regulations are,
asking for their cooperation, and reminding them to remove the signs promptly after the
election. If we receive a complaint on October 10, we would notify the campaign or the
property owner, or sometimes both, that they put up a sign that requires a permit, and we
don't have a record of the permit, and they're required to come in and apply for a permit
within 30 days.

Mr. Branin - Within 30 days.

Mr. Blankinship - Right. The state law gives thern 30 days to appeal a Notice of
Violation, so by filing an appeal they can stay any enforcement action. So, we know that
within 30 days there’s a practical limitation on us taking any effective action. Of course,
we always begin by trying to get compliance. We're not into the enforcement business;
we’re in the compliance business.

Mr. Branin - So, when the critics of Henrico County come out and say we
ignore our own sign ordinance, that is actually nowhere near being true. We follow the
same process year in and year out, which is proper notification prior, notification of
violation, and 30 days to comply.

Mr. Blankinship - Well, when you asked your question you specified October
10. My answer was geared to your question.
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Mr. Emerson - Well, it would be 30 days from the beginning of whatever
point, and | think where Mr. Brarin is heaued is most of the campaigns get our letter.
They understand the time frame they have to work in. The majority of their signs go up
within that 30-day time frame and come back down. Therefore, they use the state code
to their advantage.

Mr. Blankinship - The situation that Mr. Emerson referred to a minute ago had
to do with the three-way Commonwealth Attorney’s race last year. One of the candidates
approached us well in advance of the election and basically said, “| want to be the
candidate who does everything above board. I'm running for a law enforcement post; |
feel like | have to be in compliance with the letter of the law. | understand how you
enforce it, but | want to be in compliance with the letter of law. Tell me what | need to
do.” He wanted to put up—I'm trying to remember the number of signs—I think it was 50
signs of varying sizes up to 32 square feet. We put our heads together and looked
through the code. It appeared to us that it requires a permit. It's pretty clear in the code
that you can put more than one sign on a permit application if they're on the same lot,
but if you want to put up 50 signs on 50 lots, you have to fill out 50 applications and pay
50 fees. The minimum fee for a sign is $40. So, this was not going to be any less than
$2,000 in fees and a very large workload item for us. | don't know how long it would take
us to issue that many sign permits if they were applied for in one day. So, in a way, we're
punishing the one candidate who comes in and says, “| want to follow all the rules; tell
me what all the rules are, and we'll follow them.” We are rewarding all the candidates
who rely on business as usual, even though they know that they're not strictly in
compliance with the rules.

Mr. Emerson - That's the only time we actually had somebody ask the
question.
Mr. Blankinship - Well, not the only time, but that was the most recent and the

first time it involved 50 signs at once.

Mr. Emerson - Right.

Mr. Archer - | think if we look at this in terms of people calling in
complaints, | would think that the motivation for them calling in is because they don'’t like
the sign.

Mrs. Jones - The sentiment, you mean.

Mr. Archer - Or the sentiment, yes, what the sign says. So, if a person has
a non-permitted sign and somebody calls to complain about it and then the person pays

the fee and gets the permit, then the complaint is still as large as it was before.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes.
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Mr. Archer - The only difference is somebody paid for it. So, we didn’t
solve anything; we just collected a little money.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir. And created some paperwork for the government.
Mr. Archer - I think this is a little more complicated than the [inaudible].
Mr. Branin - Mr. Tokarz, I'm not going to ask you to come back up. You'll

probably shake your head, or Mr. Blankinship, you may be abie to answer this question.
In this photograph we have presented in front of us, if there is a homeowners’
association here that has a regulation against this sign, we wouldn’t be getting involved
in this anyway. Wouldn't it be a homeowners' association’s obligation to interact in this?

Mr. Blankinship - With some noncommercial speech that might be an issue. In
the case of political signs—and | believe it was an immediate follow-on of the Ladue
case that Tom referred—the next step was the homeowners’ association tried to make
the person remove their sign. She again won in the court. The court said even the
homeowners’ association could not prevent a homeowner from a—I believe it was—a
three-square-foot sign in the window of her home. The court said something as minor as
that the homeowners’ association could not regulate.

Mrs. Jones - That brings up an interesting point.
Mr. Blankinship - I should check myself on that. Did | get that close to right?
Mr. Tokarz - | don't remember that portion of the opinion. Ben's

recollection is better than mine on that. Generally, though, we do not get involved in
enforcement of restrictive covenants or homeowners’ association’s enforcement of their
own internal bylaws and rules and regulations. Our concern at this point is simply the
structure of the Sign Ordinance and enforcement of the Sign Ordinance as it is regulated
by the County. We leave the other—we consider those to be private civil matters. I'm
sorry | don’'t remember that portion of the homeowners’ association option. | was focused
more on the public enforcement under the First Amendment. Homeowners’ associations
generally are not going to be subject to the same type of requirements as governmental
bodies. There are different constraints, so | didn’t really focus on the homeowners’
association aspect of the opinion.

Mr. Branin - The only reason | brought that up, Mr. Blankinship, is
because of the comment that Mr. Leabough made about what if everybody in the
neighborhood puts up these signs and the whole neighborhood is going to have signs. |
would think in that case a homeowners’ association would be stepping in to regulate that.

