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TO: The Honorable Board of Supervisors

FROM: F. Craig Meadows, County Administrator
L. Carol Edmonds, Deputy County Administrator

DATE: April 28, 2014

SUBJECT: AGENDA REPORT

l. CALL TO ORDER

1. INTO CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting
for the purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. Community Services Board (NRV)
2. Planning District Commission
3. Roanoke Valley Area MPO

3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Alleghany Springs
2. Mid-County
3. Old Blacksburg Middle School Property
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@) Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Probable
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing in Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consultation
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Polling Precinct at Virginia Tech

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Closed Meeting to
return to Regular Session.

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County has convened a
Closed Meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance
with the provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by
the Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia hereby certifies that to the best of each member's
knowledge (i) only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting
requirements by Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to which this
certification resolution applies, and (ii) only such public business matters as were
identified in the motion conveying the closed meeting were heard, discussed or
considered by the Board.

VOTE
AYES
NAYS

ABSENT DURING VOTE

ABSENT DURING MEETING
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

XI.

XIl.

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. SUBJECT: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

The following public hearing was advertised pursuant to law in the “BURGS”
Section of the Roanoke Times on March 27, April 3 and April 10, 2013:

1. Special Use Permit — P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor)

A request by P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor) for a Special Use
Permit (SUP) on approximately 4.65 acres in a General Business (GB)
zoning district to allow farm machinery sales and service. The property is
located at 3963 South Main Street, Blacksburg, Va and is identified as Tax
Parcel No. 67-A 161 (Acct No. 006298) in the Shawsville Magisterial District
(District B). The property currently lies in an area designated as Urban
Expansion in the 2025 Comprehensive Plan. See TAB __ A .

ADDENDUM

PUBLIC ADDRESS

CONSENT AGENDA

INTO WORK SESSION

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session
for the purpose of discussing the following:

1. Stormwater Management Program
2. Virginia Retirement System
OUT OF WORK SESSION

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return
to Regular Session.
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X1,

OLD BUSINESS

A

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE - ALLOWING THE
OPERATION OF GOLF CARTS AND
UTILITY VEHICLE - WARM HEARTH
DRIVE AND LITTON LANE

ORD-FY-14-

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE OPERATION OF GOLF CARTS AND

UTILITY VEHICLES ON WARM HEARTH DRIVE AND
LITTON LANE WITHIN THE WARM HEARTH VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Section 46.2-916.2 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as
amended, provides that golf carts and utility vehicles may not be operated on any
public highway in the unincorporated area of the County unless specifically
authorized by ordinance by the Board of Supervisors; and

WHEREAS, Warm Hearth has requested the County to consider
authorizing Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane, two state maintained highways
within the Warm Hearth Village, as designated for use by golf carts and utility
vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the speed, volume and character of
motor vehicle traffic using Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within Warm
Hearth Village and determined that golf cart and utility vehicle operation on such
designated highways is compatible with state and local transportation plans and
consistent with the Commonwealth’s Statewide Pedestrian Policy provided for in
Section 33.1-23.03:001 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors have determined that the posted
speed on Warm Hearth Drive and on Litton Lane in the Warm Hearth Village is
25 miles per hour and that the use of golf carts and utility vehicles on Warm
Hearth Drive and Litton Lane will not impede the safe and efficient flow of motor
vehicle traffic; and

WHEREAS, Warm Hearth as the requesting entity to use golf carts, has
agreed to be responsible for the installation and the continued maintenance of any
signs pertaining to the operation of golf carts or utility vehicles on the designated
highways in the Warm Hearth Village.
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby
authorizes the designation of Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within the
Warm Hearth Village for use by golf carts and utility vehicles subject to the
statutory limitations contained in Sections 46.2-916.2 and 46.2-916.3 of the 1950
Code of Virginia, as amended; and

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED By the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Montgomery, Virginia that as the requesting entity to use golf carts,
Warm Hearth shall be responsible for the installation and the continued
maintenance of any signs pertaining to the operation of golf carts or utility
vehicles on the designated highways in the Warm Hearth Village.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Ordinance granting golf cart and utility vehicles
access on Warm Heath Drive and Litton Lane
within the Warm Hearth Village. See TAB C .

XIV. NEW BUSINESS

A

SUBJECT: SCHEDULE A PUBLIC HEARING —
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

R-FY-14-

A RESOLUTION SCHEDULING A PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE CITIZEN
COMMENTS ON AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY,

VIRGINIA STORMWATER ORDINANCE

BE IT RESOLVED By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby agrees to schedule a
public hearing on Tuesday, May 27, 2014, at 7:15pm or as soon thereafter, at the
Montgomery County Government Center, 2" floor Board Room, 755 Roanoke
Street, Christiansburg, Virginia, in order to receive comments on an Ordinance
establishing the Montgomery County Stormwater Ordinance, Section 8-70, Et Seq
of the Code of the County of Montgomery by creating stormwater management
requirements by providing a framework for the administration, implementation
and enforcement of the provisions of the Virginia Stormwater Act and the
integration of Montgomery County’s stormwater requirements with the County’s
erosion and sediment control, flood insurance and flood plain management.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Schedule a public hearing.

Agenda Report, April 28, 2014
Page 5 of 9





JUSTIFICATION: Schedule a public hearing to receive comments on
establishing the Montgomery County Stormwater
Ordinance.

B. SUBJECT: SCHEDULE A PUBLIC HEARING
CREATION OF TWO VOTING PRECINCTS
ON THE VIRGINIA TECH CAMPUS

R-FY-14-

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE
CITIZEN COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING
ELECTION DISTRICT A, VOTING PRECINCTS A-2 AND A-3, ELECTION DISTRICT
E, VOTING PRECINCT E-1 AND E-3, ELECTION DISTRICT F, VOTING PRECINCT
F-1 AND F-2, ELECTION DISTRICT G, VOTING PRECINCT G-1 AND CREATING A
NEW F-3 VOTING PRECINCT WITH THE F-3 VOTING PRECINCT POLLING
PLACE LOCATED AT SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER 290 COLLEGE AVENUE,
BLACKSBURG, VIRGINIA AND CHANGED THE E-3 VOTING PRECINCT POLLING
PLACE FROM THE VIRGINIA TECH MONTGOMERY EXECUTIVE AIRPORT TO
THE SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER 290 COLLEGE AVENUE BLACKSBURG,
VIRGINIA IN ORDER TO CREATE TWO ON CAMPUS VOTING PRECINCTS E-3
AND F-3WITH AN ON-CAMPUS POLLING LOCATION FOR BOTH PRECINCTS AT
SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER.

BE IT RESOLVED By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby agrees to schedule a
public hearing on Monday, June 9, 2014, at 7:15pm or as soon thereafter, at the
Montgomery County Government Center, 2" floor Board Room, 755 Roanoke
Street, Christiansburg, Virginia, in order to receive comments on the proposed
Ordinance Amending Election District A, Voting Precincts A-2 and A-3, Election
District E, Voting Precincts E-1 and E-3, Election District F, VVoting Precinct F-1
and F-2, Election District G, Voting Precinct G-1 and creating a new F-3 Voting
Precinct with the F-3 VVoting Precinct Polling Place Located at the Squires Student
Center 290 College Avenue, Blacksburg, Virginia, and changed the E-3 Voting
Precinct Polling Place from the Virginia Tech Montgomery Executive Airport to
the Squires Student Center 290 College Avenue, Blacksburg, Virginia in order to
create two on-campus Voting Precincts E-3 and F-3 with an on-campus Polling
Location for both Precincts at Squires Student Center.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Schedule a public hearing.

JUSTIFICATION: Schedule a public hearing to receive comments on
creating two on-campus voting precincts on the
Virginia Tech Campus. See TAB _D .
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C. SUBJECT: PROCLAMATION -100™ YEAR
ANNIVERSARY - COOPERATIVE
EXTENSION

R-FY-14-
PROCLAMATION
CENTENNIAL OF THE SMITH-LEVER ACT ESTABLISHING COOPERATIVE
EXTENSION AND PROCLAIM THE MONTH OF MAY 2014 AS NATIONAL
COOPERATIVE EXTENSION CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION MONTH

WHEREAS, The Smith-Lever Act of 1914 established the Cooperative
Extension Service, a state-by-state national network of extension educators who
extend the university-based research and knowledge to the people in the counties;
and

WHEREAS, The Cooperative Extension System is a nationwide
educational network that is a collaboration of federal, state and local governments
and Virginia Tech and Virginia State University, the state’s land-grant
universities; and

WHEREAS, The mission of the Cooperative Extension System is to
disseminate research-based information on topics as varied as nutrition and
health, youth development, agriculture, horticulture, animal husbandry, small
business and personal finance. Every U.S. state and territory has a central state
Extension office at its land-grant universities and county offices staffed by
professionals; and

WHEREAS, Cooperative Extension of Montgomery County serves its
residents through faculty and staff providing educational programs and research to
meet the needs of the county; and

WHEREAS, For 100 years, the Smith-Lever Act has stimulated
innovative research and vital educational programs for youth and adults through
progressive information delivery systems that improved lives and shaped a nation;
and

WHEREAS, Cooperative Extension educational programs in the areas of
Family and Consumer Sciences, Agriculture and Natural Resources, 4-H Youth
Development, and Community Viability have benefitted producers, businesses,
families and youth in Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED, By the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Montgomery, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors
on behalf of the citizens of Montgomery County recognizes the 100th
Anniversary of the Smith-Lever Act that established Cooperative Extension; and
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FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors expresses
their appreciation and thanks all the faculty and staff, past, present and future, of
Virginia Cooperative Extension of Montgomery County who serve residents of all
ages and backgrounds and that all residents continue to grow in awareness and
support, and reap the benefits of the programs and services provided by Virginia
Cooperative Extension of Montgomery County.

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby
recognizes May 2014 as National Cooperative Extension Centennial Celebration
Month and that we encourage county residents to take advantage of the programs
and educational opportunities that Virginia Cooperative Extension offers to the
community.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Recognize the 100th Anniversary of Cooperative
Extension and recognizing May 2014 as National

Cooperative Extension Centennial Celebration
Month

XV. COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

XVI. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

XVIl. BOARD MEMBERS’ REPORT
1. Supervisor Perkins
2. Supervisor Biggs
3. Supervisor Tuck
4. Supervisor Gabriele
5. Supervisor King
6. Supervisor Creed

7. Supervisor Brown

XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS
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XIX. ADJOURNMENT
FUTURE MEETINGS

Special Meeting
with the Town of Blacksburg
Tuesday, April 29, 2014
7:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting
Monday, May 12, 2014
6:30 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Adjourned Meeting
Tuesday, May 27, 2014
6:30 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda
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A

B.

CONSENT AGENDA
April 28, 2014

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF MINUTES DATED
OCTOBER 28, NOVEMBER 4 AND
NOVEMBER 13, 2013

ISSUE/PURPOSE: The above listed minutes are before the
Board for approval. See TAB _B .

APPROPRIATIONS AND TRANSFERS

1.

SUBJECT: LIBRARY DONATIONS

A-FY-14-
LIBRARY — DONATIONS

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014 for the function and
in the amount as follows:

710  Regional Library $38,838
720  Floyd Library $10,199

Total $49,037
The sources of funds for the foregoing appropriation are as follows:

Revenue Account

710 416158 Donations $38,838
720 416158 Donations $10,199

Total  $49,037
Said resolution appropriates donations for use by the Library.
ISSUE/PURPOSE: Library donations.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates designated donation
revenues that are not included in the Library’s FY
14 budget. These funds will be used for the
Library’s collections budget, ADP equipment, and
other miscellaneous office supplies.
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SUBJECT: SHERIFF — GRANTS

A-FY-14-

SHERIFF

GRANT FUNDING
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,

Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and
in the amount as follows:
321  Sheriff Grants $1,816
The sources of the funds for the foregoing appropriation are as follows:

Revenue Account

434401 Federal Grants $1,634
451203 Undesignated Fund Balance $ 182
Total $1,816

Said resolution appropriates monies received from a Byrne Justice
Assistance Grant.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Grant appropriation.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates $1,816 in Byrne Justice
Assistance Grant funds. The grant provides $1,634
in Federal funds and requires a cash match of $182.
These funds will be used for law enforcement
equipment and information technology
improvements in the Sheriff’s office.

SUBJECT: SOCIAL SERVICES - CARRYOVER

A-FY-14-
SOCIAL SERVICES
CARRYOVER FY13 YEAR END BALANCE

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the
annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and
in the amount as follows:
540 Social Services $50,840

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:
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C.

Revenue Account
451203  Undesignated Fund Balance $50,840

Said resolution appropriates funds remaining at year end for the
Department of Social Services to cover costs associated with one-time facility
improvements and office equipment.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Appropriate FY 13 year-end funds for Social
Services.
JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates $50,840 for one-time

cost associated with facility improvements and
office equipment (carpet replacement, server, desks,
an intercom system, flood light, printers, office
chairs, copier, file cabinets, and a children’s activity
area in the waiting room).

APPOINTMENTS

1. SUBJECT: COMMERCE PARK  PARTICIPATE
COMMITTEE

R-FY-14-
COMMERCE PARK PARTICIPATION
COMMITTEE-REAPPOINT CRAIG MEADOWS
AND APPOINT BRIAN HAMILTON AS ALTERNATE

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby reappoints F. Craig Meadows, County Administrator, to serve as
Montgomery County’s representative on Virginia’s First Regional Industrial
Facility Authority’s Commerce Park Participation Committee effective July 1,
2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby
appoints Brian Hamilton, Economic Development Director, as alternate to F.
Craig Meadows effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that employees appointed to boards/commissions/
authorities as a representative for Montgomery County, such appointment is
contingent upon their continued employment with the County and that any such
termination or resignation from employment would also constitute a voluntary
resignation from such board/commission/authority.
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SUBJECT: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
APPOINT NATHANIEL R. TUCK, JR.

R-FY-14-
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
APPOINT NATHANIEL R. TUCK, JR.

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby appoints Nathaniel R. Tuck, Jr. to the Economic Development
Authority effective April 29, 2014 and expiring March 26, 2016.

Said appointment fills the unexpired term of George F. Wilkins, Ill,
resigned.

SUBJECT: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
APPOINT JAMES C. TAYLOR, Il

R-FY-14-
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
APPOINT JAMES C. TAYLOR, Il

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby appoints James C. Taylor, 111 to the Economic Development
Authority effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

SUBJECT: MONTGOMERY REGIONAL SOLID
WASTE AUTHORITY — REAPPOINT
SUPERVISOR GARY CREED

R-FY-14-
MONTGOMERY REGIONAL SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY
REAPPOINT SUPERVISOR GARY CREED

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby re-appoints Gary D. Creed to the Montgomery Regional Solid
Waste Authority effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The expiration of a Board of Supervisors
term in office shall constitute a voluntary resignation from any board/commission/
authority appointment as a representative of Montgomery County.
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SUBJECT: MONTGOMERY REGIONAL SOLID
WASTE AUTHORITY-REAPPOINT AL
BOWMAN AS THE AT-LARGE
REPRESENTATIVE

R-FY-14-
MONTGOMERY REGIONAL SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY
REAPPOINT AL BOWMAN
AT-LARGE REPRESENTATIVE

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby approves the reappointment of Al
Bowman to the Montgomery Regional Solid Waste Authority as the at-large
representative effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

SUBJECT: NEW RIVER COMMUNITY ACTION
BOARD-REAPPOINT MARY CRITZER

R-FY-14-
NEW RIVER COMMUNITY ACTION BOARD
REAPPOINT MARY CRITZER

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby re-appoints Mary Critzer to the New River Community Action
Board effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2016.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that employees appointed to boards/commissions/
authorities as a representative for Montgomery County, such appointment is
contingent upon their continued employment with the County and that any such
termination or resignation from employment would also constitute a voluntary
resignation from such board/commission/authority.

SUBJECT: VIRGINIA’S FIRST REGIONAL
INDUSTRIAL FACILITY AUTHORITY
REAPPOINT CRAIG MEADOWS AND
REAPPOINT CAROL EDMONDS AS
ALTERNATE

R-FY-14-

VIRGINIA’S FIRST REGIONAL
INDUSTRIAL FACILITY AUTHORITY
REAPPOINT CRAIG MEADOWS AND

REAPPOINT CAROL EDMONDS AS ALTERNATE
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BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby reappoints F. Craig Meadows to Virginia’s First Regional
Industrial Facility Authority effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby
reappoints L. Carol Edmonds as alternate for F. Craig Meadows effective July 1,
2014 and expiring June 30, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that employees appointed to boards/commissions/
authorities as a representative for Montgomery County, such appointment is
contingent upon their continued employment with the County and that any such
termination or resignation from employment would also constitute a voluntary
resignation from such board/commission/authority.

