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Minutes of the work session of the Planning Commission of the County of
Henrico held in the —ounty Manager nferenc yom, in tt » nnoat
Center at Parham and Hungary Spring Roads, beginning at 5:00 p.m. February
14, 2013.

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

Also Present: Ms. Jean M. Moore, Assistant Director of Planning
Mr. James P. Strauss, CLA, Principal Planner
Ms. Leslie News, CLA, Principal Planner
Ms. Sylvia Ray, Recording Secretary

Mrs. Jones - I'd like to call this work session of the Planning
Commission to order and turn the work session over to our Secretary, Mr.
Emerson.

Mr. Emerson - As you know, tonight we have, at our regular meeting
beginning at 6:00 p.m., the CIP hearing. Since we had to be in earlier this
evening, we thought this an opportune time to have dinner and refresh everybody
about the procedures of the Commission.

In summary, the Commission reviewed and discussed the Planning Commission
Rules and Regulations with regard to handling general procedures, making
motions, and things of that nature.

The Commission will further review the document(s) distributed and provide any
feedback and corrections required.

The Commission recessed their work session at 5:45 p.m.
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As you noted. we do have a public hearina tonight to consider the FY 2013-14
through . " .J17-18 _apital Improvement. .og n, wWdwitht w ha !
Department Heads and the County Manager, to present the document to you.

Commissioners - Good evening, Mr. Manager.

Mr. Vithoulkas - Good evening, Madam Chairman, members of the
Planning Commission.

I'm going to ask Mr. Hinton to pass out copies of the presentation that you are
about to see, that | will go over shortly with you.

As is customary at this time of the year, I'd like to highlight the Capital Budget for
FY2013-14, and present to you the County’s five-year Capital Improvement
Program. As you are aware, the Capital Budget represents those projects that
are recommended for funding in the first year of the five-year CIP. And, while this
process is customary, the proposed Capital Budget that I'll be sharing with you
this evening, is anything but customary.

As we enter the sixth year of this economic downtown, resources for
infrastructure needs are scarce, and they are scarce to the point of creating a
precedent in the modern history of this County. This Capital Budget is unique to
Henrico County, to say the least.

This is, if you will, Henrico raising the “yellow flag.” As Administrator’s, it is our
job to raise that flag when absolutely necessary; and, | believe, and | assure you
that now is that time.

As we prepare the FY2013-14 operating budget that will come to the Board in
mid-March, the County is attempting to plug an $18.5 million budget gap for the
coming year. And while we have had larger budget gaps, in prior years, just last
year we closed a budget gap in excess of $53 million. Please keep in mind that
the $18.5 million is in addition to—addition to, the $97 million that Henrico County
has either cut or absorbed to date.

To say that there is nothing left on the expense side, is an understatement. The
County’s goal of preserving jobs, existing services, and the existing tax structure
may no longer be a possibility in the long term.

And this Capital Budget that I'm about to delve into with you is reflective of this
reality.

You see on this slide, this presentation will be different than what has been
presented to you in the past. I'd like to begin with the funding source side,
specifically as it relates to next year's capital budget. This does not include the
County’s vehicle replacement reserve, as it is unrelated to this discussion. And
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in the yellow that essentially all of those requirements do not have a funding
source at this time.

Further, as you have seen in the proposed capital budget, the General Fund
denoted funding sources listed at the top, should also be considered as not
having a funding source.

At this moment, the capital budget before you is a budget that will maintain what
we have. That has been the focus, maintenance. And, as you will see, that in
itself remains a challenge.

Now what I'd like to do here, is simply switch gears and share with you what is
being funded in the proposed capital budget for FY 2013-14. I'll go through each
of the items.

Education’s $2.5 million dollars, is proposed for roof and mechanical
improvements for various schools, which has been recommended to be funded
with interest Earnings accumulated from previous bond issues. This is an
approach that we have not taken previously, in the capital budget.