Mr. Leabough - That would presume that a neighborhood has a homeowners’
association.
Mrs. Jones - Exactly.
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Mr. Branin - Good point.

Mr. Leabough - And being a former president of my homeowners’
association, we thankfully have regulations or restrictive covenants around that. Some
homeowners’ associations may not; | don’t know.

Mrs. Jones - And how old the neighborhood is. There are plenty of older
ones like mine that don’t have any restrictions on the books. The point you made was
interesting; it hadn’t occurred to me. We're only talking about exterior signage, correct?
Signs in windows are not signs?

Mr. Blankinship - I know in the commercial districts we have a separate
paragraph in the list of what's aliowed for paper signs in windows. They are specifically
regulated. | would think that if you put a yard sign in the window of a home facing toward
the street we would consider that to be a sign. We would consider it to be permitted, but
we would consider it to be a sign.

Mr. Witte - | have a question, and | don’t know how much this relates. As
for as the HOAs go, if they allow a “real estate for sale” sign, can they restrict religious,
political, or whatever signs as along that first sign? If they allow a business sign such as
a real estate sign—for sale, for rent, whatever—can they restrict somebody putting a
“Hunton Baptist Church” sign in their front yard or a political sign or whatever? | don't
understand the difference.

Mr. Blankinship - The difference between the regulatory powers of an HOA
versus the government?

Mr. Witte - Right.

Mr. Blankinship - Starting from there, | can give you a partial answer, which is
that our regulatory powers come from the state government, from the state code. Theirs
are a matter of private contract. Everyone who buys a home is essentially joining a
contract saying | agree to the following. So, they do have a lot broader discretion than we
have on many matters, particularly on regulating aesthetics. If everyone buys into a
covenant that says you will not paint your house the following colors because we deem
them to be ugly—

Mr. Witte - But that's not freedom of speech.
Mr. Blankinship - Right, right. But their power is broader there whereas we
would be on shaky ground regulating solely based on aesthetics. Whether they regulate

these kinds of rights is a slightly different matter. We'll need to do some research for you.

Mr. Witte - Maybe Mr. Tokarz can enlighten us; he's smiling back there.
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Mr. Emerson - Wouldn't this be simiiar to the flag issues we’ve had?

Mr. Blankinship - That's a good example, yes. The flagpole in Wyndham and
others.
Mr. Emerson - The HOAs have always had the ability to regulate, and they

attempted to. Of course, we got all the e-mails.

Mr. Witte - But they said no flags and we're saying they're allowing a “for
sale” sign. So, at that point, can they restrict the freedom of speech to other people with
their signs?

Mr. Tokarz - Tom Tokarz again. I'm glad to say—I'm not so glad to say I'm
not an expert on the rights of homeowners’ associations. There is a whole body of law on
the rights of homeowners’ associations. The flag case is an example of that. That's
litigation that went on for a long period of time. My recollection is that the attorneys’ fees
involved that case were reported to be in excess of $100,000. In that situation, the
homeowners' association situation, the homeowners’ association’s rights come from a
declaration of covenants that is placed on the property, and then people purchase
subject to that declaration. The declaration gives enforcement powers, typical case, to
the homeowners’ association to enforce the rules and regulations. The courts then are
treating that simply as a matter of property rights and contractual agreements flowing
from that declaration that's been recorded. What you have in front of you is something
different. You are invested with the power of government, your police powers, and your
zoning powers to make governmental regulations. That's the regulatory power that is
governed by the constitutional provisions and the First Amendment, and other
provisions. The powers of government are different than the homeowners’ association.
Freedom of speech, | don’t believe—and I'm not claiming to be an expert on this—is an
issue that applies in the same way to homeowners’ associations that it does to you
because governmental entities are the bodies that are regulated by the First Amendment
to the Constitution.

| don't know the answer specifically. That's why | say we leave the regulation of
restrictive covenants to the homeowners’ associations because they are the bodies that
are entrusted with the enforcement powers. They are the ones who have the right to go
into court and say this either is permitted or not permitted under our regulations. I'm sorry
that didn’t give you an answer, but it does, | hope, try and distinguish between our rights
as a governmental entity versus the rights of a homeowners’ association.

I'm not sure | haven’t confused you by saying that, from looking at your expression, but
there is a significant difference. We'll do some more research because | do want to look
at the Ladue case and see if that did discuss homeowners’ association’s rights in that
case.

Mr. Witte - | have lived in a homeowners’ association subdivision, and |
liked it. Right now, I'm not in a subdivision, and 1 like it.
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Mr. Tokarz - One of the choices that people make when they purchase
property is in exchange for living in a community they like, subjecting themselves to the
requirements that go within the community. | live in a condominium association. The first
thing you do when you look at purchasing in a condominium association is find out what
are the rules and regulations.

Mr. Witte - You just don't want to cut grass.