SUBJECT: WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT-
REAPPOINTMENT TO LOCAL YOUTH
COUNCIL

R-FY-14-
WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT
LOCAL YOUTH COUNCIL
REAPPOINT MARY CRITZER

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby re-appoints Mary Critzer to the Local Youth Council for the
Local Workforce Investment Board in Local Workforce Investment Area #2
effective July 1, 2014 and expiring June 30, 2017.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia that employees appointed to boards/commissions/
authorities as a representative for Montgomery County, such appointment is
contingent upon their continued employment with the County and that any such
termination or resignation from employment would also constitute a voluntary
resignation from such board/commission/authority.
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION

755 ROANOKE STREET, SUITE 2A, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA 24073-3177

MEMORANDUM

TO:  Bill Brown, Chair
Montgomery Co. Board of Supervisors

FROM: Bryan Rice, Chair @Z,/ C/GD

Montgomery Co. Planning Commission
DATE: April 9, 2014

SUBJ: (SU-2014-11611)

A request by P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor) for a Special Use Permit (SUP)
on approximately 4.65 acres in a General Business (GB) zoning district to allow farm
machinery sales and service. The property is located at 3963 South Main Street and
is identified as Tax Parcel No. 067-A 161 (Account No. 006298) in the Shawsville
Magisterial District (District B). The property currently lies in an area designated as
Urban Expansion in the 2025 Comprehensive Plan.

During our meeting on April 9, 2014, the Planning Commission reviewed the request described
above. Upon a motion duly seconded and carried by a vote of 8 to 0 (Hirt absent), the Planning
Commission recommended approval of the Special Use Permit request.

After reviewing the application details, concept plan, and current photos of the site, the
Commission expressed no major concerns with the proposed farm sales and service use (a John
Deere Turf and Agricultural dealership).

There was some discussion in regards to the proposed landscaping in the rear of the property
(along the US 460 Bypass), as the steep topography may create some issues in terms of
maintaining the landscape buffer. However, it was determined that as long as the applicant
makes a concerted effort to plant and maintain the landscaping indicated in the submitted
concept plan, this should not be a concern.

The Commission also discussed the proposed conditions. They recommended that condition
number two (2) be modified in order to offer greater flexibility should shipping containers ever
need to be briefly stored or used onsite. The modified condition is detailed on the next page.





P&G Ventures SUP Request — Planning Commission Recommendation
SU-2014-11611

April 9, 2014

Page 2 of 2

The Commission felt that the application meets the requirements of the Comprehensive Plan
and recommended approval of the SUP with the following conditions:

1.

6.

Outdoor storage of materials and/or equipment awaiting repair shall be limited to the
fenced area located on the southeastern side of the building, as indicated on the
concept plan submitted with the application materials dated February 28, 2014.
Screening of outdoor storage shall consist of privacy or chain link fencing. Privacy slats
shall be inserted in chain link fencing to provide additional screening and security.

No storage containers used for shipping purposes, nor truck compartments or semi
trailers shall be stored or otherwise used on the premises for a period of more than one
(1) week.

Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 10-46(9) of the Montgomery County Code.

Signage for the site shall be compliant with Section 10-45 of the Montgomery County
Code. Banners and/or other signage shall not be installed or mounted on any fence.

Site shall be substantially in conformance with the concept plan submitted with the
application materials dated February 28, 2014.

Approval of a new or revised site plan is required prior to obtaining a building permit.

Staff received two inquiries from adjoining property owners regarding the proposed SUP;
however, there was no opposition from either. One citizen spoke during the public hearing to
voice his support of the SUP.

BR/ep

Attachments: Staff analysis and application materials





MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
PILANNING & GIS SERVICES GIS & MAPPING

755 ROANOKE STREET, SUITE 2A, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA 24073-3177

MEMORANDUM

TO: Planning Commission @

FROM: Erin Puckett, Senior Program Assistant 9/\‘

DATE: April 1, 2014

RE: Staff Analysis — Special Use Permit Request (SU-2014-11611)

A request by P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor) for a Special Use Permit (SUP) on
approximately 4.65 acres in a General Business (GB) zoning district to allow farm machinery sales
and service. The property is located at 3963 South Main Street and is identified as Tax Parcel
No. 067-A 161 (Account No. 006298) in the Shawsville Magisterial District (District B). The

property currently lies in an area designated as Urban Expansion in the 2025 Comprehensive
Plan.

I Nature of Request
The applicant is requesting a Special Use Permit (SUP) on approximately 4.65 acres zoned
General Business (GB) to allow use of the existing building, previously an automobile sales
facility, as a John Deere Turf and Agricultural dealership.

II. Location
The property is located at 3963 South Main Street and is identified as Tax Parcel No. 67-A
161 (Parcel ID 006298) in the Shawsville Magisterial District (District B).

The property lies just north of the Town of Christiansburg and fronts on South Main Street
(Route 460 Business). The rear of the property is visible, but not accessible, from the US 460
Bypass. It is surrounded entirely by parcels zoned General Business. Most of the surrounding
properties are currently being used for commercial purposes. A single family dwelling is
located on an adjacent 0.96 acre parcel on the northeastern side of the subject property, but
it is currently vacant.

III. Impacts
The proposed farm machinery sales and service business will utilize an existing building
previously used for automobile sales. While the proposed use will allow sales of farm
machinery, the applicant has indicated that the majority of the sales will be related to smaller
consumer machines such as lawnmowers and outdoor power equipment.





1. Transportation/traffic
The proposed use will utilize the existing road access and commercial entrance, which has
interparcel access. It should not require a review under the Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT) Chapter 527 Regulation.

The applicant has indicated that expected traffic will be about 40% of the volume the site
experienced as an automobile dealership due to the lower sales and seasonal nature of
the proposed business.

VDOT has submitted a letter to this department indicating that the existing entrance is
adequate for the proposed use, and that any future improvements proposed within the
right of way would require VDOT review and approval.

2. Infrastructure
The property is served by the County Public Service Authority (PSA) for both public water
and sewer, The applicant has stated that all waste disposal will meet Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
regulations. Mr. Fronk, PSA Director, has recommended that the applicant complete a
non-residential sanitary sewer checklist.

3. Schools
The business should have no direct impacts upon the public school system.

4. Noise and light
The level of noise is not expected to exceed that of the previous use. The applicant has
stated that several of the existing light poles will not be used, thus decreasing the amount
of light and glare as compared to the previous automobile dealership. The business will be
open Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. and Saturday from 8:00 a.m. to
1:00 p.m., with little noise or light impacts outside of normal business hours.

5. Other
No expansion of the existing building is proposed. The addition of a fence at the rear of
the property around the outdoor equipment storage area has been installed. Existing
landscaping will be maintained, and/or increased. No impacts are expected on
groundwater, soils, or the natural environment.

The property is visible from the 460 Bypass, although the only vehicle access is from
South Main Street. The applicant has indicated that additional landscaping will be added in
the rear of the property to help mitigate the visual impact along the bypass.

IV. Comprehensive Plan
The site is located in an area designated as Urban Expansion in the Comprehensive Plan.

Approval of the proposed SUP in a General Business (GB) zoning district is in conformance
with the Comprehensive Plan, as this land use designation encourages both residential and
non-residential development, and supports commercial uses along existing major
transportation corridors.
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V. Analysis
The SUP requested by P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor) would allow a farm machinery

sales and repair facility. The existing building is approximately 14,100 square feet, and was
previously used as an automobile dealership. The proposed use should not have an increased
impact on utilities, infrastructure, and the surrounding properties beyond that of the previous
use.

Section 10-28 (4)(e) of the Montgomery County Code allows farm machinery sales and
service in areas zoned General Business (GB) by Special Use Permit.

VI. Staff Recommendations
Staff recommends approval of the Special Use Permit (SUP) to allow farm machinery sales
and service at the location identified above, contingent upon the following conditions:

1. Outdoor storage of materials and/or equipment awaiting repair shall be limited to the
fenced area located on the southeastern side of the building, as indicated on the concept
plan submitted with the application materials dated February 28, 2014. Screening of
outdoor storage shall consist of privacy or chain link fencing. Privacy slats shall be
inserted in chain link fencing to provide additional screening and security.

2. No storage containers used for shipping purposes, nor truck compartments or trailers shall

be stored or otherwise used on the premises.

Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 10-46(9) of the Montgomery County Code.

Signage for the site shall be compliant with Section 10-45 of the Montgomery County

Code. Banners and/or other signage shall not be installed or mounted on any fence.

5. Site shall be substantially in conformance with the concept plan submitted with the
application materials dated February 28, 2014.

6. Approval of a new or revised site plan is required prior to obtaining a building permit.

el o

As of April 1, 2014, one citizen has contacted the Planning and GIS Services Department to
inquire further about this request. She had received a notice regarding the upcoming public
hearing and wanted clarification on why she had received the notice, but did not have any
comments or concerns regarding the proposed special use permit.

Consideration should be given to adjacent property owners or other interested citizens
attending the public hearing to express their views regarding this request.

Enclosures: Application materials
Letter from VDOT dated March 28, 2014
Aerial map
Zoning map
Site photos dated March 26, 2014
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VA
REZONING & SUP APPLICATION

Application to Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors

Application For: (check appropriate boxes)
1 Rezoning L1 Rezoning & Special Use Permit ﬁSpecial Use Permit

Owner/Applicant Information: (Use current mailing/contact information for all property
owners. An additional sheet may be attached for multiple owners.)

Property Owner: 0 ) f- i/, Jyrvs Agent: /ﬁ; g{z(/( T/ aete b

Address: 7., Boy & Address: Pt Boy 245G 7

Placksbou g VA 2 LU B vagcden, Vi 2H 2102
Phone1: {t/p - J)2p- 0077 Phone1: 2 74 ~477-05 ?,é/
Phone 2: Phone 2:

[ DS P = g;“iu,g‘;ri; oy ‘oo il ) ; . ; i »
Emal'-gm?g}mumg; fuveh "%*«»fy% i Email h t‘i’él’«m@%{g ) meadetracter. <om

Location of Property/ Site Address: 34¢ 5 . Spudh Mol T4 reet

Legal Record of Property: Total Area: . L Acres Magisterial District
ParcelID: 00 ¢ A 98 Tax Parcel Number(s): &0 7- A/ /

Rezoning Details: Current Zoning District: —_______ Requested Zoning District:
Desired Use(s):

Special Use Permit: Current Zoning District Total ArealAcres: pd ¢
Desired Use(s): “[eoho Deeve Turd & hoyicc/ '?é?f'@/ Aea lprsh. o
&

Comprehensive Plan Designation:

Traffic Impact Analysis Required: [ Yes (payment enclosed) [ No

/ certify that the information supplied on this application and on the attachments provided (maps or other
information) is accurate and true to the best of my knowledge. In addition, | hereby grant permission to the
agents and employees of Montgomery County and State of Virginia to enter the above property for the
purposes of processing and reviewing the above app/icatié/;

Y i 2/23 /14

ya ﬁ’m Agent’s Signature Date

cIfropert;ﬂﬁwner(s) Signature Date
.............. U
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Date Received: Application Number:

Traffic Impact Analysis and Payment Received: [J Yes [J No Date Submitted to VDOT:

Revised: 3/8/2013 Page 9















MEADE

TRACTOR

19226 Lee Highway e Abingdon, VA 24210
Phone: (276) 628-5126 * Fax: (276) 628-9231 e http://www.meadetractor.com

February 27, 2014

Dari S. Jenkins, CZA

Planning & Zoning Administrator
Planning & GIS Services
Montgomery Co. Government Center
755 Roanoke St., Suite 2A
Christiansburg, VA 24073-3177

Re: Meade Tractor Justification Statement for Special Use Permit for 3963 South Main Street

Meade Tractor respectfully requests the approval of a Special Use permit for the operation of a John Deere
Turf and Agricultural dealership at 3963 South Main Street, Christiansburg, VA. Meade Tractor currently
operates a John Deere Turf and Agricultural dealership at 1521 Radford Road in Christiansburg, VA. We
are honored to be a part of the community and desire to continue our successful operations in Montgomery
County. The rationale for a relocation are based on the following items:

1. Our business model is primarily related to the retail business of lawnmowers, outdoor power
equipment, utility vehicles, and small compact tractors. The business model is dependent on a
location in a retail area with adequate visibility. This new location will offer increased visibility and
increased business opportunities.

2. The new facility offers an inviting retail experience with ample showroom, increased service space,
and modern appearances.

3. The professionalism and location of the facility will offer increased employee satisfaction and
increased business opportunities for the growth and sustainability of a John Deere dealership in
Montgomery County.

4. The agriculture industry in the Montgomery county area continues to decline based on the absence
of tobacco along with the decline in the overall dairy population. However, the Turf component of
the business continues with exceptional growth and opportunities which allow for a sustainabie
business model.

The current zoning ordinance for Montgomery County advises that any “Farm Machinery sales and
service” business must obtain a Special Use permit. Meade Tractor is a Farm machinery sales and service
business since we do offer John Deere Agriculture equipment. However, the majority of our sales are retail
related such as; lawnmowers, outdoor power equipment, and utility vehicles. Our facilities in turn must
exhibit the following; retail friendly appearance, cleanliness, and an overall inviting retail location. Meade
Tractor is committed to ensuring that the use of this facility will offer the highest degree of professionalism
and visibility for ourselves, customers, John Deere, and Montgomery County.

We look forward to working with you and Montgomery County on the merits of this request.

Respectfully,

Chuck Meade
President





MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

Additional Special Use Permit Requirements

The applicant for special use permit shall provide a statement of justification to address the following items in
the application materials to demonstrate what impact the proposed request will have on the County’s resources
and how the request complies with Montgomery County’s comprehensive plan.

Section 10-54(3)(g), Montgomery County Zoning Ordinance

(g) Issues for Consideration. In considering a Special Use Permit application, the following factors shall be
given reasonable consideration. The application shall address all the following in its statement of justification or
Special Use Permit plat unless not applicable, in addition to any other standards imposed by this Ordinance:

1.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan (Addressed
under “3. Comprehensive Plan Justification”). The current building, entrances, and overall property
design will not change compared to the previous use under the approval of a Special Use Permit for
Meade Tractor as a John Deere Turf and Agricultural dealership. There will be no addition of a road
and the overall traffic for Meade Tractor compared to the previous automobile dealership will only be
around 40% of the past traffic potential. There will be no need for an E and S permit since there will
be no land disturbance. This Special Use Permit will not be a part of subdivision request. The
permit will not require any current or future educational or programs needs for the county. The
facility currently has all public utilities, road access, public facilities and amenities, inter-parcel
access, and buffers. The approval of a Special Use Permit will enable Meade Tractor to grow its
business, employment opportunities, and allow a vacant commercial property to be fully utilized
while presenting a positive economic climate for the county.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit will adequately provide for safety from fire hazards and
have effective measures of fire control. The current facility meets all safety and fire hazards per
previous building codes.

The level and impact of any noise emanating from the site, including that generated by the proposed
use, in relation to the uses in the immediate area. The use of a John Deere Turf and Agricultural
dealership will not have any additional noise compared to the former operation as an automobile
dealership.

The glare or light that may be generated by the proposed use in relation to uses in the immediate
area. There are numerous light poles from the former automobile dealership that will not be used.
Thus, the amount of glare or light will be reduced substantially from the previous operations.

The proposed location, lighting and type of signs in relation to the proposed use, uses in the area,
and the sign requirements of this Ordinance. All signs will be of a professional nature and will be
presented for approval. The signage will meet the requirements along with size constraints.

The compatibility of the proposed use with other existing or proposed uses in the neighborhood, and
adjacent parcels. The use of this property will complement the adjoining parcel and incentivize
additional commercial opportunities for the vacant building and parcel.

The location and area footprint with dimensions (all drawn to scale), nature and height of existing or
proposed buildings, structures, walls, and fences on the site and in the neighborhood. See attached
rendering for addition of a fence in the side and exterior of the building. There will be no exterior
structure modifications of the current facility.





10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

The nature and extent of existing or proposed landscaping, screening and buffering on the site and
in the neighborhood. All existing landscape will be maintained and there will be additional
landscaping performed in the rear of the building to present a “cleaner and well defined” area
compared to the current vegetation.

The timing and phasing of the proposed development and the duration of the proposed use. The
intent is to begin operations within one week of approval of Special Use Permit. The lease term is 5
years and our goal will be continued operations after this period.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit will result in the preservation or destruction, loss or
damage of any topographic or physical, natural, scenic, archaeological or historic feature of
significant importance. There will be no impact on any topographic, physical, natural, scenic,
archaeological or historic feature of the site.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit at the specified location will contribute to or promote the
welfare or convenience of the public. The permit will enhance the welfare and convenience of the
public by providing an easily accessible and convenient location for the retail public and Agricultural
communities of not only Montgomery county but surrounding counties as well.

The traffic expected to be generated by the proposed use, the adequacy of access roads and the
vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements (on and off-site) of the proposed use, all in relation to
the public's interest in pedestrian and vehicular safety and efficient traffic movement. The traffic will
be significantly lower than past traffic from an automobile dealership. This is due to the fact that
overall sales are approximately 50% lower and the seasonal nature of a Turf and Agricultural
dealership compared to an auto dealer.

Whether, in the case of existing structures proposed to be converted to uses requiring a Special Use
Permit, the structures meet all code requirements of Montgomery County. All structures will meet all
code requirements.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit will be served adequately by essential public facilities and
services. The facility currently has all essential public facilities and services which include public
water and public sewer.

The effect of the proposed Special Use Permit on groundwater supply. There will be no effects on
groundwater supply since there will be no construction or placement of items to change the current
topographic characteristics.

The effect of the proposed Special Use Permit on the structural capacity of the soils. There will be no
disturbance of any soils on the current property.

Whether the proposed use will facilitate orderly and safe road development and transportation.
There will be no site work or change to entrances or traffic patterns.

The effect of the proposed Special Use Permit on environmentally sensitive land or natural features,
wildlife habitat and vegetation, water quality and air quality. There will be no impact on land, natural
features, water quality, or air quality.