Police’s total allocation of $2.0 million, includes funding of $1.4 million in General
Fund balance and $580,000 in other local revenue for the first phase of the
replacement of the radio communication system. This is a project that we have
no choice in funding. It is a requirement in maintaining our interoperability. And
there is a significant cost to this project. The CIP itself lists it in the $37-$38
million dollar range. That project is likely to come in at close $50 million, when it
is all said and done. And this is the first deposit, if you will, that we are making
toward that project.

Information Technology’s funding of $550,000 will continue various IT hardware
and software upgrades, and allow for improvements to the County’'s data
network. $300,000 is also recommended for continued enhancements to the
County’s GIS system.

$850,000 dollars in funding for Public Works will allow for various improvements
to County road systems; but note, the total is $850,000 dollars.

Recreation’s funding of $650,000 has been allocated for various facility
reh: " i ‘ion prc

As | noted earlier, although General Government roof replacements and
mechanical improvement projects totaling $2.5 million are not included in the
proposed capital budget, funding will be allocated for these projects through an
internal transfer of existing capital balances.
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expansion for three elementary schools, as well as some parking projects.
Also included is the for .5 mil 1 for rc i
mechanical improvements that have historically been funded by the
County on a yearly basis. | do want to note that the annual roof and
mechanical projects for Education, were first initiated in FY1998.

Fire’s five year request, you can see a total of $77 million that includes
costs associated with the construction of six new fire stations, rebuilding
and relocation of four fire stations. Funding is _.50 requested for a
specialty vehicle storage facility, a fire training facility, and a fire
headquarters building.

General Services’ $333 million over five years includes funding for roof
repair, mechanical improvements, pavement rehabilitation, plus the
continued renovation and upgrading of County facilities. The requested
funding also includes funding for the communications system replacement
project — while in the document before you—you'll see the request that
has been noted within General Services. That request in the budget will
actually be reflected within the Police budget, within the final budget.
Requests also include improvements to Best Plaza, the construction of a
new courts complex facility, government center expansion, a depot, a fuel
site, a large vehicle wash facility within the CAM, and various land
purchases for future development.

Again, all of these are requested capital projects; they are not funded.

Information Technology has submitted $6.3 million over the five-year
period for four projects. The first project addresses an on-going
replacement of the County-wide computer hardware and software systems
and the second project addresses Network/VOIP which will upgrade the
data network as well as replace the County’s telephone system with a
Voice Over Internet proposed solution. The disaster recovery project and
the Tidemark replacement projects, also currently do not have a funding
source identified.

Within the GIS realm, which also falls within Information Technology, there
are two projects that are submitted with a total of $2.7 million.

Department of Mental Health has requested $35.6 million over the five-
year period for costs associated with the expansion of the east and west
facilities.

Continuing within the requested realm over the five-year period:

The Division of Police submission includes three projects totaling $4.2
million for costs associated with the construction of a specialty vehicle
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In the capital budget, Madam Chairperson, you will note, if you go to Pages 7-11,
| think the best representation tt :you« 1 2ake—is s3you¢ th _l
you'll see that there are projects that are in red. And the red represents projects
that have no funding source in the proposed Capital Budget. | think it is fairly
clear as to the proposal that is before you.

| do want to note that this has always been a highlight of mine watching Mr.
Hazelett, over the years, present the Capital Budget to you. The Department
Heads come each and every year and, | think, are ready to answer any questions
or concerns that you may have. But you can see, as to the funded status of the
Capital Budget, there's simply not much that is put forward. So, at this point, |
can entertain any questions that you may have.

Mrs. Jones - Thank you Mr. Manager, | thank you so much. This is
not for the faint of heart, | realize.

Mr. Witte - | have a question. Did your printer run out of black
ink? It looks pretty bad.