Mr. Tokarz - I'm very lazy. | don’t want to cut the grass, and | admit it. |
had to make a choice. Am | willing to live with these rules and regulations? A lot of
people like the rules and regulations because they believe it provides a uniformity of
appearance throughout the neighborhood, and they depend on their homeowners’
association to enforce that for us.

Mr. Witte - I just didn’t know if they could restrict freedom of speech.

Mr. Tokarz - Well, it’'s not the same. They’re not bound under the First
Amendment like the government bodies are. That's the answer. That's the one-sentence
answer for it.

Mr. Witte - Okay, thank you.

Mr. Branin - I'd like to make a recommendation to the Commission, if you
all are interested. We all still have some questions. I'm sure there are some legal
questions that we would like to have answered. The Board is eager to get this moved up,
so we would need to have our public hearing as soon as possible.

Mr. Emerson - On July 12.
Mr. Branin - So, if we can make a motion to have a public hearing on July

12" and then also have a work session prior where we can actually go into closed
session, it may be enlightening and helpful to the group. So, | will entertain that motion.

Mrs. Jones - | so move.
Mr. Witte - | second.
Mr. Branin - Then, let it be on the record that we will have a public hearing

on July 12 with a work session prior.

Mr. Emerson - What time do you want to do that work session, Mr.
Chairman?
Mrs. Jones - Five o'clock?
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Mr. Emerson - I would suggestion 5:00 or 5:30 because you may have a lot
of discussion around this topic.

Mrs. Jones - | would say 5:00.

Mr. Branin - Five or five-thirty, Mr. Archer?

Mr. Archer - Five-thirty would give us a chance to close up—

Mrs. Jones - As long as everybody is punctual because | do think we’ll

have a bit to discuss.

Mr. Archer - —but I'm just one person. I'll go along with the group.

Mr. Branin - Five-thirty?

Mr. Witte - Are we saying we're not punctual?

Mrs. Jones - | can’t hear you. Okay, 5:30.

Mr. Branin - Mr. Blankinship, thank you for your enlightenment, as always.
Mr. Blankinship - Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Emerson - So, we will have a public hearing on July 12 and a closed

work session at 5:30 with the County attorney to discuss the legal aspects of this topic.

Mrs. Jones - | have a request. Is it possible to get a copy of this
PowerPoint?

Mr. Emerson - Yes, ma'am, we can do that for you.

Mrs. Jones - Thank you.

Mr. Blankinship - We'll put it on the portal.

Mrs. Jones - Perfect. Thank you.

Mr. Leabough - And we're able to submit questions prior to the work session?
Mr. Emerson - Absolutely. If you would, send them to me, send them to Mr.

Tokarz, or send them to both of us. We'll make sure that we're both apprised. We'll share
back and forth and get set up for your work session on July 12.

Mr. Branin - Does anybody else have any other topics of business?
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Mr. Archer - So, this meeting will be in the County Manager’s room?

Mr. Emerson - I will have to check on the availability of that room, Mr.
Archer, but that would be my plan right now, yes, sir.

Mr. Branin - If not, it would be in the library, I'm sure, or large conference
room.

Mr. Emerson - Probably.

Mr. Archer - And we will be having some sort of food, sustenance to

sustain ourselves?

Mr. Emerson - Absolutely. We will have some sustenance.

Mr. Branin - Any others? Anyone? I'll entertain a motion for closure.
Mrs. Jones - | move we adjourn.

Mr. Leabough - Second.

Mr. Branin - 50 moved.

Meeting is adjourned.
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. Joseph EmerWr., Secretary
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DECLARATION OF PERSONAL INTEREST
IN TRANSACTION CONSIDERED BY
THE PLANNING COMMISSION
Pursuant to the requirements of § § 2.2-3112(A)(2) and 2.2-3115(E) of
the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, I hereby declare my personal interest
in a transaction considered by the Planning Commission of Henrico County,
Virginia on June 27, 2012 as follows:

(1) The transaction involved is the Planning Commission’s
consideration of a landscape plan for Tuckaway Child
Development Center at New Market Road and Midview Road
in Henrico County, Virginia.

(2) My personal interest in the transaction atises because of my
membership on the Planning Commission which is
considering the landscape plan for the facility which my
daughter attends in a summer camp program.

(3) 1am a member of a group of people affected by the
transaction decision, namely those persons whose children
attend programs at the Tuckaway Child Development Center.

The County Attorney has advised me that I do not have a conflict of

interest that prevents me from voting on this matter. However, I would like the

Cletk to record that I am neither participating nor voting on this transaction.

P

Eric Leabough ,
Planning Commission of
Henrico County, Virginia

Dated: June 27, 2012
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1B.

PLLANS OF DEVELOPMENT

Standard Conditions for all POD's:

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for connections to public water and sewer. (when the property is served by public
utilities)

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for connections to public water. The well location shall be approved by the County Health
Department before a building permit is issued. Connection shall be made to the public
water system when available within 300 feet of the site/building. (when not served by
public water)

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for connections to public sewer. The septic tank location shall be approved by the County
Health Department before a building permit is issued. Connection shall be made to the
public sewer when available within 300 feet of the site/building. (when net served by
public sewer)

The Director of the Department of Public Utilities shall approve the plan of development
for construction of public water and sewer, prior to beginning any construction of these
utilities. The Department of Public Ultilities shall be notified at least 48 hours prior to the
start of any County water or sewer construction.