19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit use will provide desirable employment and enlarge the
tax base by encouraging economic development activities consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
The property lies within the Urban expansion and the Comprehensive Plan. There will be increased
employment opportunities and increase of the tax base by having a well positioned and thriving Turf
and Agricultural dealership. This location will enhance the retail segment which currently provides
over 60% of our overall business. This move will also allow an additional business to be established
in our current Montgomery County facility which will further add to the tax base and employment
opportunities for the county.

Whether the proposed Special Use Permit considers the needs of agriculture, industry, and
businesses in future growth. This Permit will greatly offer growth for our Agriculture community while
allowing increased business and tax base for Montgomery county residents to spend monies in
Montgomery county rather than adjoining counties and cities.

The effect of the proposed Special Use Permit use in enhancing affordable shelter opportunities for
residents of the County. There will be no effect on shelter opportunities with this permit.

The location, character, and size of any outdoor storage. Any storage will be included within the
chain link fence area and screened from view.

The proposed use of open space. Equipment will be displayed in designated areas as defined in the
site plan.

The location of any major floodplain and steep slopes. Site is not located within the 100 year flood
plain

The location and use of any existing non-conforming uses and structures. There are no non-
conforming uses or structures.

The location and type of any fuel and fuel storage. There will be a small 200gallon diesel tank that is
currently in place from the previous auto dealership- it is located within the fenced area and has
screening.

The location and use of any anticipated accessory uses and structures. There will be no additional
structures.

The area of each use; if appropriate. n/a
The proposed days/hours of operation. Monday — Friday 8am — 5:30pm and Saturday 8am — 1pm.

The location and screening of parking and loading spaces and/or areas. Loading area will be on the
side of the building, there will screening as required.

The location and nature of any proposed security features and provisions. Addition of chain link
fence

The number of employees. 15 employees

The location of any existing and/or proposed adequate on and off-site infrastructure. The site is
already served by existing water and sewer utilities and existing VDOT entrance and turn lane.

Any anticipated odors, which may be generated by the uses on site. There are no anticipated odors
that should be generated.





35. Whether the proposed Special Use Permit uses have sufficient measures to mitigate the impact of
construction traffic on existing neighborhoods and school areas. There will be no construction traffic.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PO BOX 3071
CHARLES A. KILPATRICK, P.E. SALEM, VA 24153-0560
COMMISSIONER
March 28, 2014

Ms. Dari S. Jenkins

Planning & Zoning Administrator
County Of Montgomery

755 Roanoke Street, Suite 2A
Christiansburg, VA 24073

RE:

P & G Ventures and Meade Tractor

Special Use Permit Application

Proposed Land Use — Lawn Care and Agricultural Dealership
3963 South Main Street

State Route 460

Dear Ms. Jenkins:

We have reviewed the above mentioned Special Use Permit Application and have the following
comments:

1.

This site is located along an established business corridor and a land use is proposed that
is similar to the previous land use. Since the concept plan shows that the site will
continue to use the existing entrance without changes, and we would consider entrance
adequate for proposed use, we have no actionable comments at this time.

This office is responsible for the review and approval of improvements proposed within
the VDOT maintained right of way as part of any site plan, such as changes to existing
drainage facilities, pavement markings, etc. Upon approval, a land use permit is required,
including a non-refundable permit fee and a surety.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

7z

L B

as E. Burton, P.E.

NRYV Area Land Use Engineer

Cc: Ms. Erin Puckett, Montgomery County

www.Virginiadot.org
We Keep Virginia Moving
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AT AN ADJOURNED MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY
OF MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 28" DAY OF OCTOBER, 2013 AT 6:00
P.M. IN THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER,

755 ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT:  William H. Brown -Vice Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Supervisors
Gary D. Creed
Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins (arrived 7:20 p.m.)
Christopher A. Tuck

F. Craig Meadows -County Administrator

L. Carol Edmonds -Deputy County Administrator

Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney

Dari Jenkins -Zoning Administrator

Brea Hopkins -Development Planner

Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors
ABSENT: James D. Politis -Chair

CALL TO ORDER

The Vice-Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711  (3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Old Blacksburg Middle School Property

Minutes October 28, 2013
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1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

Adjustment and Appeals Board

Montgomery Regional Economic Development Commission
NRV Economic Development Alliance

Planning Commission

Board of Zoning Appeals

agrwnPE

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT ABSENT DURING VOTE
Gary D. Creed None James D. Politis Annette S. Perkins
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried
unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Closed Meeting to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Annette S. Perkins None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

Minutes October 28, 2013
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CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Gary D. Creed and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County has convened a Closed
Meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance with the

provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia hereby certifies that to the best of each member's knowledge (i)
only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by Virginia law
were discussed in the closed meeting to which this certification resolution applies, and (ii) only
such public business matters as were identified in the motion conveying the closed meeting were

heard, discussed or considered by the Board.
VOTE

AYES

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
James D. Politis

ABSENT DURING MEETING
James D. Politis

ABSTAIN
Annette S. Perkins (Not present during Closed Meeting)

INVOCATION

A moment of silence was led by the Vice-Chair.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Rezoning Request — SHAH Development LLC

Request by SHAH Development, LLC (Agent: Gay and Neel, Inc.) to rezone approximately
8.01 acres from Agricultural (A-1) to Multiple Family Residential (RM-1), with possible
proffered conditions, to allow 64 residential dwelling units. The property is the former
Elliston Lafayette Elementary School property located at 5201 Tango Lane; identified as Tax
Parcel Nos. 060-1-A, (Account Nos. 070690) in the Shawsville Magisterial District (District C).
The property currently lies in an area designated as Mixed Use.

Dari Jenkins, Zoning Administrator, summarized the rezoning request. SHAH Development is
requesting to rezone approximately 8.01 acres from Agricultural (A-1) to Multiple Family
Residential (RM-1), with possible proffered conditions, to allow 64 residential dwelling units
(townhomes) to be constructed on the former Elliston/Lafayette Elementary School property.
Ms. Jenkins described the details of the request and impacts to the existing land use. The
proposed zoning change will present a significant change in land use and traffic patterns. The
applicant has proposed a number of proffers to minimize the impact.

At their October 9, 2013 meeting, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the
request with 15 proffered conditions.

Supervisor Creed asked fellow Board members if there is no opposition from citizens tonight on
SHAH’s request then he would like to see the rezoning request be added to the agenda tonight
for consideration.

Thom Rutledge, agent for SHAH Development, believes this project to be an asset to the
community. SHAH Development held community meetings in order to hear neighboring
property owners concerns and input on the project and layout design. They received several
helpful ideas and SHAH Development incorporated several of these in the plan. Mr. Rutledge
also addressed the issue with the footbridge that crosses over the railroad tracks from Old
Roanoke Road to the former school site. It is his understanding that the property owners located
on the school side want the footbridge closed due to undesirable activities that occur near or on
the footbridge. SHAH Development will have a dedicated easement in place for trails when the
County is ready to construct the trails from this area to Roanoke County, as described in the
Village Transportation Plan.

John Neel, Gay and Neel, provided additional information on the proffered conditions offered by
SHAH Development and described the design layout, landscaping, bus shelter, and property
management. Mr. Neel stated the proposed development of townhomes will provide affordable
housing to the area.
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Clarke Woods, an adjoining property owner, spoke in support of the rezoning request. Mr.
Woods believes the proposed development will be beneficial to the area. He supports the closing
of the footbridge in hopes it will decrease the number of breaking and entering, vandalism, and
drug deals that occurs around this area.

There being no further speakers, the public hearing was closed.

AFD Renewals — AFD #7, AFD #9 and AFD #10

AFD - District #7 (Wilson/Den Creek) is generally located in the central portion of
Montgomery County and is in the vicinity of Ellett Rd (SR 723) and Den Hill Rd. (SR 641).
Currently, AFD 7 consists of 9 property owners and approximately 2,564.1 acres. The proposed
new district would consist of 9 property owners and approximately 2,862.9 acres. (The AFD
Advisory Committee has recommended this district be renewed for a term of eight (8) years).

AFD - District #9 (Elliston/Pedlar Hills) is generally located in the western portion of
Montgomery County and is in the vicinity of Roanoke Rd (Route 11/460) and Seneca Hollow Rd.
(SR 636). This district is currently under review for another eight year term. Currently, AFD 9
consists of 18 property owners and approximately 4,792 acres. The proposed new district would
consist of 14 property owners and approximately 4,688 acres. (The AFD Advisory Committee
has recommended this district be renewed for a term of eight (8) years).

AFD - District #10 (Mount Tabor) is generally located in the northern portion of Montgomery
County west of the Town of Blacksburg and is in the vicinity of Mount Tabor Rd (SR 624) and
Bishop Rd (SR 648). Currently, AFD 10 consists of 16 property owners and approximately 893.95
acres. The proposed new district would consist of 16 property owners and approximately 915
acres. (The AFD Advisory Committee has recommended this district be combined with AFD #2
for a term of six (6) years).

Brea Hopkins, Development Planner, reported that AFD #7, AFD #9 and AFD #10 are up for
renewal.  Agricultural & Forestal Districts are rural areas reserved for the production of
agricultural products and as important economic and environmental resources. They are
established according state guidelines at the initiative of the landowner and the approval of the
Board of Supervisors. An AFD has a term of eight years and at the end of the eight years will
be reviewed and considered for another eight year term. Landowners may request additional
acreage to be considered for inclusion of the AFD or withdrawing their property at this time.

The AFD Advisory Committee met on August 6 and September 5, 2013 to discuss the renewal
requests and to conduct a field visit of each district. Planning staff and the AFD Advisory
Committee, when reviewing AFD #10, found that there were parcels which fell outside the one
mile boundary, and were not contiguous to a parcel in the district. Many of those parcels were
contiguous to parcels located in the nearby AFD #2. It was determined that it would be prudent
to combine AFD #10 and AFD #2 district. The consensus of the AFD Advisory Committee was
that all conditions for renewal had been met and recommends renewal.
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At their October 9, 2014 meeting, the Planning Commission recommended the renewal of AFD
#7 and AFD #9 for another eight year term. They also recommended combining AFD #10 with
AFD #2 for a six year term to correspond to the renewal cycle of AFD #2 (Catawba).

There being no speakers, the public hearing was closed.

PUBLIC ADDRESS

There being no speakers, the public address session was closed.

ADDENDUM

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously, the
addendum dated October 28, 2013 was added to the agenda as follows:

Consent Agenda
Appropriation - Fire and Rescue Operating Equipment Carryover - $70,083

New Business
Ordinance — SHAH Development Special Use Permit

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Matthew R. Gabriele None James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck

William H. Brown

CONSENT AGENDA

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously, the
Consent Agenda dated October 28, 2013 was approved. The vote was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

William H. Brown
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Approval of Minutes

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously, the
Minutes dated May 13, May 14 and May 20, 2013 were approved.

Appropriations and Transfers

A-FY-14-45
SHERIFF - DMV GRANTS

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:
321  Sheriff Grants $26,896

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account

424401 State Grants $26,896
Said resolution appropriates monies from three DMV grants received by the Sheriff’s
Office.
A-FY-14-46
SHERIFF
RECOVERED COSTS

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:

320  Sheriff County $3,029
321  Sheriff County $ 600
Total $3,629

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
419108 Recovered Costs $3,629

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs for use by the Sheriff’s department.
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A-FY-14-47
FIRE AND RESCUE
OPERATING EQUIPMENT CARRYOVER
On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2013 for the function and in the amount as follows:

330 Fire and Rescue $70,083
The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows

Revenue Account
451204 Designated Fund Balance $70,083

Said resolution appropriates funds to cover the cost of fire and rescue equipment
purchases that were initiated prior to year-end 2013.

R-FY-14-53
SOCIAL SERVICES BOARD
APPOINT GLENN MATHEWS

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that

the Board of Supervisors hereby appoints Glenn Mathews to the Social Services Board
effective October 17, 2013 and expiring October 16, 2017.

OLD BUSINESS

R-FY-14-54
RESOLUTION ADOPTING
MONTGOMERY COUNTY’S
EMERGENCY OPERATIONS PLAN

On a motion by Annette S. Perkins, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia recognizes the
need to prepare for, respond to, and recover from natural and manmade disasters; and

WHEREAS, Montgomery County has a responsibility to provide for the safety and well-
being of its citizens and visitors; and
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WHEREAS, Montgomery County has established the County Administrator as the
Director of Emergency Services and the Emergency Services Coordinator as the Coordinator of
Emergency Services; and

WHEREAS, The Montgomery County Department of Emergency Services recognizes
the need for an Emergency Services Plan for Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Montgomery, Virginia hereby adopts the Emergency Operations Plan for Montgomery County
dated November 2013,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors that the Director of
Emergency Services, or his/her designee, is tasked and authorized to maintain and revise as
necessary this document over the next four (4) year period or until such time be ordered to come
before this board.

Adopted this 28" day of October, 2013.
The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None James D. Politis
Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

R-FY-14-55
MONTGOMERY COUNTY’S PRIORITIES
FOR THE FY 2015-2020 VDOT SIX-YEAR
ROAD IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR
INTERSTATE AND PRIMARY ROADS

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Representatives of the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia have attended the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s Preallocation hearings for a
number of years to express grave concerns relative to conditions on Virginia Route 114 in
Montgomery and Pulaski Counties, a major transportation artery serving as an east-west
connector through the New River Valley which provides a vital link for daily work-related
commuting for thousands of citizens, and the only primary highway serving the Radford Army
Ammunition Plant; and
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WHEREAS, The residents who live along Route 114 and in the surrounding area have
presented petitions with 393 signatures to the Board of Supervisors requesting that the safety of
the road be enhanced, including turn lanes and widening of the road; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has also expressed concern relative to conditions
on Virginia Route 8 in Montgomery and Floyd Counties; and

WHEREAS, Route 8 is a high traffic road with high population growth along its corridor,
and provides the only access to Floyd County from Interstate 81 at Christiansburg; and

WHEREAS, At the Exit 114 interchange on 1-81 at Route 8, traffic exiting 1-81 both
north and southbound backs up significantly on the ramps and often approaches the travel lanes
of 1-81; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has also expressed concern relative to conditions
on Route 11/460 in eastern Montgomery County; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has expressed their desire for intersection
improvements and median closures along Route 11/460 to improve the safety of the area; and

WHEREAS, The Park and Ride Lot at 1-81 Exit 118 does not meet the capacity demands
of its users, creating the need for additional parking, and creating safety and security risks for the
adjacent Falling Branch Elementary School; and

WHEREAS, Patrons from the park and ride lot, on a regular basis, seek entrance into the
Falling Branch Elementary School to use facilities, make telephone calls or seek refuge from the
weather; and

WHEREAS, The above routes and park and ride lot have been identified as critically
needed projects in order to improve the capacity, condition, safety and efficiency of our regional
transportation system; and

WHEREAS, The Board has expressed their desire for the completion of the final phase of
the Smart Road project, to provide a direct route for motorists between 1-81 and Blacksburg to
reduce traffic congestion and enhance safety in the area.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia emphasizes its continued desire for completion of the above projects and
expresses its sincere appreciation to the Commonwealth Transportation Board for recognizing
and considering the Board of Supervisors’ comments to the aforementioned projects.

FURTHER, The Board of Supervisors wishes to thank the Commonwealth
Transportation Board for the Route 114 New River bridge replacement project that is under
construction, reinstatement of the Virginia Route 8 intersection with Fairview Church Road (SR
669) traffic light and turn lane improvements project, and for the inclusion of the Route 460
Interchange improvement project near Southgate Drive that is scheduled for construction.
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FURTHER, The Board requests the upgrade of Virginia Route 114 in Montgomery
County; this project was previously in the Six-Year Plan and was removed due to funding, and it
IS requested that this project be returned to the Six-Year Road Improvement Plan.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to consider
upgrades to improve the safety on Route 8 from the southern corporation limits in the Town of
Christiansburg through Montgomery County to the Floyd County line including, but not limited
to, bringing the two lanes up to standard width, straightening the numerous dangerous curves and
adding shoulders for disabled vehicles to pull onto.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to consider
necessary upgrades to improve the safety at the Exit 114 interchange on 1-81 for traffic exiting I-
81 on both north and south exit ramps.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to implement
improvements as recommended in VDoT’s 2013 Route 8 Corridor Study, specifically the
intersection improvements on Route 8 at Life Drive, Smith Creek Road and Camp Carysbrook
Road.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to implement
improvements on U.S. 11/460 in eastern Montgomery County, specifically intersection
improvements and median closures as identified in VDoT’s 2013 Route 11/460 Corridor Study.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to move the
Park-and-Ride lot at 1-81 Exit 118 to a location away from the Falling Branch Elementary
School.

FURTHER, The Board requests the Commonwealth Transportation Board to consider
completing the final phase of the Smart Road project to provide a direct route for motorists
between 1-81 and Blacksburg to reduce traffic congestion and enhance safety in the area.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors encourages the
Commonwealth Transportation Board to approve the projects requested above and allocate
funding to move forward with implementing the improvements which will enhance the safety in
Montgomery County.