Mrs. Jones - As we went through the CIP that was distributed to
us, its’ very clear this is a year of continued challenges. | for one kept looking for
the “silver linings” in here. And, | think with the guidance that the County has had
from the Board of Supervisors, the very capable guidance of the Department
Heads, and all the folks involved, the silver lining is that we're here, we're doing
alright, we're doing better than some, and | have a great faith that we will weather
this economic storm and be alright in the end; with smart choices and
conservative leadership, and | thank you for your role in that.

Mr. Vithoulkas - And | appreciate your comments, Mrs. Jones. If you
sit back, perspective is a good thing. This is a very difficult time that we're going
through, but we are in our 402" year. So | think in those 402 years this County—
and the people of this County, and the people that came before us faced some
very difficult situations that can only pale to the current fiscal situation that we're
in. But we are steering a very long ship, if you will. So it takes time to make a
turn. This Capital Budget is indicative of our belief that we need to make a turn.

Mr. Branin - Mr. Manager, you said that Schools had three
elementary parking lots that need to be expanded. | was perplexed when you
said that. Have they increased the number of faculty and staff? | know the
elementary students aren’'t driving. So, why expansion of parking lots with
existing schools?

Mr. Vithoulkas - That's a good question. | will ask Mr. Buzzelli to
answer it. But, as | recall we have a few deficits in our —.
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Because we're likely to issue bonds for a period of time lonaer than that. So what
we’ trying to do t umu e funds. The Vo : T o, |,
you had a question about that Mr. Archer that | can answer?

Mr. Archer - Yes, | was just curious as to where we are with that
kind of technology. I'll ask Mr. Owdom to field that question.

Mr. Owdom - Actually that project was both the refresh of the
network and Voice Over IP. The network itself is a very expensive project.

We've already spent probably between $2 and $2.5 million on the refresh of all
the equipment, like John said a lot of that equipment was incredibly old. | mean
we had some of the oldest network equipment around. We really got our use out
of it. But, we couldn’t add security patches to it, we couldn’t do all—many things
that you would need with a modern network. So we now we have—a lot of this
money was going to provide infrastructure in order to be able to do Voice Over
IP. So we really aren’t to the point yet that we actually have the funds. That
project would probably cost $2-3 million. So that project is on hold. But we still
haven't refreshed all the internet equipment in our LAN which is out there — 60-70
Fire Stations, and Rec and Parks facilities, and all the other remote facilities that
we have. We don’t have the ability to patch those with security patches today.
So we still don't have enough money in that account to refresh all that
equipment.

Mr. Archer - Okay. The second part of my question, Mr. Manager,
noting this morning that the General Assembly, in effect, has killed the meals tax
so that revenue is now gone. What did we initially plan to use that for if it had
succeeded?

Mr. Vithoulkas - Well the meals tax goes to the operating side of the
budget. Where as you note, as | began my comments, the past four years we
have cut, or reduced, or absorbed $96 million in expenses. This year we're
looking at another $18.5 million, so about $115 million. In fiscal 15, the number
that we’re looking at is $33 million. So, when | say we are steering a ship and we
see an iceberg, and this is a financial iceberg that’s out there, part of the thought
was we have got to— at a certain point and time you can’t make any more
expense reductions without impacting the quality of services that our residents
have come to expect. And that is always a choice. So the meals tax proposal
was really put out there so that we could start a community conversation and
engage our residents in dialogue. Whereby we could ask, this is what we are
facing. These are the choices that are out there. As resident’s of this community
what do you think we should do? And, based upon that input, if this proposal had
passed then the Board of Supervisors would by a vote of 5-0, not 4-1, not 3-2,
but 5-0 could then pass a meals tax of 4%. The actual implementation of the
meals tax would take at minimum, 6 months. It is not a let's do it and collect it
kind of tax. So, the focus on the financial side has always been FY14, and fiscal
FY15. The meals tax proposal—your locality, this locality is the only one out
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educated our residents as well. And that we would have raised the level of
awareness as quickly as we did. .o we have some considerations and
discussions that will come about in the budget, and this issue is one of them. Did
| answer your question?