The parking lot shall be subject to the requirements of Chapter 24, Section 24-98 of the
Henrico County Code.

The parking spaces shall be marked on the pavement surface with four-inch-wide traffic
painted lines. All lane lines and parking lines shall be white in color with the exception
that those dividing traffic shall yellow.

Sufficient, effectively usable parking shall be provided. If experience indicates the need,
additional parking shall be provided.

Curb and gutter and necessary storm sewer shall be constructed as shown on approved
plans.

The plan of development plan shall be revised as annotated on the staff plan dated June 27,
2012, which shall be as much a part of this approval as if details were fully described
herein. Eight (8) sets of revised plans, including the detailed drainage, erosion control and
utility plans, shall be submitted by the design engineer who prepared the plans to the
Department of Planning for final review. Upon notice from the Department of Planning to
the Engineer that all comments have been addressed, twenty-one (21) sets of final plans for
signature shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval signatures. Two
(2) sets of the approved plan shall be attached to the building permit application. (Revised
January 2008)

Two copies of an Erosion and Sediment Control Agreement with required escrow shall be
submitted to the Department of Public Works. Approval is required prior to construction
plan approval and beginning construction. The Department of Public Works shall be
notified at least 24 hours prior to the start of any construction.

A detailed landscaping plan shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for review
and approval prior to the issuance of any occupancy permits.

Revised May 2008
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

AMENDED - A detailed landscaping plan shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning for review and Planning Commission approval prior to the issuance of any
occupancy permits.

All groundcover and landscaping shall be properly maintained in a healthy condition at all
times. Dead plant materials shall be removed within a reasonable time and replaced no
later than the next planting season.

Prior to the approval of an electrical permit application and installation of the site lighting
equipment, a plan including light spread and intensity diagrams, and fixture specifications
and mounting height details shall be submitted for Department of Planning review and
approval.

AMENDED - Prior to the approval of an electrical permit application and installation of
the site lighting equipment, a plan including depictions of light spread and intensity
diagrams, and fixture specifications and mounting height details shall be submitted for
Department of Planning review and Planning Commission approval.

Prior to the approval of an electrical permit application and installation of the site lighting
equipment, a plan including light spread and intensity diagrams, and fixture specifications
and mounting heights details shall be revised as annotated on the staff plan and included
with the construction plans for final signature. (For POD which includes lighting plan
approval)

All exterior lighting shall be designed and arranged to direct the light and glare away from
nearby residential property and streets.

The site, including the parking areas, shall be kept clean of litter and debris on a daily basis.
Trash container units/litter receptacles and recycling containers shall be maintained with
regular pickups scheduled and shall be screened properly on all four sides. The gate(s) shall
remain closed except when the receptacle(s) are being filled or serviced and shall be
repaired or replaced as necessary. Details shall be included with the final site plan or
required landscape plan for review and approval.

Required fire lanes shall be marked and maintained in accordance with the Virginia
Statewide Fire Prevention Code.

Traffic control signs shall be provided as indicated on the Department of Planning Staff
plan. All signs shall be fabricated as shown in The National Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices for Streets and Highways and The Virginia Supplement to The Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways.

The assigned property number(s) shall be displayed so it is easily readable from the street.
If assistance is needed with the address, please contact the Department of Planning at 501-
4284. The Planning Department must assign all property addresses. (Revised January
2008)

The owner shall have a set of plans approved by the Director of Public Works, Public
Utilities and Secretary of the Planning Commission available at the site at all times when
work is being performed. A designated responsible employee shall be available for contact
by County Inspectors.

The property shall be developed as shown on the plan filed with the case and no changes or
additions to the layout shall be made without the approval of this Commission.

Revised May 2008
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29.

Upon completion of the improvements and prior to the certification of the permanent
occupancy permit, the owner shall furnish a statement by the engineer or land surveyor
who prepared the POD plan, to the effect that all construction including water and sewer is
in conformance to the regulations and requirements of the POD.

The approved Plan of Development is granted by the Planning Commission only to the
owners(s)/applicant(s) listed on the Plan of Development application on file for this project.
Upon written notification to the Director of Planning, the Plan of Development approval
may be transferred to subsequent owner(s) subject to approval by this Commission
(Revised July 2007).

Vehicles shall be parked only in approved and constructed parking spaces.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change can be
implemented.

The site, including paving, pavement markings, signage, curb and gutter, dumpster screens,
walls, fences, lighting and other site improvements shall be properly maintained in good
condition at all times. Any necessary repairs shall be made in a timely manner.

The developer shall provide fire hydrants as required by the Department of Public
Utilities and Division of Fire.

Insurance Services Office {ISO) calculations shall be included on the final construction
plans for approval by the Department of Public Utilities prior to issuance of a building
permit.