The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Matthew R. Gabriele None James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck

William H. Brown
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NEW BUSINESS

R-FY-14-56
RESOLUTION AGREEING TO POST NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ABANDON 1.54 MILE PORTION OF ELLIOTT CREEK ROAD (SR 675)
PURSUANT TO SECTION 33.1-151 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA
AND SCHEDULE A PUBLIC HEARING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Gary D. Creed and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The County has received a request from Karen Dodson Whitt to abandon
1.54 miles of Elliott Creek Road (SR 675) from the intersection of Craigs Mountain Road (SR
674) heading east along Elliott Creek Road for 1.54 miles; and

WHEREAS, Karen Dodson Whitt owns the land on both sides of the 1.54 mile stretch of
Elliott Creek Road east from the intersection of Craigs Mountain Road, with no other landowner
having access to their property from this 1.54 mile section of Elliott Creek Road; and

WHEREAS, It appears to the Montgomery County Board of Supervisors that Elliott
Creek Road Secondary Route 675 from the intersection of Craigs Mountain Road (SR 674)
heading east for a distance of 1.54 miles, serves no public necessity and is no longer necessary as
a part of the Secondary System of State Highways; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors desires to announce their intent to abandon the
1.54 miles of Elliott Creek Road (SR 675) heading east from the intersection of Craigs Mountain
Road (SR 674) and to schedule a public hearing for November 25, 2013, in order to hear citizen
comments on the Board of Supervisors intent to abandon 1.54 mile portion of Elliott Creek Road
(SR 675).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby agrees to direct the Clerk of the
Board to post and publish notice of the Board of Supervisors’ intent to abandon the 1.54 mile
portion of Elliott Creek Road (SR 675) heading east from the intersection with Craigs Mountain
Road (SR 674) pursuant to Section 33.1-151 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended and to
schedule a public hearing for Monday, November 25, 2013, at 7:30 or as soon thereafter in the
Board Chamber at the Montgomery County Government Center, located at 755 Roanoke Street,
Christiansburg, Virginia, in order to hear citizen comments on the Board’s intent to abandon the
1.54 mile portion of Elliott Creek Road (SR 675) heading east from the intersection of Craigs
Mountain Road (SR 674).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors hereby directs the Clerk of the Board to
send a certified copy of this Resolution to the Commissioner of the Virginia Department of
Transportation.
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The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Annette S. Perkins None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

A-FY-14-48
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
TRANSFER FROM GENERAL CONTINGENCIES
2014 FACTS FOR VOTERS BROCHURE

On a motion by Annette S. Perkins, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that a
transfer of appropriation is hereby authorized, as follows:

FROM:

950  General Contingencies ($200)
T0:

910 League of Women Voters $200

Said resolution provides funds to the League of Women Voters for the 2014 Facts for
\oters brochure.

The vote on the forgoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

William H. Brown
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ORD-FY-14-14
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF APPROXIMATELY 8.01 ACRES
FROM AGRICULTURAL (A1) TO MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (RM-1),
IN THE SHAWSVILLE MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT (DISTRICT C)
LOCATED AT 5201 TANGO LANE
SHAH DEVELOPMENT, LLC

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the Board of Supervisors hereby finds that the proposed rezoning, is in compliance with the
Comprehensive Plan and meets the requirement for public necessity, convenience, general
welfare and good zoning practice and therefore approves the request to rezone approximately
8.01 acres from Agricultural (A1) to Multiple Family Residential (RM-1), to allow 64 residential
dwelling units with the following proffered conditions:

1. Conceptual Layout The Property shall be developed in substantial conformance with the
conceptual plan prepared by Gay & Neel, dated October 16, 2013 (the “Concept
Development Plan”).

2. Density A maximum density of no more than 8.0 units per acre will be permitted.

3. Utilities Site shall be served by Montgomery County Public Service Authority public
water and sanitary sewer.

4. Site Plan A detailed site plan subdivision plan in conformance with zoning ordinance
requirements shall be submitted and approved by the zoning administrator and all other
necessary local and state agencies prior to issuance of building permits for this
development.

5. Trash Receptacles No individual trash receptacles shall be stored where visible from
public Rights-of-Way. Community dumpsters will be provided and screened on all four
sides.

6. Property Management A property management company and/or homeowner’s
association shall maintain all grounds, including but not limited to grass areas,
recreational areas, parking and paved areas, walking trails and stormwater management
area.

7. Screening A double row of screening trees shall be installed along the two adjacent
residential property lines. Trees shall be staggered and no more than 25% of the trees on
site will be one species.
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8. Road Improvements Road improvements and turn lanes will be designed per VDOT
requirements. Additionally, a hammerhead turnaround easement will be provided at the
proposed entrance connection to Old Route 460 (present Route 603) until such time as
turnaround improvements to Route 603 may be negotiated with Montgomery County and
the Virginia Department of Transportation.

9. Landscaping Proposed buffer yard shall be in conformance with the requirements of the
zoning ordinance and shall be installed prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.
Buffer shall not impede sight distance at the proposed or existing entrances. Landscaping
along the Route 11/460 right-of-way frontage shall be in keeping with the Route 11/460
Corridor plan and include hardy ornamental tree species, such as Crepe Myrtles, arranged
in irregular groupings and supplemented by groupings of low evergreen shrubs. No more
than 25% of the trees on site will be one species.

10. Trail Connectivity Prior to the completion of the first eight units, a minimum 8’ wide
asphalt walking trail will be constructed along three sides of the site and will ultimately
connect to a 5° wide concrete sidewalk on the fourth side to provide a continuous walking
loop around the perimeter of the site. At such time as the proposed trail network outlined
in the VITL plan is constructed and reaches the site, at least one additional 8 wide
asphalt trail connection will be constructed to connect to the VITL trail network to the
site’s internal trail network.

11. Recreational Areas Prior to the completion of the first eight units, the existing asphalt
basketball court will be rehabilitated, resurfaced, and maintained for active recreation
space. Additionally, a minimum 2,500 square foot tot lot will be constructed with a
minimum of a swing-set, slide, and jungle-gym type playground equipment as well as
two park benches.

12. Construction Phasing Mass grading of the site will be completed prior to any
construction of proposed units. Sanitary sewer, waterlines, and storm drain system
infrastructure will be constructed and installed as necessary for each building.

13. Architectural Design A mixture of brick, stone and vinyl siding materials shall be
utilized in the construction of the townhomes to provide a diverse look between the units.

14. Fire Hydrants A minimum of four fire hydrants will be installed on the site for fire
suppression. Hydrants will be installed prior to the completion and sale of adjacent units
to ensure compliance with state and local fire code requirements.

15. Bus Shelter A minimum 5’ x 14’ bus shelter constructed of durable, architecturally
sound materials that will withstand continual exposure to the elements shall be provided
at one of the proposed site entrances with the specific location to be determined at a later
date.

The subject parcel is located at 5201 Tango Lane and identified as Tax Parcel No. 060-1-
A, (Account No. 070690) in the Shawsville Magisterial District (District C).
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The property currently lies in an area designated as Village Expansion in the 2025
Comprehensive Plan and further described as Mixed Use within the Elliston/Lafayette Village
Plan.

This action was commenced upon the application of SHAH Development, LLC (Agent:
Gay and Neel, Inc.).

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption.

The vote on the forgoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Annette S. Perkins None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:

1. Transition Public Service Authority to a County Department.
The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

William H. Brown
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Transition Public Service Authority to a County Department

The Board of Supervisors requested information on transitioning the Public Service Authority to
a County Department. A resolution to concur with the Public Service Authority Board that the
County will accept the PSA as a department and all the obligations of the Public Service Authority,
to acquire all the assets of the Authority and accept all liability and debt, and to begin the process of
phasing out the affairs of the Public Service Authority will need to be adopted by the Board of
Supervisors.

The County will also need to request the General Assembly to grant the County authority to
require mandatory water and sewer connections. It was Board consensus to request the state
legislators to enter a bill requesting Montgomery County be added to the list of counties that can
authorize mandatory water and sewer connections. The request will also be added to the
County’s legislative priorities for the 2014 General Assembly Session.

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None James D. Politis
Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

VT On-Campus Polling Precinct - The County Attorney reported that staff continues to work
with the Registrar’s Office and Virginia Tech in creating an on-campus polling precinct at
Virginia Tech.
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COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

The County Administrator reported on the following items:

- The Planning Director’s position vacancy and the new Stormwater Management
position have been advertised.

- The grand opening of the new Art Center at Virginia Tech will be held November 1,
2013 at 10:00 a.m.

- A special work session is scheduled for Monday, November 4, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. for a
presentation on FY 13 Year End.

BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

Supervisor Biggs requested the Public Information Officer get out information pertaining to the
storm water management requirements that the County is mandated by the State to put in place.
She believes any information that the County can get out will inform and educate the citizens on
the fees that will need to be passed along to the citizens.

New River Community Services Board adopted their Five Year Strategic Plan. She will e-mail
the information to the County Administrator and requested it be placed on the County’s website
also.

Supervisor_Tuck expressed concerns with the storm water management requirements and the
associated cost that will be passed down to the citizens. A portion of the fee is mandated to go to
the State and asked how the State will be using this revenue. He requested the County send a
letter to the County’s federal and state legislators requesting additional information on how the
State plans to appropriate this money.

By consensus, the Board authorized staff to send a letter to the County’s federal and state
legislators requesting their plan for the storm water regulation and how the fees collected will be
used.

Supervisor Gabriele commented that the County Seal seems to be outdated and questioned if it
IS time to consider a new design. The County is undergoing a new tourism initiative and
branding so it may be a good opportunity to consider it at the same time. He suggested that
maybe the County can solicit a design contest.

Supervisor Perkins reported the Roanoke Valley Area MPO will be studying public
transportation in the Roanoke area ( City and County) and may include the surrounding boarders,
such as Franklin and east Montgomery County. They want to determine how new development
will impact ridership and where public transportation is needed. @ RVMPO also allocated
$300,000 towards a study on the intermodal facility in the area.
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ADJOURNMENT

The Vice-Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Monday, November 4, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. The
meeting adjourned at 9:20 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
James D. Politis F. Craig Meadows
Chair County Administrator
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AT A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 4™ DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2013 AT 6:00 P.M.
IN THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 755

ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT:  William H. Brown -Vice Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Supervisors
Gary D. Creed
Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck

F. Craig Meadows -County Administrator
L. Carol Edmonds -Deputy County Administrator
Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney
Angie Hill -Financial & Management Services Director
Marc Magruder -Budget Manager
Ruth Richey -Public Information Officer
ABSENT: James D. Politis -Chair

CALL TO ORDER

The Vice - Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Matthew R. Gabriele and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:

1. FY 13 Year End Report

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None James D. Politis
Annette S. Perkins

Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown
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FY 2013 Revenue Collection and General Fund Cash Balance

FY 13 Revenue Highlights:

Total revenues (after the windfall adjustment) exceeded estimates by $0.1 million or
0.08% of total General Fund budget.

Designated General Fund and grant revenues were less than the estimates due to timing
differences ($1.4 million):

o Undesignated Revenues (after the windfall adjustment) exceeded estimates by $1.5
million or 1.67% of undesignated total of General Fund budget.

Increase in motor vehicle valuation on the personal property book ($0.4 million)
Delinquent property tax collections ($0.3 million)

Sales and use tax collections over estimates ($0.2 million)

Prepaid taxes ($0.4 million)

Other miscellaneous collections ($0.2 million)

O O O O O

Conclusions Regarding FY13 Revenue Collections:

Increases in motor vehicle, delinquent tax collections, sales tax collections, and prepaid
taxes allowed us to exceed undesignated revenue estimates.

These increases were known as we developed the FY 2014 budget — allowing us to utilize
the projected growth in the FY 2014 Budget.

Designated revenue shortfall was tied to expenditures that were not needed due to
program savings at the state level.

Grant funds were delayed due to timing issues.

Revenue Going Forward:

FY 14 Budget — with no tax increase — the County estimated $2.8 million in undesignated
revenue growth (the $1.5 million over the estimates in FY 13 was in this number). This
$1.5 million in growth has already been appropriated in the FY 14 budget and is not new
money to spend in FY 15.

In FY 14, the tax increases (10 cents PP and 2 cents RE) —added $2 million in additional
revenue for a total of $4.8 million.
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e The $4.8 million provided funding for operating budgets for the County and Schools and

earmarked $1.4 million for future school capital needs.

e Preliminary revenue projections for FY 15 will not be complete until after December
collections are analyzed.

e However, the PP book values came in less than estimated for CY 2013 — which is the
value that drives FY 14 collections.

e Motor Vehicle value is $32 million less than anticipated, which results in an $800,000

shortfall in FY 14 — meaning we will not make that estimate.

e Also, a $2.8 million abatement in Merchants Capital value creates another $100,000
revenue shortfall.

e Several categories of personal property valuation came in higher than expected — which
should help offset some of the projected shortfall.

e Itis estimated that the County will not make the projected revenue in the current year —

by how much is uncertain at this time.

e Additional details will be provided as estimates for FY 14 are analyzed and estimates for
FY 15 are developed in the coming weeks.

WHERE IS THE CASH?

$40,519,514

(unaudited)

—)

($21,200,000)

($5,977.437)

= (§6,299,383)

The actual amount
needed for cash flow
reserve based on
historical information
for the past 24
months. |

¥

The financial health of a
locality is determined
based on its “operating
position” which refers to
three factors:

The County's ability to
balance the budget using
cument revenue,

(Not using fund balance in
the operating budget)

The County's ability to
maintain reserves for
emergencies,
(Establishing reserve
funds for specific
pumoses)

The County's ability to
maintain sufficient cash to
pay expenses on a limely
basis.

(Ensuring an adequate
level of cash flow
reserves)

This number is the
amount that has been
designated for specific
expenditures through
Qctober 28, 2013

County POs §6984,325
VDOT Revenue

Sharing FY 14 500,000
Grants 75445
Self-Insurance

Reserve 540,000
Reassessment
Operations 27,500

Medicine Shoppe 133,356
Required rollovers
Retiree Incentives 114,135
Fundraising 96,553
Conservation
Easements 50,538
Den Hil Range 74,821
LDO Tech Fee 2631
Gypsy Moth 53495
VDOT Revenue
Sharing old years 73,789
Asset forfeitures 19,939
Clerk of CC software 28,000
Floyd Library 15924
Fire and Rescue 70,083
Reassessment
Contract 610,000
Total rollovers 1,209,908

Schools
School POs 990,125
Schools One Time 575,000
Schools Carryover 531,779
Future Capital ~ 700.000
Total schools 2,796,904

This number is the
amount designated
for other reserves.

$7,112,975
(3,897.863) June 30, 201
33,115,112 FY 13 increase

a
&

l

Capital Reserve:

Landfill Reserve 250,000

Facilties Reserve

Technology Reserve 883,212

Auto Graveyard 128,533

Rainy Day (County) 1,000,000
Road Maintenance 51,500

Fuel Reserve 200,000

Animal Shelter

$1,384,138

1,402,000

Increase 3,115,112

Revenue Collected
in Excess of Estimate 1,500,000

Unspent
Revenue Stabilization 500,000
Contingencies 315,000

Unspent Dept Funds 800,000

Total 3,115,000

1,000,000

Please note: No estimate is included for County carry forward requests.

|

Historical Balances

June 2012 = 3,997,863
June 2011 = 4,089,706
June 2010 = 2,763,949
June 2009 = 4,510,923
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Staff Recommendations:

e Allocate $5 million of available balance to capital funds.

o $3 million to School Capital Fund

= 2 cents in the budget = $1.4 million
= Windfall = $0.7 million
= Added Funds = $3.0 million

$5.1 Million by June 2014

o Allocate $2 million to County Capital

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Annette S. Perkins, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Annette S. Perkins  None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

ADJOURNMENT

The Vice-Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Wednesday, November 13, 2013 at 6:00 p.m.
The meeting adjourned at 7:04 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
James D. Politis F. Craig Meadows
Chair County Administrator
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AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 13™ DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2013 AT 7:00
P.M. IN THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER,
755 ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT: James D. Politis -Chair
William H. Brown -Vice Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Supervisors
Christopher A. Tuck
F. Craig Meadows -County Administrator
L. Carol Edmonds -Deputy County Administrator
Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney
Brian Hamilton -Economic Development Director
Karen Edmonds -Human Resources Director
Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors
ABSENT: Gary D. Creed -Supervisors

Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins

CALL TO ORDER

The Chair turned the meeting over to the Vice-Chair and the Vice-Chair called the meeting to
order.

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Christopher A. Tuck and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711  (5) Discussion Concerning a Prospective Business or Industry
or the Expansion of an Existing Business or Industry
Where No Previous Announcement Has Been Made of the
Business or Industry’s Interest in Locating or Expanding
Its Facilities in the Community.

1. Project #2013-028
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The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs Annette S. Perkins
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele

James D. Politis

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by James D. Politis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Closed Meeting to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs Annette S. Perkins
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele

James D. Politis

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by James D. Politis and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County has convened a Closed
Meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance with the
provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia hereby certifies that to the best of each member's knowledge (i)
only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by Virginia law
were discussed in the closed meeting to which this certification resolution applies, and (ii) only
such public business matters as were identified in the motion conveying the closed meeting were
heard, discussed or considered by the Board.
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VOTE

AYES

Christopher A. Tuck
Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown
James D. Politis

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
None

ABSENT DURING MEETING
Gary D. Creed

Annette S. Perkins

Matthew R. Gabriele

INVOCATION

A moment of silence was led by the Vice-Chair.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PRESENTATION

Recognition - Retiree
The Board of Supervisors recognized Ann B. Dalton who retired with 33 years of service with
the Department of Social Services.