Mr. Branin - Yeah, yes, | can't see where raising taxes is going to
be an option in the near future. And, we're not going to lay off employees. So
the only thing we have to cut—because | know, from talking to a lot of different
departments, there’'s nothing left to cut other than services.

Mr. Vithoulkas - Well, and again, when you take out Public Safety
and Education, you don’t have enough left over, number one. When you look at
most of your Departments, the school system is now operating—when you look
at that budget, 90% of it is personnel. When you look at the Police Department
budget, 93-94% of it is personnel. There’'s very little left as far as operating
margin. And you do need operating costs for operations like that. | mean they
are that, that significant, that intense. So, that's part of the conversation. But, |
don’t mean to come here and depress you. It is something that we’re working on
and—

Mr. Branin - Well, Happy Valentine’s Day Mr. Manager.

Mr. Vithoulkas - Thank you for the—

Mrs. Jones - Are there any other questions for Mr. Manager, before
we—

Mr. Witte - Is there anything we can shove back to the State—

considering they’re shoving $500 million at us.

Mr. Branin - Other than obscene gestures, no.
Mr. Witte - —or roads.
Mr. Vithoulkas - No, and you know our roads, that's not something that

we would we consider because you've got now the third largest road network in
the Commonwealth of Virginia. A little 244 square mile county, which is—
Where’s Mr. Foster? What number are we as far as—how large

Mr. Foster - 78t

Mr. Vithoulkas - We are the 78" smallest locality as far as square
miles, but we have the third largest road network. That, plus your real estate tax
is key to economic development. So, that’s been part of the concern as well. It's
easy to raise your real estate tax. Northern Virginia localities are starting. You'll
see as you get more budget information throughout the State. You'll see more
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Mr. Branin - Mr. Manager, can | make one comment.
Mrs. Jones - Yes, certainly you may.

Mr. Branin - | want to make sure—as you were going through the
budget and | was writing down notes, and I'm sitting here trying to figure out what
we have left—I'm 100% in favor of Parks and Rec, and Libraries. But I'm sitting
here looking at all the different Department Heads and my heart goes out to you.
| don’t want your job.

Mr. Vithoulkas - Well you know—and | appreciate your comment, but
without the men and women sitting behind me and the man that’s sitting up there
with you, the $96 million that we reduced, | didn't do that. The Finance
Department didn’t do that, the Budget Department didn’t do that, these men and
women did that. Individually, in each and every area of the budget, so they make
my job infinitely easier.

| appreciate your comments.

Mr. Archer - Mr. Manager, one more thing I'd like to say before you
leave. For the past 16 years, Mr. Hazelett has accused me of contributing to the
destruction of Belmont Golf Course and | appreciate your not doing that.

Mr. Vithoulkas - Mr. Archer, If you were to take me out golfing, you
would see what true destruction is really like.

Mrs. Jones - Thank you, Mr. Manager. Mr. Secretary.

Mr. Emerson - Madam Chair, with the public hearing now closed, the
Commission does need to adopt a Resolution, and I'll read that into the record
now; it is:

RESOLUTION
PCR-1-13
HENRICO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM, FY 2013-14 THROUGH FY 2017-18

WHEREAS, in accordance with §15.2-2239 of the Code of Virginia, the County
Manager requested the Planning Commission to review and make
recommendations concerning the Capital Budget for fiscal year 2013-14 and the
Capital Improvements Program for fiscal years 2013-14 through 2017-18 to the
Board of Supervisors; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has completed its review of the Capital
Budget and the five year Capital Improvements Program.
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Minutes of the regular monthlv meeting of the Planning Commission of the

nty  F aricot dinth »unty Admin ration Building in tl we  ment
Center at Parham and Hungary Spring Roads, beginning at 7:00 p.m., February
14, 2013. Display Notice having been published in the Richmond Times-Dispatch
on January 28, 2013 and February 4, 2013.