Any necessary off-site drainage and/or water and sewer easements must be obtained in a
form acceptable to the County Attorney prior to final approval of the construction plans.
The easements for drainage and utilities as shown on approved plans shall be granted to
the County in a form acceptable to the County Attorney prior to any occupancy permits
being issued. The easement plats and any other required information shall be submitted
to the County Real Property Agent at least sixty (60) days prior to requesting occupancy
permits.

Deviations from County standards for pavement, curb or curb and gutter design shall be
approved by the County Engineer prior to final approval of the construction plans by the
Department of Public Works.

{Start of miscellaneous conditions)

Revised May 2008



STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR LANDSCAPE /LIGHTING/FENCE PLANS

1. The plan shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein. Five (5) sets of
prints of the revised plan shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval
stamps and distribution.

2, The property shall be developed as shown on the plan filed with the case and no changes or
additions to the layout shall be made without the approval of this Commission.
3. The owner shall have a set of approved plans available at the site at all times when work is

being performed. A designated responsible employee shall be available for contact by
County Inspectors.

4. All groundcover and landscaping shall be properly maintained in a healthy condition at all
times. Dead plant materials shall be removed within a reasonable time and replaced during
the normal planting season. (DELETE IF NO LANDSCAPING)

5. All exterior lighting shall be shielded to direct lights away from adjacent residential
property and streets. (DELETE IF NO LIGHTING)
6. All fences, walls, and screens, including gates and doors, shall be maintained in good repair

by the owner. Trash and debris should not be allowed to accumulate along the fence or
wall. (DELETE IF NO FENCE, WALL, OR DUMPSTER SCREEN)

Revised May 2008
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32.
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29.
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29.
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In Addition to Item A, the Following Standard Conditions for Approval of All Zero
Lot Line Developments shall apply:

Roof edge omamental features that extend over the zero lot line, and which are permitted
by Section 24-95(i)(1), must be authorized in the covenants.

Eight-foot easements for construction, drainage, and maintenance access for abutting lots
shall be provided and shown on the POD plans.

Building permit request for individual dwellings shall each include two (2) copies of a
layout plan sheet as approved with the plan of development. The developer may utilize
alternate building types providing that each may be located within the building footprint
shown on the approved plan. Any deviation in building footprint or infrastructure shall
require submission and approval of an administrative site plan.

Windows on the zero lot line side of the dwelling can only be approved with an exception
granted by the Building Official and the Director of Planning during the building permit
application process.

Standard Conditions for Approval of All Dry Cleaners and Laundries in Addition to
Item A:

The dry cleaning establishment shall use only non-inflammable cleaning solvents and have
fully enclosed cleaning and solvent reclamation processes and fully enclosed pressing
equipment with no outside steam exhaust.

In addition to Item A, the Following Conditions for Approval of All Shopping Centers
Shall Apply:

Only retail business establishments permitted in a zone may be located in this center.

The ground area covered by all the buildings shall not exceed in the aggregate 25 percent of
the total site area.

No merchandise shall be displayed or stored outside of the building(s) or on sidewalk(s).

In Addition to Item A, the Following Standard Conditions for Approval of All Multi-
Family Shall Apply:

The unit house numbers shall be visible from the parking areas and drives.

The names of streets, drives, courts and parking areas shall be approved by the Richmond
Regional Planning District Commission and such names shall be included on the
construction plans prior to their approval. The standard street name signs shall be
installed prior to any occupancy permit approval.

Revised May 2008



In addition to Item A, the Following Standard Conditions for Approval of All Service
Station Developments Shall Apply:

29.  This business shall not remain in operation after midnight and no exterior signs shall
remain lighted after (12:00 midnight - B-1) (1:00 o'clock a.m. - B-2) (no limit - B-3).

30.  No merchandise shall be displayed outside of the building except that oil racks will be
allowed on the pump islands.

31.  This service station shall be used only for the sale of petroleum products and automobile
accessories and parts. It shall not be used to sell or rent camping trailers, nor as a base of
operation for truck fleets or fuel oil delivery or other such use that is not strictly a service
station operation.

32, Only light repair work shall be allowed at this station, including motor tune-up, brake,
generator, ignition, and exhaust repairs, and wheel balancing. The only work that can be
performed outside the building is those services that are normally furnished at the pump
island and the changing of tires.

33.  No wrecked automobiles, nor automobiles incapable of being operated, shall be kept on the
premises.

34.  The prospective operator of this station shall come to the Department of Planning and sign
the file copy of the special plan of development letter before he signs a lease with the oil
company to operate this station.

G. STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR CONVENIENCE STORES WITH FUEL PUMPS

INA
B-2 ZONE

29.  Bulk storage of fuel shall be underground.

30.  There shall be no exterior display of merchandise except on pump islands and on paved
walkway areas within three (3) feet of building.

31.  Lighting fixtures shall not exceed a height greater than twenty (20) feet.

32.  No temporary storage of wrecked or inoperative vehicles or rental of vehicles, trailer
campers, vans or similar equipment shall be permitted.

33.  Not more than two (2) electronic amusement games shall be permitted.

34.  Not more than two (2) vending machines for food and beverage and similar merchandise
shall be permitted on the premises outside of an enclosed building.

