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he 1 py it ltis ) of Resolul 1 App 1 of Mr.
Robert H. Witte, Jr. in recognition of his service on the Planning Commission.

DISCUSSION ITEM: RESOLUTION: PCR-3-18: Adoption of a Resolution
of Appreciation to Mr. Robert H. Witte, Jr. in recognition of his service on the
Planning Commission.

Mr. Baka - Mr. Chairman, | would make a motion to go ahead
and approve PCR-3-18, adoption of the Resolution in Appreciation of Mr. Robert
H. Witte, Jr. in recognition of his years of serve on the Planning Commission.

Mrs. Marshall - Second. We have a motion by Mr. Baka, a second by
Mrs. Marshall. All in favor say aye.

Mr. Witte, if you could please come forward.
Mr. Archer - Madam Chair, if | may read this into the record?

Henrico County Planning Commission, Resolution of Appreciation to Mr. Robert
H. Witte, Jr., PCR-3-18.

WHEREAS, Robert “Bob” H. Witte, Jr., has been a resident of the Brookland
District since 1976; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Witte served Henrico County as a career firefighter from 1974
until 2005 when he retired as captain; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Witte was recognized by the Board of Supervisors in 1989 for a
courageous act without regard for his own safety while off-duty after he crawled
through the rear window of an overturned vehicle that was leaking gasoline to
rescue a citizen; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Witte continued his service to the county as a member of the
Board of Zoning Appeals from 2008 until 2011 and as a Planning Commissioner
from 2012 to 2018, and

WHEREAS, Mr. Witte while serving on the Planning Commission was Chairman
in 2015, Vice Chairman in 2014 and ~717, and the Planning Commission’s

b 1 ive on the Richmond Regional Citizens Trai )Hortation Advisory
Committee in 2007, and the Richmond Regional Planning District Con.....ssion in
2015; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Witte was committed in reviewing and making informed and
sound recommendations on complex planning issues to enhance the quality of
life for all Henrico citizens, including his integral role in the Glen Allen Small Area
Study to maintain the existing and historic character along areas of Mountain
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R-¢ = C eral Residence District (Conditional) and _ Z_. _.fice _.strict
(Conditional) Parcel 735-761-8792 containing 12.724 acres located at the
southwest intersection of Three Chopt Road and Lauderdale Drive. The applicant
proposes an age restricted multifamily development and office uses. The uses
will be controlled by zoning ordinance regulations and proffered conditions. The
2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends Urban Residential. The site is in the
West Broad Street Overlay District.

Mrs. Blankinship - Good evening.

This is a request to conditionally rezone 12.72 acres from RTHC to R-6C and O-
2C to develop an age-restricted multifamily development of no more than 169
units and an office building not to exceed 50,000 square feet.

The subject property was part of larger rezoning case in 2006 that allowed
seventy-nine townhouse units to be developed on the property; however, it was
not constructed. Proffers submitted with this request are similar to those
previously accepted and commit to a quality development including landscape
buffers, building materials, hours of construction, density, sound suppression,
age restriction, parking lot lighting, and prohibited uses.

The applicant has submitted revised proffers and a conceptual plan, dated April
10th, that have been handed out to you this evening. Proffer #1 has been revised
to reference the updated conceptual plan, seen here, which shows the
adjustment of the zoning line between the proposed R-6C and the O-2C districts.
The zoning line now travels down the center of the main drive aisle between the
apartments and the office building which addresses staff's concern outline in the
staff report.

The Planning Department received a letter of support from the Wellesley
Homeowners Association and a petition in opposition signed by residents of
Foxfield at Wellesley Condominiums, located directly to the south of the site.
Prior to the filing of this request, community meetings were held with the
Wellesley Homeowners Association, and due to opposition from the Foxfield
residents, an additional community meeting was held on February 20th.
However, only four citizens attended and none expressed opposition to the
request.

The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends Urban Residential, where density
should not exceed 6.8 units per acre. The proposed density with this request
calculates to 19 units per acre. However, staff notes this request could have less
of an impact on public facilities than the approved RTHC zoning district and could
be a reasonable transition between the commercial uses to the north and the
townhome and single-family developments to the south. In addition, the applicant
has addressed staff’'s concerns regarding the zoning line and access. For these
reasons, staff supports this request.
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Mr. Leabough - [Unintelligible] it wouldn’t be in compliance with it,
right?
Mr. Emerson - In this case you can. We've been down that road

before. It's my understanding that you can.
Mrs. Marshall - Any more questions?

Mr. Archer - | have one observation, Madam Chair. Mr. Theobald,
one of the members of the opposition, Ms. Taylor, | believe, indicated that they
were having current drainage problems. Oftentimes new projects are able to
alleviate drainage problems. Is there an indication that you might pick up some of
the drainage from that particular area and alleviate it somewhat?

Mr. Theobald - Well from my vast engineering background, | have a
feeling that what we’re actually doing is rather than letting it sheet flow like it does
now toward the back, that we’re actually picking it up and moving it to the west.
Then, as Ryan indicated, the vast majority of this water is going to go down this
drainage, divide that, over across Pruitt, and over towards Gayton. So whereas
now the water is just freely coming onto the site and coming back through and
hitting these drop inlets, the County stormwater system, now it's going to be
picked up from this impervious area and actually taken out here to the west. So |
would think that logically it would be improved.

Mr. Archer - Okay. | was just curious about that. Thank you.
Mr. Theobald - Did | say anything wrong?
Mrs. Marshall - Mr. Theobald, looking at number 2, as far as the

landscaping goes, if you could talk a little bit more about the landscaping that you
will provide? | know that it does come up at plan of development, but if you could
maybe put some clarity to that, if you can.

Mr. Theobald - | don’t believe we've designed the landscaping at this
point. | don’t really know what the plans would be. That's why we have the
landscape plan step, as you know. So we know the width, and we know we can't
take down the back ten feet. We know they have ten feet on their side as well.
But as to the species and the height of the plantings, | just don’t know at this
point.

Mrs. Marshall - Okay. All right, thank you.

Mr. Theobald - Mmm-hmm.
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