DELEGATION

Virginia Department of Transportation
David Clarke, VDOT’s Residency Administrator, provided an update on road projects/issues in
Montgomery County as follows:

- Wake Forest Road — drainage project complete. VDOT replaced a collapsed drain pipe.
- McCoy Road — drainage project started. VDOT will correct drainage issues on McCoy
Road.
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- Sourwood Road — dirt glue project completed. VDOT will monitor Sourwood Road
throughout the year to determine if this process can be done on other roads.

- Southgate Drive Interchange — A public hearing will be held on this project in the near
future.

- Summer paving — completed 2 1/2 miles of Camp Carysbrook Road.

The Vice-Chair turned the meeting back over to the Chair.

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:

1. Community Development Authority — First & Main Commercial Project

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

William H. Brown None Gary D. Creed
Christopher A. Tuck Annette S. Perkins
Mary W. Biggs Matthew R. Gabriele

James D. Politis

First & Main Commercial Project

Nate Kiser with the Chrysolite Management Group provided an update on the First & Main
project in Blacksburg. Mr. Kiser reported that the First & Main property is under new
ownership. The new owners continue to move forward to develop the property into a retail hub
and are engaging national retail brokers for tenants. A major marketing study to research
strategies for promoting the center as a regional destination is underway. They are also
continuing their focus on engaging the community with community events, such as the Fork &
Cork, Brew Do, Halloween Festival Boo Do. One major announcement this past June was the
development of IMAX Cinebowl & Grille at First & Main. Mr. Kiser reported that future plans
include preparing five additional site pads for development and working out parking issues for
future development.

Community Development Authority

John Markowitz, Stifel Nicolaus, presented information on Community Development Authorities
(CDA). A Community Development Authority is an Authority authorized by the City Council or
County Board of Supervisors and granted the power to finance, fund, establish, acquire,
construct, equip, operate and maintain infrastructure improvements. A CDA can issue bonds to
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provide financing for infrastructure improvements. The debt or obligation of a CDA is not the
debt or obligation of the City or County. CDA bonds are repaid by either assessments, tax
increment financing (TIF) or a combination of both. A CDA allows economic development or
redevelopment projects that otherwise may not move forward in today’s economy and attracts
prospects by having infrastructure financing plans in place.

Mr. Markowitz provided several examples of development through CDA’s as follows:

- Dulles Town Center in Loudoun County, Va. A $29.5 million bond provided funds for
public infrastructure improvements, which included roads, sidewalks, traffic signals,
public water and sewer lines.

- Virginia Gateway in Prince William County, Va. A $11.7 million bond provided funds
to finance public infrastructure improvements.

- City Market a O Street in Washington D.C. A $38.6 million bond provided funds for
acquisition, construction, installation, and equipping of project and parking garage.

Jeff Mitchell, Mitchell Law Firm in Blacksburg, presented information on the need for creating a
Community Development Authority in Montgomery County. A CDA can help offset the cost for
a parking garage at First & Main. Mr. Mitchell stated a more detailed presentation and will be
provided in 2014.

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs Annette S. Perkins
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele

James D. Politis

PUBLIC ADDRESS

Sam Young expressed concerns that the County has not made available public water to the
residents along Bradford Lane in Christiansburg. Mr. Young reported that public sewer lines
were constructed years ago and they thought public water lines were going to be put in also.

There being no further speakers, the public address session was closed.
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CONSENT AGENDA

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously, the
Consent Agenda dated November 13, 2013 was approved.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele
Christopher A. Tuck Annette S. Perkins

James D. Politis

Approval of Minutes

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously, the
minutes dated May 28, 2103 were approved.

Schedule Public Hearings

R-FY-14-57
RESOLUTION SCHEDULING A PUBLIC HEARING ON A PROPOSED
ORDINANCE CHANGING THE REQUIREMENT FOR APPOINTING MEMBERS TO
THE TOURISM DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL AND THE PROCESS FOR REVIEWING
TAX REVENUES PROVIDED IN THE ORGANIZATIONAL COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENT BETWEEN MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND THE TOWNS OF
BLACKSBURG AND CHRISTIANSBURG FOR THE CREATION AND
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE JOINT TOURISM PROGRAM

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the Board of Supervisors hereby agrees to schedule a public hearing for Monday, December 16,
2013 at 7:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter, in the Board Chambers of the Montgomery County
Government Center, 755 Roanoke Street, Christiansburg, Virginia for the purpose of receiving
comments on the proposed Ordinance Changing the Requirement for Appointing Members to the
Tourism Development Council and the Process for Reviewing Tax Revenues Provided in the
Organizational Cooperative Agreement between Montgomery County and the Towns of
Blacksburg and Christiansburg for the Creation and Implementation of the Joint Tourism
Program.
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R-FY-14-58
RESOLUTION SCHEDULING A PUBLIC HEARING ON A
PROPOSED ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE OPERATION OF
GOLF CARTS AND UTILITY VEHICLES ON WARM HEARTH DRIVE AND
LITTON LANE WITHIN THE WARM HEARTH VILLAGE

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of Montgomery, Virginia
that the Board of Supervisors hereby agrees to schedule a public hearing for Monday, December
16, 2013 at 7:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter in the Board Chambers in the Montgomery County
Government Center, 755 Roanoke Street, Christiansburg, Virginia for the purpose of receiving
citizen comments on the proposed Ordinance Authorizing the Operation of Golf Carts and Utility
Vehicles on Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within the Warm Hearth Village.

Appropriations and Transfers

A-FY-14-49
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
RECOVERED COSTS
On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:

100 Board of Supervisors $3,247

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
419108 Recovered Costs $3,247

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs for postage machine expenses.
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A-FY-13-50
GENERAL SERVICES
RECOVERED COSTS
On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014 for the function and in the amount as follows:

400  General Services $88,000

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
419108 Recovered Costs $88,000

Said resolution appropriates utility and housekeeping fees collected from the Schools for
services provided by the County in Building C.

A-FY-14-51
MONTGOMERY-FLOYD REGIONAL LIBRARY
TRANSFER FROM THE FLOYD LIBRARY

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that a
transfer of appropriation is hereby authorized, as follows:

FROM:

720  Floyd Library ($5,200)
T0:

710  Regional Library $5,200

Said resolution transfers funds from the Floyd Library to the Regional Library to help
cover costs associated with the purchase of library furniture.
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A-FY-14-52
PARKS AND RECREATION
TRANSFER FROM GENERAL CONTINGENCIES
TO COUNTY CAPITAL PROJECTS

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:

451209 Transfer to County Capital Projects $8,747
The source of funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

950  General Contingencies $8,747

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The County Capital Projects fund was granted an

appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014 for
the function and in the amount as follows:

127003PR Parks Revitalization $8,747
The source of funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:
451100 Transfer from General Fund $8,747

Said resolution transfers funds from the General Contingencies for the County’s Share of
replacing deck boards on the Huckleberry Trail Bridge.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele
Christopher A. Tuck Annette S. Perkins

James D. Politis
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A-FY-14-53
SHERIFF
DMV GRANT
On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:

321  Sheriff Grants $10,000

The source of the funds for the foregoing appropriation is as follows:

Revenue Account
424401 State Grants $10,000

Said resolution appropriates monies received from a DMV grant for the Sheriff’s
Department.

A-FY-14-54
SHERIFF - RECOVERED COSTS

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for the function and in the amount as follows:

320 Sheriff County $25,331
322  Sheriff Project Lifesaver $ 475
Total $25,806

The sources of the funds for the foregoing appropriation are as follows:

Revenue Account

419108 Recovered Costs $25,331

424401 Project Lifesaver $ 475
Total $25,806

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs and Project Lifesaver funds.
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A-FY-14-55
TREASURER
DMV STOP FEES
On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriation in addition to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2014 for the function and in the amount as follows:

162  Treasurer’s Collections $6,508

The sources of the funds for the foregoing appropriation are as follows:

Revenue Account
411605 DMV Stop Fee $6,480
416010 Warrant-In-Debt Fees $ 28

Total $6,508

Said resolution appropriates DMV Stop Fees and Warrant in Debt Fees collected to pay
the associated fee to the DMV and Commonwealth of Virginia.

OLD BUSINESS

ORD-FY-14-15
AN ORDINANCE RENEWING
AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTAL DISTRICT (AFD-7) WILSON/DEN CREEK
CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 2862.9118 ACRES
IN THE SHAWSVILLE MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT (DISTRICT C)
WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Mary W. Biggs and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Adelia Arrington, Julia S. Milton, Richard G. Ballengee Trust, Michael E.
Snyder, Kristi W. Snyder, Stacy Anne Snyder, John C. Lipsey Estate C/O Lynn Lipsey
Executor, Ena J. Blake Moles Heirs C/O Jerry Allen Moles, Stephen J. & Revonda B.
Brumfield, and Gary B. Quesenberry have filed applications for the renewal of AFD-7, which
Agricultural and Forestal District was created by an ordinance adopted on the 5 day of
October, 1981; renewed by an ordinance adopted on the 11" day of October, 2005; and

WHEREAS, The existing AFD-7 members were notified by U.S. Mail concerning the
renewal of the current term and asked to file an application to continue the district; and
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WHEREAS, The applications were referred to the Agricultural and Forestal District
Advisory Committee and said Committee has reviewed the application and reported its findings
and recommendations on September 5, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission did publish notice of the pendency of the
applications on June 13, 2013; June 20, 2013; September 26, 2013; October 3, 2013; and
October 10, 2013, in The Roanoke Times, The Burgs section, a newspaper of general
circulation within Montgomery County, Virginia; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission held a public meeting on October 9, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission forwarded the applications with its findings and
recommendation for approval to the Board of Supervisors on October 11, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors after proper notice, held its public hearing on
October 28, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia, as follows:

1. That the conservation, protection and encouragement of the development and
improvement of its agricultural and forestal land for the production of food and
other agricultural and forestal products is vital to the public interest, and that the
conservation and protection of these lands as a valued natural and ecological
resource as well as economic and environment resource of major importance is
also in the public interest.

2. That this Agricultural and Forestal District, AFD-7, has been reviewed and is
hereby continued and renewed for a term of eight years terminating on December
31, 2021, in accordance with the provisions of Title 15.2, Chapter 36, Sections
15.2-4300 through 15.2-4314 Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

3. That said District as renewed shall consist of approximately 2862.9118 acres in
the Wilson/Den Creek Agricultural and Forestal District of Montgomery County,
and shall include the following parcels:

PARCEL_ID A OWNER1

001995 Adelia Arrington 223.082
018598 Julia S Milton & Stewart Milton 38.8
018593 Julia S Milton 355.758
010356 Richard G Ballengee Tr 152.5
024624 Michael E Snyder 22.808
010028 Michael E Snyder 6
026090 Michael E & Kristi W Snyder 103.4795
090196 Michael E & Kristi W Snyder 4.7933
000805 Michael E Snyder 406.787
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030150 Stacy Anne Snyder 220.76
080560 John C Lipsey Estate C/O Lynn Lipsey Executor 159.035
011268 John C Lipsey Estate C/O Lynn Lipsey Executor 455.842
012909 Ena J Blake Moles Heirs C/O Jerry Allen Moles 31.92
012910 Ena J Blake Moles Heirs C/O Jerry Allen Moles 38.8
012904 Ena J Blake Moles Heirs C/O Jerry Allen Moles 131.561
012911 Ena J Blake Moles Heirs C/O Jerry Allen Moles 23.8
002684 Stephen J & Revonda B Brumfield 124.88
170248 Stephen J & Revonda B Brumfield 16.5
033688 Gary B Quesenberry 46.99
030055 Michael E Snyder 109.179
013693 Michael E Snyder 157.427
018319 Michael E Snyder 4
015335 Michael E Snyder 18.35
018320 Michael E Snyder 0.6
018318 Michael E Snyder 9.26

That these parcels may qualify for land use value assessment provided the
parcels meet the criteria of Section 58.1-3230 and 58.1-3233 of the Code.

That the owners of land within said District shall not terminate the District
except in accordance with Section 15.2-4314 of the Code.

That lawful termination of any owner’s association of the District shall not serve
to terminate the existence of the District but the District shall continue in effect
until the review required by Section 15.2-4311 of the Code.

That all County ordinances and regulations shall be applicable within said
District; provided such ordinance and regulations are consistent with the
Agricultural and Forestal Districts Act. Further, the Planning Commission is
hereby advised that it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors that land use
planning decisions or ordinances enacted to implement same shall take into
account the special status of both land adjacent to said District and land lying
within said District.

That an exception for secondary roads either within or along the boundary of said
District is hereby created and consequently, there is hereby excepted from said
District a strip of land extending twenty-five (25) feet on both sides of the center
line of all existing secondary roads within or along the boundary of said District
from this ordinance.

That the landowners of said District who do not already have either a
conservation plan for agricultural and or a forestry management plan for forest
lands shall apply to the appropriate agency for the preparation of such a plan and
submit said plan to the Planning Department by December 31, 2014.
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This ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins

James D. Politis

ORD-FY-14-16
AN ORDINANCE RENEWING
AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTAL DISTRICT (AFD-9) ELLISTON/PEDLAR HILLS
CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 4688.117 ACRES
IN THE SHAWSVILLE MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT (DISTRICT C)
WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Justin S Askins, Lowell ElImer Bower Et Al, Sally H Brammer, John G &
Donna A Conner Le, Fotheringay LLC, Graham Farm & Rentals LLC, Joyce L Graham,
Randolph Howard Leech & Irene Ellis, Madison E Marye Rev Trust, James Madison Marye
& Charlotte M Hawes, MB Development LLC, Julia S Milton, Holly R Sutphin, Andrea
Weddle, Sally H Brammer have filed applications for the renewal of AFD-9, which Agricultural
and Forestal District was created by an ordinance adopted on the 27" day of September, 1982;
renewed by an ordinance adopted on the 11" day of October, 2005; and

WHEREAS, The existing AFD-9 members were notified by U.S. Mail concerning the
renewal of the current term and asked to file an application to continue the district; and

WHEREAS, The applications were referred to the Agricultural and Forestal District
Advisory Committee and said Committee has reviewed the applications and reported its
findings and recommendations on September 5, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission did publish notice of the pendency of the
applications on June 13, 2013; June 20, 2013; September 26, 2013; October 3, 2013; and
October 10, 2013, in The Roanoke Times, The Burgs section, a newspaper of general
circulation within Montgomery County, Virginia; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission held a public meeting on October 9, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission forwarded the applications with its findings and
recommendation for approval to the Board of Supervisors on October 11, 2013; and
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WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors after proper notice, held its public hearing on
October 28, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia, as follows:

1. That the conservation, protection and encouragement of the development and
improvement of its agricultural and forestal land for the production of food and other
agricultural and forestal products is vital to the public interest, and that the
conservation and protection of these lands as a valued natural and ecological
resource as well as economic and environment resource of major importance is also
in the public interest.

2. That this Agricultural and Forestal District, AFD-9, has been reviewed and is hereby
continued and renewed for a term of eight years terminating on December 31, 2021,
in accordance with the provisions of Title 15.2, Chapter 36, Sections 15.2-4300
through 15.2-4314 Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

3. That said District as renewed shall consist of approximately 4688.117 acres in the
Elliston/Pedlar Hills Agricultural and Forestal District of Montgomery County, and
shall include the following parcels:

PARCEL_ID OWNER1 'ACRES  OUTLIER
030634 Justin S Askins 140.5000 No
002212 Lowell EImer Bower Et Al 325.4790 No
008617 Sally H Brammer 60.1200 No
008618 Sally H Brammer 74.1000 No
020608 Sally H Brammer 132.0000 No
011871 John G & Donna A Conner 57.1380 Yes
030098 John G & Donna A Conner 18.4130 Yes
013680 Fotheringay LLC 188.1000 No
013681 Fotheringay LLC 37.8240 No
013682 Fotheringay LLC 15.3000 No
013683 Fotheringay LLC 60.7000 No
013684 Fotheringay LLC 304.4000 No
007386 Graham Farm & Rentals LLC 380.0000 No
007387 Graham Farm & Rentals LLC 145.0000 No
007382 Joyce L Graham 0.2000 No
007385 Joyce L Graham 7.0000 No
013169 Randolph Howard Leech & Irene Ellis 73.2090 No
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008419 Madison E Marye Rev Trust 291.7000 No
011962 Madison E Marye Rev Trust The 263.1750 No
120046 Madison E Marye Rev Trust The 1.0000 No
032862 James Madison Marye & Charlotte M Hawes 909.5060 No
080620 MB Development LLC 67.7600 No
018586 Julia S Milton 60.9350 No
018588 Julia S Milton 711.4900 No
018590 Julia S Milton 95.0000 No
018592 Julia S Milton 7.6790 No
018596 Julia S Milton 202.5890 No
018600 Julia S Milton 46.7900 No
011021 Holly R Sutphin 6.0100 No
130923 Andrea Weddle 2.0000 No
013256 Sally H Brammer 3.0000 No

. That the “outlier parcels”, denoted in the listing shown above are specifically
included in AFD 9 (Elliston/Pedlar Hills), per section § 15.2-4305 of the Code of
Virginia, for their agricultural and forestall significance to Montgomery County.

. That these parcels may qualify for land use value assessment provided the parcels
meet the criteria of Section 58.1-3230 and 58.1-3233 of the Code.