35.  The prospective operator of this facility shall come to the Department of Planning and sign
the file copy of the special plan of development letter before he signs a lease with the oil
company to operate this station.

36.  The landscaping plan shall include details for screening of refuse containers and refuse
storage facilities in accordance with Section 24-61(i).

37.  Refuse containers or refuse storage facilities shall be serviced during business hours only.

38.  The owner or manager on duty shall be responsible for temporarily closing the car wash
facility when the on-site stacking space is inadequate to serve customer demand to prevent
a backup of vehicles onto the public right-of-way.

39.  The owner shall arrange with the Traffic Engineer to provide standard traffic control signs
to notify customers that stopping or standing on the public right-of-way shall not be
permitted near the entrances to the car wash facility. (If Car Wash Is Proposed)

Revised May 2008



H. STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR CONVENIENCE STORES WITH FUEL PUMPS

‘ INA

B-3 ZONE

29.  Bulk storage of fuel shall be underground.

30.  The owner or manager on duty shall be responsible for temporarily closing the car wash
facility when the on-site stacking space is inadequate to serve customer demand to prevent
a backup of vehicles onto the public right-of-way. (If Car Wash Is Proposed)

31.  The owner shall arrange with the Traffic Engineer to provide standard traffic control signs
to notify customers that stopping or standing on the public right-of-way shall not be
permitted near the entrances to the car wash facility. (If Car Wash Is Proposed)

Revised May 2008
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SUBDIVISION - CONDITIONAL APPROVAL

Standard Conditions for Conventional Subdivisions Served By Public Utilities

Public Water and/or Sewer (January 2008)

All requirements of Chapter 18, 19 and 24 of the Henrico County Code shall be met.
Construction plans, including proposed erosion and sediment controls, shall be submitted to
the Department of Planning at least 30 days prior to final approval.

Construction shall not commence until the Director of Planning has granted final approval
of the plat; and until the construction plans including the detailed drainage, erosion control,
and utility plans have been approved by the Department of Planning, the Department of
Public Utilities, and the Department of Public Works and a preconstruction meeting has
been held with the Department of Public Works. Plans for Final Subdivision review shall
be submitted to the Department of Planning in accordance with the requirements of the
Final Subdivision application. Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the
Engineer that all comments have been addressed, twenty-one (21) sets of final construction
plans for signature shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval
signatures. All erosion and sediment control plans, agreements, and bonds must be
submitted to the Department of Public Works and approved prior to approval of the
construction plans.

Clearing and grubbing shall not commence until a clearing and grubbing plan has been
approved by the Department of Planning and the Department of Public Works. Upon
notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have been
addressed, eight (8) sets of clearing and grubbing plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All appropriate bonds and agreements,
authorizations from state and/or regulatory agencies for impacts to the Waters of the
United States, and offsite easement plats must be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and approved prior to approval of the clearing and grubbing plans. Approvals
must be updated prior to recordation of the plat.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for water. (Substitute condition SA if well)

A detailed soil analysis shall be performed and other requirements of the Health
Department met before final plats are recorded. The developer shall have the center lines
of all streets and lot corners staked to facilitate the examination of lots by the Health
Department Sanitarians prior to filing for final approval and shall notify the Department of
Planning and Health Department in writing when the staking has been done.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for sewer. (Substitute condition 6A if on site sewage disposal/septic)

A detailed soil analysis shall be performed and other requirements of the Health
Department met before final plats are recorded. The developer shall have the center lines
of all streets and lot corners staked to facilitate the examination of lots by the Health
Department Sanitarians prior to filing for final approval and shall notify the Department of
Planning and Health Department in writing when the staking has been done.

A copy of the letter from the Richmond Regional Planning District Commission giving
approval to the street names in this subdivision shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning before the recordation plat is submitted for review.

The plat shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein.
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This approval shall expire on June 26, 2013, unless an extension is requested in writing
stating the reason such extension is necessary. The request shall include the fee and must
be filed a minimum of two weeks prior to the expiration date.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change can be
implemented.

The conditional approval of this plat by the Planning Commission does not imply that all
lots shown thereon will be granted final approval. Such approval is contingent on each lot
meeting a number of requirements including but not limited to minimum zoning
requirements, Health Department requirements as applicable, and design considerations.
Prior to a request for final approval, the developer shall provide a buildable area plan
showing information for all lots within the subdivision. Such plan shall be a part of the
construction plans submitted for review and for signature. The buildable area plan shall be
a minimum of 1" to 50" scale or larger and shall show the buildable area for the principal
structure, all setback dimensions, the minimum lot width (perpendicular to the center line
of the lot at the front building line), and if applicable, any Special Flood Hazard Areas
{(floodplains) and the area of each lot exclusive of floodplain, wetlands, easements, buffers,
Chesapeake Bay Act Areas, wells and primary/reserved drainfields.
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Standard Conditions for Conventional Subdivisions Not Served By Public Utilities
(January 2008)

All requirements of Chapter 18, 19 and 24 of the Henrico County Code shall be met.
Construction plans, including proposed erosion and sediment controls, shall be submitted to
the Department of Planning at least 30 days prior to final approval.