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

Also Present: Ms. Jean M. Moore, Assistant Director of Planning
Mr. James P. Strauss, CLA, Principal Planner
Ms. Rosemary D. Deemer, AICP, County Planner
Mr. Benjamin Sehl, County Planner
Mr. Livingston Lewis, County Planner
Mrs. Lisa Blankinship, County Planner
Mr. John Cejka, Traffic Engineer
Ms. Kim Vann, Henrico Police
Ms. Sylvia Ray, Recording Secretary

THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECONVENED AT 7:03 P.M. FOLLOWING
THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PRESENTATION.

Mrs. Jones - I'd like to reconvene this session of the Planning
Commission. This is our Rezoning meeting for February 14, 2013. Happy
Valentine’s Day to everyone. Thank you for coming. We are going to be hearing
rezonings tonight. | ask that you mute or turn off your cell phones, please, so
they do not interrupt the proceedings. And at this time, please rise and join me as
we pledge allegiance.

Thank you. | don'’t believe we have anyone here with the news media tonight. No.
We do have all Commissioners present. | don’t believe Mr. Glover—who is the
represen ive from the Board of Supervisors who will be sitting with us for this
year—I| don’t believe he will be with us this evening. But we do have a quorum
and we can conduct business. With that | will turn the proceedings over to our
Secretary, Mr. Joe Emerson.

Mr. Witte - Excuse me one second. I'd like to recognize our new

Fire Chief who is in audience for his first Planning Commission hearing, Tony
McDowell.
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Mr. _.anin - ~acond.

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

At the request of the applicant, the Planning Commission deferred PUP2013-
00004, Andrew Condlin and Jennifer Mullen for The Rebkee Company, to its
meeting on April 11, 2013.

Mr. Strauss - The next deferral request is in the Varina District,
page three of the agenda. That's case C-28C-12, E.J. Wade Construction. The
applicant is requesting a deferral to the March 14, 2013 meeting.

Deferred from the January 10, 2013 Meeting.

C-28C-12 Brian C. Mitchell for E.J. Wade
Construction: Request to conditionally rezone from A-1 Agricultural District to
M-2C General Industrial District (Conditional) Parcel 843-701-2778 containing
approximately 24.4 acres located along the south line of Portugee Road
approximately 2,300’ east of its intersection with Memoria!l Drive. The applicant
proposes a contractor's equipment storage yard, office, and maintenance facility.
The uses will be controlled by zoning ordinance regulations and proffered
conditions. The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends Office and
Environmental Protection Area.

Mrs. Jones - Do we have anyone with us this evening in opposition
to the deferral of C-28C-12, E.J. Wade Construction? There is no opposition.

Mr. Leabough - Madam Chair, | move that we defer C-28C-12, Brian
C. Mitchell for E.J. Wade Construction, per the applicant’s request, to the March
14, 2013 meeting.

Mr. Witte - Second.

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

At the request of the applicant, the Planning Commission deferred C-28C-12,
Brian C. Mitchell for E.J. Wade Construction, to its meeting on March 14, 2013.

Mr. Emerson - Madam Chair, that completes the withdrawals and
deferrals for this evening unless the Commission has any to add.

Mrs. Jones - Are there any other deferrals or withdrawals? There
are none.
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of Staples Mill Road (U.S. Route 33) approximately 965 northwest of its
in -section with _.d <.ap 3 Mill 1. Tt existing zoning is = .« BL 1 3s
District (Conditional). The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends Commercial
Concentration. The staff report will be presented by Mr. Livingston Lewis.

Mrs. Jones - Good evening, Mr. Lewis. Is there anyone with us this
evening in opposition to PUP2013-00002, Ryan Ritterskamp for Chipotle
Mexican Grill, Inc.? There is no opposition. All right.