. That the owners of land within said District shall not terminate the District except in
accordance with Section 15.2-4314 of the Code.

. That lawful termination of any owner’s association of the District shall not serve to
terminate the existence of the District but the District shall continue in effect until
the review required by Section 15.2-4311 of the Code.

. That all County ordinances and regulations shall be applicable within said District;
provided, such ordinance and regulations are consistent with the Agricultural and
Forestal Districts Act. Further the Planning Commission is hereby advised that it is
the intent of the Board of Supervisors that land use planning decisions or ordinances
enacted to implement same shall take into account the special status of both land
adjacent to said District and land lying within said District.

. That an exception for secondary roads either within or along the boundary of said
District is hereby created and consequently, there is hereby excepted from said
District a strip of land extending twenty-five (25) feet on both sides of the center line
of all existing secondary roads within or along the boundary of said District from
this ordinance.
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10. That the landowners of said District who do not already have either a conservation
plan for agricultural and or a forestry management plan for forest lands shall apply to
the appropriate agency for the preparation of such a plan and submit said plan to the
Planning Department by December 31, 2014.

This ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins

James D. Politis

ORD-FY-14-17
AN ORDINANCE RENEWING PARCELS COMPRISING
AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTAL DISTRICT (AFD-10) MOUNT TABOR
CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 915.2845 ACRES
AND COMBINING AFD-10 WITH AFD-2 (CATAWBA)
IN THE MOUNT TABOR MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT (DISTRICT A)
WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by William H. Brown and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Johnny Lee & Flora Cox, Virginia E Cox Life Estate C/O Mildred C
Lafon, Dessy Living Trust C/O Raymond E & Annabelle Dessy, David L Emanuel & Deborah
E. Hammond, Dan E Eversole, Joshua B Fugate Le Etal C/O Sharon Linkous Etal, James L &
Phyllis M Hutton, Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones, Aaron L & Jeannie Lafon, Mildred Cox
Lafon, Margaret Mcgraw Slayton Liv Tr, J Phillip Pickett Rev Trust, John C Schug, D Phillip
& Torsten D. Sponenberg, Thomas W & Bonnie B Triplett, Carl E Zipper have filed
applications for the renewal of AFD-10, which Agricultural and Forestal District was created by
an ordinance adopted on the 12" day of October, 1982; renewed by an ordinance adopted on the
11" day of October, 2005; and

WHEREAS, The existing AFD-10 members were notified by U.S. Mail concerning the
renewal of the current term and asked to file an application to continue the district; and

WHEREAS, The applications were referred to the Agricultural and Forestal District
Advisory Committee and said Committee has reviewed the application and reported its findings
and recommendations on September 5, 2013; and
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WHEREAS, The Planning Commission did publish notice of the pendency of the
applications on June 13, 2013; June 20, 2013; September 26, 2013; October 3, 2013; and
October 10, 2013, in The Roanoke Times, The Burgs section, a newspaper of general
circulation within Montgomery County, Virginia; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission held a public meeting on October 9, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission forwarded the applications with its findings and
recommendation for approval to the Board of Supervisors on October 11, 2013; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors after proper notice, held its public hearing on
October 28, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia, as follows:

1. That the conservation, protection and encouragement of the development and
improvement of its agricultural and forestal land for the production of food and other
agricultural and forestal products is vital to the public interest, and that the
conservation and protection of these lands as a valued natural and ecological
resource as well as economic and environment resource of major importance is also
in the public interest.

2. That this Agricultural and Forestal District, AFD-10, has been reviewed and
terminated. The parcels within AFD-10 are hereby transferred to Agricultural and
Forestal District, AFD-2 (Catawba) and renewed for a term of six years terminating
on December 31, 2019, to conform to the current renewal period of AFD-2 and in
accordance with the provisions of Title 15.2, Chapter 36, Sections 15.2-4300 through
15.2-4314 Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

3. That said parcels renewed shall consist of approximately 915.2845 acres currently in

the Mount Tabor Agricultural and Forestal District of Montgomery County, and
shall include the following:

PARCEL_ID OWNER ACRES

004082 Johnny Lee & Flora Cox 57.2890
010527 Virginia E Cox Life Estate C/O Mildred C Lafon 9.4740
004928 Dessy Living Trust C/O Raymond E & Annabelle 34.3000
Dessy
110873 David L Emanuel & Deborah E. Hammond 15.0000
033276 Eversole Dan E 40.6330
006739 Joshua B Fugate Le Etal C/O Sharon Linkous Etal 184.2940
009443 James L & Phyllis M Hutton 15.0830
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026945 James L & Phyllis M Hutton 37.0170
024588 Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones 37.1930
024591 Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones 9.2450
025407 Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones 21.2000
025714 Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones 4.5160
025795 Robert M & Donna Thomas Jones 0.7280
010526 Aaron L & Jeannie Lafon 3.7280
004081 Mildred Cox Lafon 1.0000
150069 Mildred Cox Lafon 50.0000
150070 Mildred Cox Lafon 21.3150
024590 Margaret Mcgraw Slayton Liv Tr 89.1260
028993 J Phillip Pickett Rev Trust 20.2120
016722 John C Schug 62.7800
019473 D Phillip & Torsten D. Sponenberg 12.8000
019476 D Phillip & Torsten D. Sponenberg 84.3000
019477 D Phillip & Torsten D. Sponenberg 23.1530
024589 Thomas W & Bonnie B Triplett 32.4890
025406 Thomas W & Bonnie B Triplett 10.5210
026225 Thomas W & Bonnie B Triplett 1.7520
027723 Thomas W & Bonnie B Triplett 4.6210
110874 Carl E Zipper 10.0000
033708 Carl E Zipper 21.5164

Total Acreage | 915.2854

4. That these parcels may qualify for land use value assessment provided the parcels
meet the criteria of Section 58.1-3230 and 58.1-3233 of the Code.

5. That the owners of land within said District shall not terminate the District except in
accordance with Section 15.2-4314 of the Code.

6. That lawful termination of any owner’s association of the District shall not serve to
terminate the existence of the District but the District shall continue in effect until
the review required by Section 15.2-4311 of the Code.
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7. That all County ordinances and regulations shall be applicable within said District;
provided, such ordinance and regulations are consistent with the Agricultural and
Forestal Districts Act. Further the Planning Commission is hereby advised that it is
the intent of the Board of Supervisors that land use planning decisions or ordinances
enacted to implement same shall take into account the special status of both land
adjacent to said District and land lying within said District.

8. That an exception for secondary roads either within or along the boundary of said
District is hereby created and consequently, there is hereby excepted from said
District a strip of land extending twenty-five (25) feet on both sides of the center line
of all existing secondary roads within or along the boundary of said District from
this ordinance.

9. That the landowners of said District who do not already have either a conservation
plan for agricultural and or a forestry management plan for forest lands shall apply to
the appropriate agency for the preparation of such a plan and submit said plan to the
Planning Department by December 31, 2014.

This ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown Matthew R. Gabriele
Christopher A. Tuck Annette S. Perkins

James D. Politis

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

The County Administrator reported on the following:

School Board Request for One-Time Funds for Security Equipment

The School Board is requesting a one-time appropriation of $388,000 for school security
equipment.  Staff is reviewing the request and had discussions with the School Finance
Department about funding this request with existing funds in the School’s capital account to
cover the cost. A resolution for consideration will be provided on the Board’s November 25,
2013 agenda.

A copy of the letter of request is as follows:

“November 6, 2013

F. Craig Meadows, County Administrator
County of Montgomery

755 Roanoke Street, Suite 2E
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Christiansburg, VA 24073-3179
RE: Request for One Time Funds
Dear Mr. Meadows:

The purpose of this letter is to request $388,000 in one time funding for security equipment, as
approved by the Montgomery County Public Schools School Board on November 5, 2013.
Improvement in security equipment at all MCPS schools is a priority in order to address changes
in school security protocols and prevention measures that have emerged over the last year. This
request is forwarded for consideration by the Board of Supervisors. At the time of initial budget
discussion in the spring of 2013, the total cost of necessary security enhancements was not
known. Prior to establishing the amount for this request, the school system pursued possible
grant funding and worked with local law enforcement to establish basic security equipment
standards.

MCPS applied for $100,000 from the state grant program (the maximum allowable award) and
was awarded $60,000. The grant funds are being used at Christiansburg Elementary School,
Christiansburg Primary Schools, Christiansburg High School, and Harding Avenue Elementary
School. Security equipment was purchased for Falling Branch Elementary School through the
required district matching funds clause in the grant. MCPS will continue to apply for state grants
to support improved security on every campus, such as additional door hardware improvements,
exterior lighting, and strategic placement of additional keyless systems.

Rather than install basic security equipment upgrades piecemeal over several years, it is prudent
to immediately provide a basic system of upgrades at every school. The recommended core
security system improvements at every school include keyless entry system for primary
entrances/exits; audio/video door entry system; and monitoring improvements for other building
areas as needed. The estimated cost to complete the installation of core system at all remaining
schools is $388,000, with an average cost of $26,000 per school.

| appreciate the Board of Supervisors’ consideration of this request. Basic safety equipment
improvements at every school are necessary. If you have further questions concerning this
request, | can be reached at 382-5100, ext. 1002.

Sincerely,

Brenda Blackburn
Superintendent”

Security Upgrade Status and Work Plan

Montgomery County Public Schools, in conjunction with the local first responders, have
established a core standard for building security systems. This core standard is composed of:

1. Audio/Visual intercom buzz-in system with electronic locks for main entrances.
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2. Main entrance public view security video monitor.
3. Keyless /badge entry with centrally controlled electronic locks for high traffic
doors and access to the main building from mobile units.

MCPS has acquired a state grant of $60,565.00 to begin this work at FBE; CHS; CES; CPS; and
HAE. The grant was matched with $25,000 provided to the school system by the Montgomery
County Board of Supervisors. The current status of the project is:

1. FBE complete.

2. CPS waiting on video monitor to complete.
3. CES in process

4. HAE out to bid.

5. CHS in design process.

The current request to the Board of Supervisors is for funds to complete the remaining balance of
the schools to the adopted standard. The following is a summary for all schools:

None

Security enhancements for Independence Secondary and Rivendell are in the planning process.
The design decisions are related to decisions about the long term housing plans for the programs.
Independence Secondary is currently located in a leased building and Rivendell is at Wilson
House. Once funding is approved, the project plans is to complete the Audio/Video Door Entry
System and Security Camera & Monitor as a first installation wave at all buildings beginning
with the elementary schools. The second wave will be focused on completion of the Keyless
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Entry System, again starting with the elementary schools and moving to the secondary. It is
anticipated that all Audio/Video Door Entry Systems will be complete by the end of the school
year. Stage two of the work will take place during the summer of 2014.

BOARD MEMBERS’ REPORTS

Supervisor Biggs - VACo Annual Conference was held November 10-12, 2013. VACo
adopted their legislative priorities which includes the following:

- Stormwater Management- Requests the General Assembly to delay the stormwater
management program by one year.

- Unfunded Teacher Pension Liability — VACo voted unanimously to urge the General
Assembly to take positive action to maintain teacher pensions as a joint responsibility
between the state and its localities. The current statewide unfunded teacher pension
liability is $15.2 billion. And VACo urges the state to pay its portion of teacher pensions
directly to the Virginia Retirement System so that liability for teacher pensions is
proportionately shared between the state and localities.

Also, VACo announced the formation of the VACo/VML Virginia Investment Pool (VIP), a
short-term financial program for local governments and authorities. This is an opportunity to
jointly invest in relatively short-term, conservative fixed income investments as a way to
improve their earnings on operating and reserve funds.

Supervisor Tuck reported that Shelor Motor Mile is hosting the second annual “Growing the
Future” talent show. Area high schools held their own talent show and the winners will be
competing at the regional talent show on November 23, 2014 at the Blacksburg High School.
Winners will receive a monetary prize for themselves and their schools as follows:

First Place $20,000 to the School and $2,500 to the student

Second Place $10,000 to the School and $1,500 to the student

Third Place $5,000 to the School and $1,000 to the student

Fourth Place $2,500 to the School and $500 to the student.
ADJOURNMENT

The Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Monday, November 25, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. The
meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
James D. Politis F. Craig Meadows
Chair County Administrator
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AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE OPERATION OF GOLF CARTS AND
UTILITY VEHICLES ON WARM HEARTH DRIVE AND
LITTON LANE WITHIN THE WARM HEARTH VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Section 46.2-916.2 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended,
provides that golf carts and utility vehicles may not be operated on any public highway in
the unincorporated area of the County unless specifically authorized by ordinance by the
Board of Supervisors; and

WHEREAS, Warm Hearth has requested the County to consider authorizing
Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane, two state maintained highways within the Warm
Hearth Village, as designated for use by golf carts and utility vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the speed, volume and character of motor
vehicle traffic using Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within Warm Hearth Village
and determined that golf cart and utility vehicle operation on such designated highways is
compatible with state and local transportation plans and consistent with the
Commonwealth’s Statewide Pedestrian Policy provided for in Section 33.1-23.03:001 of
the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors have determined that the posted speed on
Warm Hearth Drive and on Litton Lane in the Warm Hearth Village is 25 miles per hour
and that the use of golf carts and utility vehicles on Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane
will not impede the safe and efficient flow of motor vehicle traffic; and

WHEREAS, Warm Hearth as the requesting entity to use golf carts, has agreed to
be responsible for the installation and the continued maintenance of any signs pertaining
to the operation of golf carts or utility vehicles on the designated highways in the Warm
Hearth Village.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby authorize the
designation of Warm Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within the Warm Hearth Village for
use by golf carts and utility vehicles subject to the statutory limitations contained in
Sections 46.2-916.2 and 46.2-916.3 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended; and

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED By the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia that as the requesting entity to use golf carts, Warm Hearth shall
be responsible for the installation and the continued maintenance of any signs pertaining
to the operation of golf carts or utility vehicles on the designated highways in the Warm
Hearth Village.
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Warm Hearth Village
Request for golf cart use on State maintained roads’

| have reviewed the request by Warm Hearth for the approval to allow use of goif carts on
“secondary roads within the village.

State law allows for this use with conditions if the governing body has considered the speed,
volume, and character of motor vehicles using the roads and if the use is consistent with State and iocal
transportation plans and if the use is consistent with the Statewide Pedestrian Policy.

From my review, this request is consistent with the bicycle/pedestrian plan that VDOT currently
has in place. The roads requested carry local traffic only and all traffic is associated with Warm Hearth
Village. The roads currently carry a 25 MPH posting. | would expect that most, if not ali, traffic using
these roads would expect to find pedestrians along the roadways. Therefore, | believe that
consideration of this request meets the initial requirements indicated in the Code.

State law allows the Board of Supervisors to designate roads for use by golf carts if 7
requirements are met. First, use may not be designated if the golf carts will impede the safe and
efficient flow of traffic. | do not think that allowing use of golf carts on the roads would appreciably
impact the use of the roads by motor vehicles, given the volume and speed. Second, golf carts may only
be allowed on roads with a speed limit of 25 MPH or less. This is the case with the requested roads. The
third through sixth requirements deal with the golf carts and their use. Golf carts can only cross the road
at signalized intersections, golf cart operators may only operate the golf carts on the road if they have a
valid driver’s license, golf carts must display a slow moving emblem, and golf carts can only be operated
in the daylight hours unless they are equipped with lights. The last requires the locality to be responsible
forinstalling and maintaining the appropriate signing. This can be passed on to the requesting party.

My recommendation would be to approve the use of golf carts on Route 766, Warm Hearth
Drive, from Nuthatch Way to the end and on Route 1217, Litton Lane, from Route 766 to the end subject
to the requirements listed above. In addition, the Board may want to consider Traffic Calming on Warm
Hearth Drive which would serve both golf carts as well as pedestrian/bicycle use in this residential
retirement area. Many options exist which are relatively inexpensive to implement. | am attaching a
copy of VDOT's Traffic Calming Guide and FAQs for review.

| will be glad to answer any questions should they arise.

Dan Brugh
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PREFACE
Richmond, Virginia 23219
(804) 786-2966

Since the late 1980s, the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) has concerned
itself with neighborhood traffic problems on streets and roadways in the state’s operated
and maintained highway systems.

1. The Restricting Through Trucks on Secondary Highways Policy, which was
adopted in September 1988, states in part that “the Commonwealth Transportation
Board (CTB), in response fo a formal request by a local governing body, may
prohibit or restrict the use by through trucks of any part of a secondary highway”.
Approval authority is by the Commissioner on Secondary routes and the CTB on
Primary routes,

2. The Control of Residential Cut-Through Traffic Policy, adopted in March 1989
and most recently revised in 1996, says in part that “VDOT will recognize the
problems associated with residential cut-through traffic and implement appropriate
measures wherever possible.” Approval authority is by the District Administrator on

both Primary and Secondary routes,

3. Pursuant to a 1997 General Assembly amendment to the Code of Virginia regarding
the installation and maintenance of “signs alerting motorists that children may be at
play nearby", VDOT implemented procedures effective July 1, 1997, that allows
counties to request “Watch for Children” signs. Approval authority is by the District
Administrator on Secondary routes and the State Traffic Engineer on Primary routes.

4. Pursuant to a 1999 General Assembly amendment to the Code of Virginia regarding
the “maximum speed limits in certain residence districts, penaity”, VDOT
implemented procedures on June 17, 1999, that allows local governing bodies to
request signs on local residential streets, collector streets, and minor arterials with a
posted speed limit of 35 mph or less advising motorists of a maximum punishment of
$200 for exceeding the speed limit. Approval authority is by the District
Administrator on both Primary and Secondary routes.