Construction shall not commence until the Director of Planning has granted final approval
of the plat; and until the construction plans including the detailed drainage and erosion
control plans have been approved by the Department of Planning, and the Department of
Public Works and a preconstruction meeting has been held with the Department of Public
Works. Plans for Final Subdivision review shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning in accordance with the requirements of the Final Subdivision application. Upon
notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have been
addressed, fifteen (15) sets of final construction plans for signature shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All erosion and sediment control plans,
agreements, and bonds must be submitted to the Department of Public Works and approved
prior to approval of the construction plans.

Clearing and grubbing shall not commence until a clearing and grubbing plan has been
approved by the Department of Planning and the Department of Public Works, and a
preconstruction meeting has been conducted with the Department of Public Works.
Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have
been addressed, eight (8) sets of clearing and grubbing plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All appropriate bonds and agreements,
authorizations from state and/or regulatory agencies for impacts to the Waters of the
United States, and offsite easement plats must be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and approved prior to approval of the clearing and grubbing plans. Approvals
must be updated prior to recordation of the plat.

A detailed soil analysis shall be performed and other requirements of the Health
Department met before final plats are recorded. The developer shall have the center lines
of all streets and lot corners staked to facilitate the examination of lots by the Health
Department Sanitarians prior to filing for final approval and shall notify the Department of
Planning and Health Department in writing when the staking has been done.

A copy of the letter from the Richmond Regional Planning District Commission giving
approval to the street names in this subdivision shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning before the recordation plat is submitted for review.

The plat shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein.

This approval shall expire on June 26, 2013, unless an extension is requested in writing
stating the reason such extension is necessary. The request shall include the fee and must
be filed a minimum of two weeks prior to the expiration date.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change can be
implemented.

The conditional approval of this plat by the Planning Commission does not imply that all
lots shown thereon will be granted final approval. Such approval is contingent on each lot
meeting a number of requirements including but not limited to minimum zoning
requirements, Health Department requirements and design considerations.
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Prior to a request for final approval, the developer shall provide a buildable area plan
showing information for all lots within the subdivision. Such plan shall be a part of the
construction plans submitted for review and for signature. The buildable area plan shall be
a minimum of 1" to 50’ scale or larger and shall show the buildable area for the principal
structure, all setback dimensions, the minimum lot width (perpendicular to the center line
of the lot at the front building line), and if applicable, any Special Flood Hazard Areas
(floodplains) and the area of each lot exclusive of floodplain, wetlands, easements, buffers,
Chesapeake Bay Act Areas, wells and primary/reserved drainfields.
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Standard Conditions for Residential Townhouse for Sale (RTH) Subdivisions\

(January 2008)

All requirements of Chapter 18, 19 and 24 of the Henrico County Code shall be met.
Construction plans, including proposed erosion and sediment controls, shall be submitted to
the Department of Planning at least 30 days prior to final approval.

Construction shall not commence until the Director of Planning has granted final
approval of the plat; and until the construction plans including the detailed drainage,
erosion control, and utility plans have been approved by the Department of Planning, the
Department of Public Utilities, and the Department of Public Works and a
preconstruction meeting has been held with the Department of Public Works. Plans for
Plan of Development and Final Subdivision review shall be submitted to the Department
of Planning in accordance with the requirements of the Plan of Development and Final
Subdivision applications. Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer
that all comments have been addressed, twenty-one (21) sets of final construction plans
for signature shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval signatures.
All erosion and sediment control plans, agreements, and bonds must be submitted to the
Department of Public Works and approved prior to approval of the construction plans.
Clearing and grubbing shall not commence until a clearing and grubbing plan has been
approved by the Department of Planning and the Department of Public Works, and a
preconstruction meeting has been conducted with the Department of Public Works.
Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have
been addressed, eight (8) sets of clearing and grubbing plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All appropriate bonds and agreements,
authorizations from state and/or regulatory agencies for impacts to the Waters of the
United States, and offsite easement plats must be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and approved prior to approval of the clearing and grubbing plans. Approvals
must be updated prior to recordation of the plat.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for water.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for sewer.

A copy of the letter from the Richmond Regional Planning District Commission giving
approval to the street names in this subdivision shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning before the recordation plat is submitted for review.

The plat shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein.

This approval shall expire on June 26, 2013, unless an extension is requested in writing
stating the reason such extension is necessary. The request shall include the required fee
and must be filed a minimum of two weeks prior to the expiration date.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change can be
implemented.

The conditional approval of this plat by the Planning Commission does not imply that all
lots shown thereon will be granted final approval. Such approval is contingent on each lot
meeting all requirements, including but not limited to, minimum zoning requirements, and
design considerations.

A draft of the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions shall be submitted to
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the Department of Planning for review, prior to final approval. The proposed Homeowners
Association for the project shall be responsible for the exterior maintenance of all buildings
and grounds.