Mr. Lewis - Thank you Madame Chair.

This is a request for a Provisional Use Permit to allow outdoor dining at Chipotle
Mexican Grill, currently under development on an outparcel of Staples Mill
Square shopping center.

The property is zoned B-2C Business District (Conditional) via the approval of
case C-77C-94. The 2026 Comprehensive Plan recommends the site for
Commercial Concentration, which is consistent with the proposed request.

As illustrated on Exhibit F, the proposed outdoor dining area would be a 538-
square-foot cement patio along the exterior of the restaurant’s southwestern wall.
A three-foot-tall brick and stone wall would surround the patio, which could
accommodate approximately thirty patrons.

Both ends of the outdoor dining area would be enclosed by a gray metallic gate
similar to this one on Exhibit G.

The proposed conditions for this request are similar to those recently approved
with outdoor dining permits in the County. Also, as a safety precaution, Condition
#14 has been included to address the use of portable heating devices. That
should have been handed out to you just now. The applicant has read and
agreed to this added condition. Properly regulated, staff believes the outdoor
dining use would be compatible with surrounding uses.

This concludes my presentation. | am happy to answer any questions.

Mrs. Jones - Questions from the Commission? No? Is there
anything that you would like to hear from the applicant?

Mr. Witte - No, | don't think that's necessary.

Mrs. Jones - All right. Mr. Witte?

Mr. Witte - All right. First off I'd like to waive the time limits for
Condition #14.
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N.... Jones - Good evening, Mr. Sehl. | need to ask if there is
_aye 2 the idience who is in opposition to tt - tt 1ling 2 or the
Provisional Use Permit request? There is no one. All right, thank you.

Mr. Sehl - Thank you, Madam Chair.

The subject property is located at the southeast intersection of Bethlehem and
Staples Mill Roads, just south of Interstate 64. The site contains a mixture of B-1
and B-2 zoning, and this request would consolidate the property under the
requested B-2C zoning with the proposed proffered conditions contained in the
staff report. The site has previously been used for a gas station, convenience
store, and small grocery. The only building remaining contained a 7-Eleven
convenience store and associated offices, but has been vacant for some time.
This building would be removed as part of the development proposed with this
request.

As part of the rezoning request, the applicant has submitted a number of proffers
that would regulate the site, including this conceptual plan. The plan shows
access to Staples Mill and Bethlehem Roads, and would result in the removal of
a number of curb cuts on Staples Mill Road that exist at this time. A traffic signal
is planned at the main entrance on Staples Mill Road—in this location—which
would be located opposite the main entrance to the proposed Staples Mill Centre
urban mixed-use development, which is planned to the west across Staples Mill
Road.

The applicant has also proffered that the building constructed on the property
would be consistent with this architectural elevation, which shows high-quality
masonry materials that should complement other existing and planned
development in the area. Other proffers address lighting, refuse containers,
outdoor speakers, and prohibited uses. The applicant has included proffer #9
regarding outdoor speakers to address concerns raised by neighbors at a
community meeting held in early January.

The request for a Provisional Use Permit is to allow extended hours of operation
for the proposed development. The request would allow 24-hour operation of the
planned gas station and convenience store. Staff has evaluated this request in
context of surrounding and planned development trends. Given the planned
urban mixed use across Staples Mill Road, the existing high intensity commercial
uses in the vicinity, and the proposed use’s consistency with the _J26
Comprehensive Plan’s recommendation of light industry on the site, staff
believes extended hours of operation would be appropriate at this location. Staff
notes that revised conditions for the PUP have been distributed this evening with
the only change being the deletion of the word “gasoline” in Condition 1 to
eliminate any confusion regarding fuel sales on the property.
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Mr. Theobald - Good evening, Madam Chair, gentlemen. My name is
J 1 d, 1I'mt th ling For___ A d
Gumenick Properties.