The Traffic Calming Guide for Local Residential Streets, which was adopted in June
2001, provides communities with a traffic management tool dealing specifically with
speeding, with the goal being to slow speeders in residential neighborhoods on sireets
classified as local. Approval authority is by the District Administrator on both Primary

and Secondary routes.

These five traffic management tools have been combined under the Depariment’s
Residential Traffic Management Program. Neighborhoods, through their local
governing bodies, are encouraged to choose one or more of these tools to resolve
traffic problems on their local streets and highways. For more information contact the






local office of VDOT or the Depariment’s Traffic Engineering Division at the address
below.

Traffic Engineering Division
Virginia Department of Transportation
1401 East Broad Street
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TRAFFIC CALMING GUIDE FOR LOCAL RESIDENTIAL STREETS

I INTRODUCTION

In mid 2001, VDOT implemented the Traffic Calming Guide for Local Residential Streets
that provides communities with a fraffic management tool dealing specifically with
speeding. The guide is based on the premise that the county and VDOT are partners in
addressing a speeding problem. For purposes of this guide, the goal of traffic calming
is to slow speeders in residential neighborhoods on streets classified as local. The
focus is on subdivision streets. Certain collector streets that have many of the
characteristics of local residential streets may also qualify for traffic calming measures.

it is important to note that traffic calming efforts generally slow traffic without restricting
access. Traffic calming measures are appropriate for slowing traffic when cut-through
traffic is not the problem; that is, neighborhoods typically do not qualify for the cut-
through traffic program when the majority of the traffic and speeding problems are
generated from within the neighborhood.

The county will initiaie and take the lead role in coordinating the traffic calming process
and VDOT staff will provide technical support. The county and VDOT will determine
who is responsible for a pariicular task where the responsible agency is not specified.
For traffic calming, VDOT is represented by the local resident engineer, except in
Fairfax, Prince William, and Loudoun Gounties where it is the district traffic engineer.

Although this guide is intended for existing streets only, there is concern about
preventing traffic problems from developing on new subdivision streets. In its process
for reviewing subdivision development plans, participating counties should identify and
address potential traffic calming as well as other traffic management concerns that may
result from a new development. The review process should ensure that the developer
of a new subdivision place emphasis on and address the need to design street
geometric concepts that make streets less desirable for speeding and cut-through
traffic. In the subdivision design review process, VDOT should also exert its
discretionary authority in applying geometric standards to discourage speeding and cut-
through traffic. The county should consider planning, enforcement, and transportation
together in a comprehensive approach to managing residential traffic.

Ideally, potential traffic calming concerns in new developments should be addressed
with roadway design geometry changes, especially roadway width (narrowing) and road
curvature. In lieu of or in addition to these geometric changes, traffic calming measures
that generally serve to narrow the travel way include pavement markings delineating
parking, shoulder, or bike lanes, or mini-roundabouts, chokers, crosswalk refuges, and
short medians. The county or subdivision developers should consuit with VDOT prior to
submitting a plan specifying traffic calming measures on newly developed sireets






il. THE RESIDENTIAL TRAFFIC CALMING PROCESS

Initial Community Meeting

Board of Supervisors Resolution
with Support Data to VDOT

Traffic Calming Plan Development
Citizens, Gounty, Police,
Fire, Rescue, VDOT

County and VDOT Approval
Of Recommended Plan

Implementation

Evaluation

Figure 1. The Residential Traffic Calming Process

A, Initial Community Meeting

The County and VDOT may employ a number of methods to publicize the traffic-
calming program, and more generally, residential traffic management tools.
VDOT, in cooperation with County staff, is avaitable for an initial community






meeting.  All-inclusive participation (community leaders and residents, local
pofiticians, law enforcement, fire, and emergency personnel, and county and
VDOT staff) is essential for proper problem solving. Presentations made at the
meeting should enhance the community's understanding about the traffic calming
process, including the amount of community involvement required and the
advantages and disadvantages of traffic calming. The meeting is an opportunity
for the County and VDOT to learn more about the concerns of the community as
well as to help the community assess its traffic concerns. County staff arranges
the meeting and determines its size and scope. At this initial meeting, all
participants can work together to develop a plan for continuous involvement by
and communication with the community during the traffic calming process.

B. Board Resolution with Support Data Requirements

The Board of Supervisors initiates the traffic calming process by forwarding to
VDOT a resolution that requests the initiation of a traffic calming project along
with the following information:

Street functional classification
Average daily traffic volumes
Average speed
Description of petition area
Description of impacted areas
* Petition with signatures
The support data provided by the county should verify that the foliowing
requirements are met:

1. Eligible Streets: Local residential streets are eligible for traffic
caiming provided the posted speed limit does not exceed 25 mph. A local
residential street provides direct access to abutting residences and serves
only to provide mobility within the neighborhood. Traffic on these streets
is expected to be entering or exiting from the residences.

Certain residential collector streets, although classified as collector roads,
have the characteristics of local residential streets. Collector streets may
be considered for traffic calming measures if they meet the following
conditions:

25 mph posted speed limit

¢ Two-lane roadway

* Minimum of 12 dwellings fronting the street per 1,000 feet of
roadway, including both sides

Eligible streets are functionally classified as a local or collector street by
VDOT.






2. Documented speeding problem: The average speed is at least 5
mph over the speed limit. Accordingly, the average speed should be at
least 30 mph to qualify.

3. Petition for traffic calming: Once the proposed sireet meets the
above technical criteria, a petition requesting traffic calming and signed by
at least 75 percent of the total occupied households within the petition
area must be obtained. The petition area includes residences on the
proposed street section, and residences on all streets that have major
access onto the proposed study street section. The county, in cooperation
with VDOT, will define the petition area and provide a petition form. The
impacted area typically includes the surrounding collector or arteriai roads
but should be defined by the county in cooperation with VDOT. The
county will verify that the petition is valid.

The resolution and appropriate attachments should be sent to VDOT.
C. Plan Development

The traffic calming plan should be developed by a group that includes
representatives from the petition area, impacted area, homeowner associations,
the board of supervisors, local transportatlon/planmng staff, police, flre rescue,
VDOT, and others as appropriate.

Because the impact of traffic calming measures will extend beyond the petition
area, it is important to involve representatives from the larger, impacted area.

The Board of Supervisors and homeowner associations are responsible for
scheduling and facilitating meetings. VDOT staff will provide technical support
and advise the community of the potential advantages and disadvantages of
calming measures. Educating participants about residential traffic management
and traffic calming is key to a successful program.

The proposed plan shall be presented to residents at a public meeting, or
through some other method such as a petition, to inform and measure support for
the plan. This will allow the Board of Supervisors to assess whether community
support exists for the proposed measures.

D. Approval and Implementation

The final plan and method of implementation must be jointly approved by the
Board of Supervisors and VDOT. The final plan must identify the source of
funding for implementation.

E. Evaluation






A follow-up evaluation should be performed to ensure that the traffic calming
measures are effective. The Board of Supervisors in cooperation with VDOT will
determine the method to disseminate the findings and recommendations to those
involved in the plan development and obtain feedback as appropriate.

If the county decides to remove the traffic calming measures, then funding for
removal should be from the same funding sources as implementation. If an
unforeseen safety problem develops, VDOT may decide to remove the traffic
calming measures.

. TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES

Community awareness and education is an important first step. The residents should
be made aware of the speeding concerns and should be reminded of the importance of
driving safely in their neighborhood. VDOT staff is available to speak to homeowner
associations about traffic calming measures and to help raise community awareness
about advantages, disadvantages, costs, and funding options.

Enforcement is traditionally the primary means of addressing speeding problems.
Local police officers monitor and enforce the posted speed limit. Enforcement efforts
should be undertaken as much as possible prior to implementation of traffic calming
measures.

Non-physical measures are low-cost measures that do not physically restrict driver
maneuvers, such as pavement markings to narrow travel lanes (See Figure 2).

Physical measures are designed to reduce speed by creating a vertical or horizontal
shift in the roadway or travel lanes (See Figure 2 and Section V).

Alternative actions should be considered when traffic volumes on the study street
exceed 4,000 vehicles per day. A network analysis is suggested to thoroughly examine
the road network in the area and identify potential improvements on major routes that
may provide relief to the “study” street.

LI Ly






IV.  TRAFFIC VOLUMES AND TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES

Traffic volumes on the residential street will determine the appropriate traffic calming
measures as follows:

* Fewer than 600 vehicles per day
— education
— enforcement
— non-physical measures
* 600- 4,000 vehicles per day
— education
- enforcement
— non-physical measures
— physical measures
¢ More than 4,000 vehicles per day
— education
— enforcement
- alternative actions only
- no traffic calming measures
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V. PHYSICAL MEASURES FOR TRAFFIC CALMING

The following measures have been effective in slowing traffic in neighborhoods. To
ensure minimum delay in emergency response time, the installation of speed humps
and raised crosswalks is discouraged on major emergency routes. Costs are provided
only as rough estimates; actual construction costs will depend on the number of
measures constructed, related signing and pavement markings, and the extent of
aesthetic provisions. The estimated costs are derived from Institute of Transportation
Engineering’s Traffic Calming State of the Practice and revised based on VDOT's
experience with some of the measures. Physical measures are shown in Figure 2.
More details are provided in the “Implementation Guide for Traffic Calming Measures™ in
the Appendix.

A. Speed Hump

Description: a raised hump in the roadway with a parabolic top, extending across
the road at right angles to the traffic.

Placement: spacing should be about 500 feet, clearly visible for 200 feet, and
placed at least 200 feet from intersections; should include warning signs.

Advantages: reduces speeds.
Disadvantages: increases emergency response times and slows emergency

vehicles and buses, potential drainage problems, increases noise, increases
maintenance costs.

Estimated cost: $2,000-$3,000 per speed hump.

B. Choker

Description: a physical constriction built at the curb side of the roadway to
reduce the width of the travel lane.

Placement: normal turning radii should be accommodated; should include
advance warning signs and delineation.

Advantages: reduces speeds, provides parking protection, shortens pedestrian
crossing distance.

Disadvantages: potential drainage problems, maintenance costs.

Estimated cost: $7,000-$10,000 per pair.






C. Raised Crosswalk

Description: a raised hump in the roadway with a 10-foot flat top, extending
across the road at right angles to the direction of traffic flow.

Placement: where significant number of pedestrians cross the roadway; should
include advance warning signs.

Advantages: reduces speeds, provides improved visibility and safety for
pedestrians.

Disadvantages: increases emergency response times and slows emergency
vehicles and buses, potential drainage problems, increases noise, increases
maintenance costs.

Estimated cost: $2,500-$8,000 per raised crosswalk. The higher estimate
includes the construction of two curb ramps.

D. Mini-roundabout

Description: elevated area in the middle of the intersection that provides circular,
counterclockwise traific flow.

Placement: street grades approaching the intersection should not exceed 10
percent and entrances should be a minimum of 100 feet away on all approaches.

Advantages: reduces speeds, reduces left-turn accidents, can be visually
attractive.

Disadvantages: placement of center island may reduce parking spaces and
require additional right of way.

Estimated cost: $3,500-$15,000 each.
E. Crosswalk Refuge

Description; a raised median in the middle of the roadway with a cut provided for
the crosswalk.

Placement: where a significant number of pedestrians cross the roadway.
Advantages: reduces speeds, provides refuge for pedestrians crossing roadway.
Disadvantages: increases maintenance costs.

Estimated cost: $5,000-$15,000 per crosswalk refuge.
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F. Raised Median Island

Description: a raised median in the middie of the roadway.

Placement: should accommodate normal turning radii near intersections where
applicable; placed in the middle of the roadway with proper warning signing and
delineation.

Advantages: reduces speeds, shortens pedestrian crossing time and distance.

Disadvantages: drainage problems, maintenance costs, expensive.

Estimated cost: $5,000-$15,000 per island.

G. Chicane

Description: alternating constrictions built curbside to create a bend in a formerly
straight streei, forcing vehicles to negotiate the narrowed street in a snake-like
fashion.

Placement: should accommodate normal turning radii; sets are to be placed
400-600 feet apart; should include advance warning signing and delineation;
used only on roadways divided with a median.

Advantages: reduces speeds, shortens pedestrian crossing time and distance.

Disadvantages: limited to divided roadways, potential drainage problems,
mainienance costs.

Estimated cost: $5,000-$15,000 per set.

OPTIONS FOR COUNTIES
A. County-Specific Modifications

The Traffic Calming Guide for Local Residential Streets is applicable to all
counties. However, if a particular county believes that minor modifications are
necessary to serve the needs of its citizens, modifications may be requested.
The request should be addressed to VDOT.

VDOT has received requests to use All Way Stop Control (AWSC) as a traffic
calming measure. AWSC is acceptable as a measure under the “County-
Specific Modifications” provision if the criteria defined in the “All Way Stop
Control Criteria for Traffic Calming” in Chapter V of the Appendix are satisfied.
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B. Point System for Prioritizing Projects (Optional)

The point system in Table 1 is provided as an option for counties to use in
prioritizing projects eligible for physical measures. The point system is based on
speeds, volumes, and accident history. VDOT will work with the locality to help
develop a county-specific method of prioritization.

Table 1. Optional Point System for Prioritizing Projects

Speed Related Accidents | Traffic Volume Speeds

Accidents / Average Average

Year Points Daily Traffic | Points Speed Points

1 1.0 [600-1,000 | 0.5 30-34 10 7
2 2.0 1,001-3,000 | 1.0 35-39 2.0

3+ 3.0 3,001+ 1.5 40+ 3.0

VIl. FUNDING

Traffic calming measures may be funded using one of the following:
« 100 percent exclusively county-generated or other funds (no VDOT funding).

¢ Revenue sharing funds with 50 percent exclusively county-generated or other
funds and 50 percent VDOT funds.

» Secondary road construction funds; a maximum of 2 percent of the county's
secondary road construction funds can be used with a three-year limit on its
accumulation. '

Maintenance will be funded through the county's VDOT secondary road maintenance
funds. Implementation and maintenance of optional landscaping will be provided by the
community

11
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Traffic Calming Internet Web Sites

1. The Institute of Transportation Engineers has a comprehensive internet web site at:
hitp//www.ite.org/traffic/index.htm.

The site (which contains the downloadable Reference # 4 above) includes an
overview of traific calming and calming measures, a searchable library of
references including a topical index {many of which are downloadable), a listing
of other ftraffic calming web sites, and downioadable seminar materials
(PowerPoint presentation).

2. The City of Portland has an excellent internet web site describing its traffic calming
program at:
http.//www.trans.ci.portland.or.us/Traffic Management/trafficcaliming/

13






APPENDIX

IMPLEMENTATION GUIDE FOR TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES

PAGE

Chapter | INtrodUuCHioN ... e 15
Chapter I Do’s of Traffic CalmMing ........ccovviiiiiiiriii e e 16
Chapter Il Design and Installation ..........ccoooviiiiiiiin e 17

A. Key Points with Design

B. Design Aspects of Residential Traffic Calming Measures

C. Do's of the Design Process

D. Checklist for the Instaliation of Residential Traffic Calming Measures
Chapter IV Residential Traffic Calming Measures .......cc.ccooviviiiciiiiiceininenn, 21
Chapter V All Way Stop Control Criteria for Traffic Calming .......c..cooooeivnviiiinnn.ne 30

14






CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

The purpose of residential traffic management is to address fraffic problems in
residential neighborhoods. Traffic calming is intended to reduce speeds without
restricting access. This “Implementation Guide for Traffic Calming Measures” will:

* Explain the difference between traffic control devices and traffic calming
measures

» Give lessons learned in the planning process
List things to consider before and during measure installation

* Show typical design standards and specifications

Traffic control devices are frequently confused with traffic calming measures. Traffic
control devices are signs, signals, and markings that are designed to regulate, warn,
guide, and inform. Traffic calming measures are usually physical measures in the
roadway used to slow traffic. Although a traffic control device and a traffic calming
measure could share the goal of slowing motorists, the purpose of a traffic control
device is to attempt to communicate, while the traffic calming measure is a part of the
design of the street or intersection. A traffic control device may, however, supplement a
traffic calming measure.

CHAPTER It
DO’S OF TRAFFIC CALMING

1. Quantify the problem. Identify the real problem(s). Speed, volume and noise are
frequent complaints, but often the real problem on a street is just one of these.

Undertake traffic counts, speed studies, and accident data analyses.

Remember that you are hearing mostly from people who are dissatisfied. There are
other aspects to the situation that you are not likely hearing about.

2. Involve the community. Do not develop or implement a plan without the
community’s involvement. Regardless of how technically sound a plan might be, it
will not work as well if the community is not involved.

3. Educate decision_makers. Avoid uninformed (often political or emotional)
decisions.

4. Look at the arterial network first. No one uses a short-cut unless there's a reason
to. The reason is often congestion on nearby arteriais.

5. Favor self-enforcing measures. “Self-enforcing” measures maintain a 24-hour
presence and are effective without police enforcement.
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6. Consult with all services. Police, fire, ambulance, transit, sanitation services, and
snow plow operators should be involved from the beginning.