All block corners shall be monumented and referenced, where possible, to the exterior
boundaries of the site

The record plat shall contain a statement that the common area is dedicated to the common
use and enjoyment of the homeowners of (name of subdivision) and is not dedicated for
use by the general public. This statement shall refer to the applicable article in the
covenants recorded with the plat.
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Standard Conditions for Zero Lot Line Subdivisions
(January 2008)

All requirements of Chapter 18, 19 and 24 of the Henrico County Code shall be met.
Construction plans, including proposed erosion and sediment controls, shall be submitted to
the Department of Planning at least 30 days prior to final approval.

Construction shall not commence until the Director of Planning has granted final
approval of the plat; and until the construction plans including the detailed drainage,
erosion control, and utility plans have been approved by the Department of Planning, the
Department of Public Utilities, and the Department of Public Works and a
preconstruction meeting has been held with the Department of Public Works. Plans for
Plan of Development and Final Subdivision review shall be submitted to the Department
of Planning in accordance with the requirements of the Plan of Development and Final
Subdivision applications. Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer
that all comments have been addressed, twenty-one (21) sets of final construction plans
for signature shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval signatures.
All erosion and sediment control plans, agreements, and bonds must be submitted to the
Department of Public Works and approved prior to approval of the construction plans.
Clearing and grubbing shall not commence until a clearing and grubbing plan has been
approved by the Department of Planning and the Department of Public Works, and a
preconstruction meeting has been conducted with the Department of Public Works.
Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have
been addressed, eight (8) sets of clearing and grubbing plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All appropriate bonds and agreements,
authorizations from state and/or regulatory agencies for impacts to the Waters of the
United States, and offsite easement plats must be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and approved prior to approval of the clearing and grubbing plans. Approvals
must be updated prior to recordation of the plat.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for water.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for sewer.

A copy of the letter from the Richmond Regional Planning District Commission giving
approval to the street names in this subdivision shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning before the recordation plat is submitted for review.

The plat shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein.

This approval shall expire on June 26, 2013, unless an extension is requested in writing
stating the reason such extension is necessary. The request shall include the required fee
and must be filed a minimum of two weeks prior to the expiration date.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change may be
implemented.

The conditional approval of this plat by the Planning Commission does not imply that all
lots shown thereon will be granted final approval. Such approval is contingent on each lot
meeting all requirements, including but not limited to, minimum zoning requirements, and
design considerations.

Prior to a request for final approval, the developer shall provide a buildable area plan
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showing information for all lots within the subdivision. Such plan shall be a part of the
construction plans submitted for review and for signature. The buildable area plan shall be
a minimum of 1" to 50 scale or larger and shall show the buildable area for the principal
structure, all setback dimensions, the minimum lot width (perpendicular to the center line
of the lot at the front building line), and if applicable, any Special Flood Hazard Areas
(floodplains) and the area of each lot exclusive of floodplain, wetlands, easements, buffers
and Chesapeake Bay Act Areas.
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SUBDIVISION - CONDITIONAL APPROVAL

Standard Conditions for Conventional Subdivisions Served By Public Utilities
Road Dedication (No Lots) (January 2008)

All requirements of Chapter 18, 19 and 24 of the Henrico County Code shall be met.
Construction plans, including proposed erosion and sediment controls, shall be submitted to
the Department of Planning at least 30 days prior to final approval.

Construction shall not commence until the Director of Planning has granted final approval
of the plat; and until the construction plans including the detailed drainage, erosion control,
and utility plans have been approved by the Department of Planning, the Department of
Public Utilities, and the Department of Public Works and a preconstruction meeting has
been held with the Department of Public Works. Plans for Final Subdivision review shall
be submitted to the Department of Planning in accordance with the requirements of the
Final Subdivision application. Upon notice from the Department of Planning to the
Engineer that all comments have been addressed, twenty-one (21) sets of final construction
plans for signature shall be submitted to the Department of Planning for approval
signatures. All erosion and sediment control plans, agreements, and bonds must be
submitted to the Department of Public Works and approved prior to approval of the
construction plans.

Clearing and grubbing shall not commence until a clearing and grubbing plan has been
approved by the Department of Planning and the Department of Public Works. Upon
notice from the Department of Planning to the Engineer that all comments have been
addressed, eight (8) sets of clearing and grubbing plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Planning for approval signatures. All appropriate bonds and agreements,
authorizations from state and/or regulatory agencies for impacts to the Waters of the
United States, and offsite easement plats must be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and approved prior to approval of the clearing and grubbing plans. Approvals
must be updated prior to recordation of the plat.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for water.

The owner shall enter into the necessary contracts with the Department of Public Utilities
for sewer.

A copy of the letter from the Richmond Regional Planning District Commission giving
approval to the street names in this subdivision shall be submitted to the Department of
Planning before the recordation plat is submitted for review.

The plat shall be revised as shown in red on Staff plan dated June 27, 2012, which shall be
as much a part of this approval as if all details were fully described herein.

This approval shall expire on June 26, 2013, unless an extension is requested in writing
stating the reason such extension is necessary. The request shall include the fee and must
be filed a minimum of two weeks prior to the expiration date.

The name of this development, as designated in this approval, shall be the name used for
marketing and public recognition purposes. A written request for a name change must be
received and granted by the Department of Planning before such a change can be
implemented.