This is a request to rezone approximately 2.16 acres from unrestricted B-1 and
B-2 to B-2C with a Provisional Use Permit to allow 24-hour operations. Mr. Sehl
indicated this site previously had a Shell gas station with a 7-Eleven store and
some corporate offices next door. This location is directly across from the
proposed Staples Mills Centre urban mixed-use development, which you can see
here. This aerial was taken after the former Suburban Apartments had been
removed.

Our site is here at the intersection of Bethlehem and Staples Mill Road; it's
outlined in black. But | think what strikes you from looking at this is that we're in a
virtual sea of industrial zoning around us with urban mixed-use zoning over here.
Accordingly, there are a number of workers who do shift work, not the least of
which are the employees at St. Mary’s Hospital, who often use that Bethlehem
route to get back to Interstate 64. And the proposed Wawa at this location will be
an amenity and convenience to those folks.

The Gumenick’s also view the Wawa request as an amenity to Staples Mill
Centre. As you know, this group and the Board of Supervisors has previously
approved the development of some 2,000 residential units, over 60,000 square
feet of office space, 165,000 square feet of retail space. And the relocation of
Dumbarton Library will be at Staples Mill Centre, something of which we're very
proud. And you saw a recent announcement with Southern Season, an upscale
food provider with a culinary school and prepared foods, will be locating here.

So the idea was to buy the property across the street, protect our investment at
the Staples Mill Centre, and at the same time provide a much-needed amenity for
the future residents and existing residents in this area. Staples Mill Centre, as
you know, was planned for a variety of uses. The library will actually sit in this
location here on the proposed lake with the Wawa being over here across the
street. That entrance will line up with our main boulevard and a new traffic light.

The concept plan is designed to allow good circulation. You'll be able to come off
the interstate, if that's your direction, and move south. You don’t have to turn left
at Bethlehem; it's likely easier to turn at the new light that will enter here and
circulate around. Elevations consist of a red brick top, a stone veneer at the
bottom. These same elements will be used on the dumpster enclosure and is a
relatively new prototype for Wawa, and one that's very handsome, and we also
believe consistent with the investment by the Gumenick property across the
street. Remember, Gumenick intends to move their corporate headquarters
across the street.
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in height. And so actually our initial proffer was a little higher than allowed by B-2.

tt king lot lighting  me down to twenty feet in height. And then as you
know, the canopy reflects back the lighting. We'll be submitting the lighting plan
along with the POD for your consideration.

Mr. Witte - Well she expressed to me her concern was with the
canopy lighting. But as was explained in that meeting, they’re LEDs and they're
directional.

Mr. Theobald - That's correct. We have the ability to-to tweak that
lighting. We also have to provide full photometric studies with the lighting plan
that's submitted. If she has any further questions, we’d be happy to get with her.

Mr. Witte - | doubt that she wanted to pursue it if she didn’t
contact you.

Mr. Theobald - | think that’s right. We did check with the association
president as late as this morning to make sure he hadn’t heard from anybody,
and Mr. Vanarsdall. Neither had heard from any additional residents.

Mr. Witte - All right. The other thing | have a question about are
the outside speakers. It says sounds emitted from the system shall not be
audible beyond a distance of 100 feet measured from the source. The source is
on every gas pump or is the source—

Mr. Theobald - The source, | think, is generally up in the canopy or
on the columns, the posts that hold up the canopy.

Mr. Witte - And does that extend beyond the property lines to
anybody that you know of, the 100 feet?

Mr. Theobald - We’'re 450 feet from the closest residence.

Mr. Witte - Okay.

Mr. Theobald - And we also have a separate proffer, remember, that

says we'll turn off the music at 10:00 at night.

Mr. Witte - Right. Exactly.
Mr. Theobald - Those two work together.
Mr. Witte - Okay. | have no more questions, Madam Chair.
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Mrs. Jones - Yes.

Mr. Witte - We have revised conditions here. So, Madam
Chairman, | move that PUP2013-00005, James W. Theobald for GGC
Associates, LLC, move forward to the Board of Supervisors with revised
conditions 1 through 9 with a recommendation for approval.

Mr. Leabough - Second.

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

REASON: Acting on a motion by Mr. Witte, seconded by Mr.
Leabough, the Planning Commission voted 5-0 (one absent) to recommend the
Board of Supervisors grant the request because it would provide added services
to the community and when properly developed and regulated by the
recommended special conditions, it would not be expected to adversely affect
public safety, health, or general welfare, and would be consistent with
surrounding uses and existing zoning in the surrounding area.

Mr. Emerson - Madam Chair, that now takes us to the next item on
your agenda, which is SIA2013-00001, Fairfield Area Library. The staff report will
be presented by Ms. Rosemary Deemer.

RESOLUTION: S1A2013-00001 Fairfield Area Library Relocation:
Substantially In Accord with the 2026 Comprehensive Plan (Fairfield District)

Mrs. Jones - Good evening. How are you, Ms. Deemer?

Ms. Deemer - I’'m fine, thank you.

Mrs. Jones - Is there anyone with us this evening in opposition to

SIA2013-00001 Fairfield Area Library Relocation? All right, thank you.
Ms. Deemer - Good evening, members of the Commission.

At the request of Henrico County Public Libraries, the Planning Department
conducted a Substantially In Accord Study to determine if a proposed site for the
relocation of the Fairfield Area Library is substantially in conformance with the
County’s adopted Comprehensive Plan.

The 10.328-acre site is located at the southeast intersection of North Laburnum
Avenue and Watts Lane in the Fairfield Magisterial District. The parcel is
generally bounded by Watts Lane to the north, Harvie Road to the east, vacant
land to the south, and North Laburnum Avenue to the west. The site is zoned

February 14, 2013 29 Planning Commission






WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed the proposed Fairfield Area
Library ..clocation site for conformance with the County’s 2026 Comprehensive
Plan; and

WHEREAS, a report dated January 31, 2013, presented by the Planning staff to
the Planning Commission, found the proposed use would not be in conflict with
or a significant departure from the adopted plan; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed the staff recommendations
and finds the proposed Fairfield Area Library Relocation site will future the goals,
objectives, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan that identified the need for
new public services and facilities based on projected and planned growth in
accordance with the 2026 Future Land Use Map; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds the proposed use of this site for the
Fairfield Area Library Relocation would be compatible with adjacent
developments, and existing and future residential developments in the larger
vicinity; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Henrico County’'s Planning
Commission finds the proposed Fairfield Area Library Relocation Site
substantially in accord with the County’s Comprehensive Plan.

Mrs. Jones - I'll entertain a motion.

Mr. Branin - Madam Chair, I'd like to move Resolution SIA2013-
00001 move forward to the Board of Supervisors with a recommendation for
approval.

Mr. Archer - Second.

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

Mr. Emerson - Madam Chair, that takes us to the next item on your
agenda, which would be the approval of minutes of the Planning Commission
January 10, 2013 meeting. | believe you also have an errata sheet that should be
in the information that was at your seat this evening.

Mrs. Jones - Yes sir, we do. The errata sheet has been pas: |
out. Does anyone have additional corrections to the minutes?

Mr. Leabough - Madam Chair, | move that we approve the minutes
from our January 10, 2013 meeting subject to the notations on the errata sheet.

Mr. Branin - Second.
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Mrs. Jones - | wasn’t going to give him that. Thank you, Mr. Branin.

Alright. Is there any more business to come before the Commission? I'll entertain
a motion for adjournment.

Mr. Archer - Madam Chair, there being no further business, | move
for adjournment.

Mr. Leabough - Second.
Mrs. Jones - | have a motion and a second. This meeting is
adjourned.

. Joseph Wetary

/ Mrs. Bonnje-Lei Cha| person
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