7. Sign and delineate. Install appropriate warning signs, and delineate the traffic
calming measures.

8. Implement measures on an area wide basis. Avoid creating more problems or
retocating a problem. Always consider the impacts on adjacent local streets and
arterial roads. Identify groups of measures to be implemented in stages if funding
for the entire transportation management pfan cannot be secured at once.

9. Monitor and follow-up. Report back to the community as to the success of traffic
calming measures. This helps to justify additional expenditures and enhances the
credibility of the traffic management program.

Implement measures as demonstrations if decided by consensus.

10. Remember that everybody drives differently. Some motorists will drive around or
over some calming measures and some may not readily understand Mini-
roundabouts regardless of how well they are signed.

Some people resist change.

11.Expect problems. - Some problems (such as regional traffic issues) cannot be
addressed by a neighborhood wide plan.

Some problems cannot be resolved at a reasonable cost. For example, it may
simply be too expensive to acquire property to widen an intersection or a road.

Refer other problems to the appropriate agency, such as the planning department,
the police, etc.

16






CHAPTER I
DESIGN AND INSTALLATION

Key Points with Design

1. Some designers appear to focus solely on traffic calming measures rather
than using traditional traffic management and traffic calming measures in
combination.

2. Speed humps are an effective means of speed reduction but are often
opposed by bus operators and emergency services. In some situations, it
should be possible to achieve a sufficiently effective scheme without the need
for vertical deflections.

3. While speed humps slow traffic, they can attract criticism because of the
inconvenience, discomfort, and vehicle damage.

4. Narrowing travel lanes can be very effective, particularly when the two-way
traffic volume is high. Lanes need adequate signing and marking.

5. [f systematic monitoring takes place, it will be easier to decide which
measures are appropriate for different circumstances.

Design Aspects of Residential Traffic Calming Measures

1. Visibility. Measures should be clearly visible day and night. Reflectors,
buttons, highly reflective paint, or illumination should be used as appropriate
to ensure visibility. Additionally, traffic calming measures should not be
placed where drivers do not have adequate stopping sight distance for the
operating speed of the road.

2. Signing. Advance signs should warn motorists of upcoming traffic calming
measures and, to the extent possible, guide the motorists’ response to such
measures.

W

. Streetscape. Traffic calming measures should blend naturally with the
streetscape and enhance the appearance and feel of the street. They should
alert drivers that they are in or entering a residential place.

4. Design vehicles. Traffic calming measures should be designed to
accommodate emergency service and other large vehicles at an acceptable
speed.

5. Maintenance. Long-term maintenance needs should be anticipated in the
design process and minimized to the extent possible. Some jurisdictions
contract with the neighborhood to maintain plantings or simply eliminate
landscaping in the absence of a willingness on the part of residents fo
participate.
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6. Parking. On-street parking in residential areas creates a sense of activity;
some jurisdictions encourage on-street parking for this reason. However, in
some instances, on-street parking also creates sight line restrictions, which
may be unsafe for drivers who are speeding.

7. Speed control. Traffic calming measures should be located and designed to
limit speeds in residential areas.

Do’s of the Design Process

1. Consider installing temporary traffic calming measures and monitor them for a
period of time before installing the permanent measures.

2. Have an organized program including public involvement with plans and
policies approved and supported by the local government.

w

Involve the local service agencies, including fire, police, and emergency
medical service personne! from the beginning.

4. Consult with fire department and EMS personnel to develop the design,
particularly with speed humps and Mini-roundabouts. Set up Mini-
roundabouts with cones and have the fire trucks and other emergency
vehicles drive around them. This will help determine what radius is best for
the types of emergency vehicles found in different areas. The same process
can be used in the design of speed humps.

5. Review traffic patterns in the neighborhood as a whole. Avoid solving the
problem on one neighborhood street by shifting the traffic to another
neighborhood street.

6. Make certain that all signing and channelization are in accordance with the
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), the Supplement to the
MUTCD, and the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Sireets.

~J

. Gheck sight distances for vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists. Sight distance
is to meet the requirements of the AASHTO Policy on Geometric Design of
Highways and Streets.

®

Check sight distances by visiting the site before and after installation. Do
parked cars obstruct sight distances? Does landscaping (now or after it
grows) or other features obstruct sight distance?

©

Review the on-street parking. Will parked cars biock access of emergency
vehicles through or around the proposed neighborhood traffic calming
measures? Add additional no parking zones where needed.
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10. Review the site for utility conflicts. [s there a fire hydrant? Does it need to be
moved? Are there utilities in the way?

11.Check the storm water drainage. Will the storm drain system need to be
moved or revised? Can the runoff get through or around the measure?

12.When installing traffic calming measures on streets without curbs,
supplemental features (e.g., bollards, delineators) may be necessary to keep
vehicles within the traveled way.

13. Traffic calming measures may need to be adjusted on streets with grades of
greater than 10 percent.

14. Traffic calming measures should be instalied on curving, winding roads with
limited sight distance only if reduced speed limits and adequate warning signs
are used in conjunction with the measures.

15. Traffic calming measures should be away from driveways.
Checklist for the Installation of Residential Traffic Calming Measures

As a minimum, the following items should be reviewed by the design professional
for each residential traffic calming measure installation:

Geometrics
— Turning radius
— Horizontal and vertical alignment
- — Super elevation
—~ Major geometric features such as sidewalks, curbs, etc.
— Roadway width
— Sight distances

Safety
— Channelization
— lilumination
— Signing
— Clear zone (the total roadside border area starting at the edge of the travel
way available for safe use by errant vehicles)
— Crosswalk locations

Utilities
— Water and sewer
— Franchise utilities (such as gas, power, telephone, etc.)
- Storm drainage

Location of hydrants
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Design Vehicles
— Local emergency vehicle characteristics
~ Minimum design vehicle - bus, single-unit truck, or passenger car
— Public transit and school bus stops and routes
— Bicycles and wheelchairs

Other
— Landscaping
— Pedestrians and bicycles
— Access for the mobility impaired
— Parking
— Mail delivery routes
— Emergency access

20
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CHAPTER IV
RESIDENTIAL TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE

Figure A-1. NON-PHYSICAL MEASURE
PAVEMENT MARKING / LANE NARROWING

ﬁ l
A

11. Edge of
Travelway
TYPICAL
DETAIL
Edge Hatching
A Min.

NOTES: Varies

ONLY
BIKE

1) Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD, VDOT's Road and Bridge
Standards and Specification, and Road Design Manual, Sec AS.

2) Narrowing Design Options:
a) Hatching
b) Parking Lanes
¢) Bike Lanes

3) The amount of hatching as well as widths, lengths and spacing to be determined by the
Engineer. Centerline hatching optional.

4) Travel lanes not to be less than 9' in width.

5) Engineer to modify design to accommodate field conditions while conforming to
AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev. 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-2. SPEED HUMP

100" Advance Warning Markings {Optional)
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NOTES:

1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD & ITE practices.
2) Advance signing at each location is optional when part of an area wide scheme.
3) Cross-section shows approximate elevation for 3" (maximum) speed hump.

4) Design Options:
a) 22' section (See Raised Crosswalk for cross-section.)

5) Speed Humps shall not be placed over manholes, watergates, junction chambers, etc.

6) Speed Humps must be placed at locations approved by Engineer.

7} Engineer to modify design and location to accommeodate field conditions {ex. drainage)
while conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and Specification manuals, AASHTO
publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev, 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-3. CHOKER

pany g0
2' =
Min. E;
v €
e
k¥
\"' ¥ |__|l—— Mountable Standard
- 200 |7 _L—"7 4" Curb

Min.

4

||—— Yellow Reflective
Pavement Marker (Optional})

SIDEWALK \

N
N SIGNING

VW13 vw-13 @
7. . ROAD

NOTES:
1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD,

2) Advance signing at each location is optional when part of an area wide scheme,

3) Landscaping designs, if any, to be determined by the community and approved by the
Engineer, Sight distance shall not be impacted by landscaping. Fixed objects shall not be
placed in any portion of the measures that are within the clear zone.

4) The transition of the approach curb, and accompanying raised pavement markers, shall be
in conformance to the design speed.

5) Design Options:
a) Intersection or Mid-block
b) One-side or Two-side
¢) Combined with Raised Crosswalk

6) Engineer to modify design and location to accommodate field conditions (ex. drainage)
while conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and Specification manuals,
AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev. 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-4. RAISED CROSSWALK

)
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Ramp Up
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1or
| D B
60" | 220
1
CROSS SECTION AA

NOTES:

1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD.

2) Advance signing at each location is optional when part of an area wide scheme.,

3) Cross-section shows approximate elevation for 3" (maximum) raised crosswalk.
4) Design Options: can be combined with choker.

3) Raised Crosswalks should be located mid-block (edge of ramp at least 20° from
intersection) and shall not be placed over manholes, watergates, junction chambers, etc.

6) Raised Crosswatk material and placement to be approved by Engineer.
7) Engineer to modify design to accommodate field conditions (ex. drainage and curb cuts)

while conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and Spec;ﬁcauon manuals,
AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev. 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A5, MINI-ROUNDABOUT

RMowniahle

Optional Stamd ard 4" Curh
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NOTES:

13 Bigns and Matkings shell te in accordance with the MUTCD.
2) Advance signing o eachlocation is optional when part of an area wide scheme.

3) Landscaping designs, if any, to be determined by the community and approved by
the Engineer. Sight distance shall not be impacted by landscaping Fix ed objects shall
not be placedin ary pottion of the measwes that are within the clear zone.

4 Engineer tomodify designto accommodate fleld conditions (ex. drainage) and

available ROWwhile conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and
Specification marals, AASHTO publicetions and acceptable engineering practices,

Virginiz Depariment of Transportation Rev. 2008
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-6. CROSSWALK REFUGE

Crosswalk width 6¢' min. std. L
: Mountable Standard 4" Cuarb

i Yellow Reflective Pavement Marker (Optional)
NOTES:
1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD.

2) Advance signing at each location is optional when part of an area wide scheme.

3) Landscaping designs, if any, to be determined by the community and approved by the
Engineer. Sight distance shall not be impacted by landscaping. Fixed objects shail not be
placed in any portion of the measures that are within the clear zone.

43 Design Options:
a} Intersection or Mid-block.
b) Combined with Raised Crosswalk.

5) The transition of the approach curb, and accompanying raised pavement markers shall be
in conformance to the design speed.

6) Engineer to modify design and location to accommodate field conditions {(ex. drainage)
while conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and Specification manuals,
AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev. 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-7. RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND

4'
Min. . ——

\~ Mountable Standard 4" Curb

= Yellow Reflective Pavement Marker (Optional)

NOTES:

1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD.

2) Landscaping designs, if any, to be determined by the community and approved by the
Engineer. Sight distance shall not be impacted by landscaping. Fixed objects shall not be
placed in any portion of the measures that are within the clear zone.

3) The transition of the approach curb, and accompanying raised pavement markers, shall be
in conformance to the design speed.

4) Engineer to modify design and location to accommodate field conditions (ex. Island
length and drainage) while conforming to VDOT's Road and Bridge Standards and
Specification manuals, AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev, 2001
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TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURE
Figure A-8. CHICANE

8-LM

Mountable
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4
Min.

%—
11" 5

v :’n - 1
Min. . 4
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DRAINAGE CHANNEy(n: NEEDED)

ADVANCE SIGNING

Wi1-5L _
> Yellow Reflective Pavement Marker (Optional)

NOTES:
1) Signs and Markings shall be in accordance with the MUTCD.

2) Advance signing at each location is optional when part of an area wide scheme.

3) Landscaping designs, if any, to be determined by the community and approved by the
Engineer. Sight distance shali not be impacted by landscaping. Fixed objects shall not be
placed in any portion of the measures that are within the clear zone.

4} The transition of the approach curb, and accompanying raised pavement markers, shall be
in conformance to the design speed.

5) Engineer to modify design and location to accommaodate field conditions (ex.drainage)
while conforming to VDOT’s Road and Bridge Standards and Specification manuals,
AASHTO publications and acceptable engineering practices.

Virginia Department of Transportation Rev. 2001
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CHAPTER V
ALL WAY STOP CONTROL CRITERIA FOR TRAFFIC CALMING

General Criteria

1. As described in Section VI. A. of the Traffic Calming Guide for Local Residential
Streets, the County must request and VDOT must agree to the use of All Way
Stop Control (AWSC) as a traffic calming measure as a county-specific
modification.

2. The use of AWSC must result from the application of the residential traffic
calming process outlined in Section |l of the Traffic Calming Guide for Local
Residential Streets and be included as a part of the traffic calming plan that is
developed.

3. AWSC should be used in combination with other traffic calming measures in the
traffic calming plan.

Site Specific Criteria

4. The volume criteria for eligibility of AWSC at an intersection are a minimum of
1,000 vehicles per day entering the intersection and a 3:1 or less ratio of the
main street to minor street volume measured in vehicles per day. This ratio is
equivalent to a minimum of 25 percent of the total volume entering from the
minor street. These criteria serve to provide some sense of balanced flow
between the intersecting streets and to avoid intersecting streets with extremely
imbalanced volumes.

5. AWSC intersections should be at least 1,200 feet apart.

6. Geometrics such as sight distance and grade must be considered as a factor in
determining it AWSC is appropriate.

7. The proposed use of AWSC must be approved by the District Traffic Engineer
(DTE). The DTE or his designee should have been a part of the traffic calming
plan development. The DTE and the Resident Engineer should cooperate and
coordinate on this effort.
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Frequently Asked Questions

What is traffic calming?

Tratfic calming stows speeding traffic on residential streets without restricting access to them.

Is any road a candidate for traffic calming?
VDOT's traffic calming program is designed only for those residential streets that provide direct access to homes.

It applies only to existing streets. It does not apply to future roads or subdivision sireets under construction. It also does not apply
to high-speed, high-volume roads,

How does my community request traffic calming?

First, contact your local county supervisor. The board of supervisors initiates the process by forwarding a resolution for traffic
calming on a specific street to VDOT, along with the following support data:

®  The street's functional classification

*  Average daily traffic volume

®  Average speed

® A description of the study area

* A petition with signatures

Who decides on the traffic-calming plan?

Representatives from the study area, the homeowners association, the board of supervisors, local transportation staff, police, fire
* and rescue services and VDOT should develop the plan.

Once the plan is developed, it should be presented to citizens, typically at a public meeting. If there is community support for the
plan, the board of supervisors and VDOT must approve the final plan and determine how it will be funded.

What types of physical measures can be used?

Depending on the situation, speed humps, chokers, traffic circles, raised crosswalks, raised median islands, crosswalk refuges or
chicanes could be used.

Speed hump - A narrow, slightly raised area crossing travel lanes, Drawbacks: Slows emergency vehicles, drainage problems,
increased noise and maintenance cost. Cost: $2,000-$3,000

Choker - A physical curbside constriction that narrows a travel lane. Drawbacks: Drainage problems, increased maintenance
cost. Cost: $7,000-$10,000 per pair

Traffic circle - An elevated area in the middle of an intersection; provides counterclockwise traffic flow. Advantage: Reduces
left-turn accidents. Drawbacks: May reduce parking spaces and require additional right of way. Cosz: $3,500-$15,000






Raised Crosswalk - A raised hump with a 10-foot-wide flat top. Drawbacks: Slows emergency vehicles, potential drainage
problems, increased noise and maintenance cost. Cost: $2,500-$8,000

Raised Median Island - An elevated area in the middle of a roadway. Drawbacks: Drainage problems, increased maintenance
cost. Cost: $5,000-$15,000

Crosswalk Refuge - A raised median in the middle of a roadway, with a cut for the crosswalk. Advantage: Pedestrian safety.
Drawback: Increased maintenance cost. Cost: $5,000-$15,000

Chicane - Alternating curbside constrictions channel travel in a snake-like fashion. Drawbacks: For divided roadways only,
drainage problems, increased maintenance cost. Cost: $3,000-$15,000 per set

Who pays for these measures?

The county and VDOT share the responsibility for the funding.

Are there less expensive options than physical measures?

Increasing community awareness about the problem is an important first step. VDOT staff is available to speak to homeowners
associations about traffic-calming measures and to help raise awareness about advantages, disadvantages, approximate costs and
funding options.

In addition, local police can assist the community with stepped-up enforcement efforts before any traffic-calming measures are
implemented, '

Finaliy, less expensive non-physical measures often can be used, such as signs and pavement markings. For example, pavement
markings can delineate a parking or a bicycle lane, or simply stripe out an area of pavement, all of which effectively narrow the
travel lane. '
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AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ELECTION DISTRICT A, VOTING PRECINCTS A-2
AND A-3, ELECTION DISTRICT E, VOTING PRECINCTS E-1 AND E-3,
ELECTION DISTRICT F, VOTING PRECINCTS F-1 AND F-2,
ELECTION DISTRICT G, VOTING PRECINCT G-1 AND
CREATING ANEW F-3 VOTING PRECINCT WITH THE F-3 VOTING PRECINCT
POLLING PLACE LOCATED AT SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER, 290 COLLEGE
AVENUE, BLACKSBURG, VIRGINIA AND CHANGED THE E-3 VOTING PRECINCT
POLLING PLACE FROM THE VIRGINIA TECH MONTGOMERY EXECUTIVE
AIRPORT TO THE SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER 290 COLLEGE AVENUE
BLACKSBURG, VIRGINIA IN ORDER TO CREATE TWO ON-CAMPUS VOTING
PRECINCTS E-3 AND F-3 WITH AN ON CAMPUS POLLING LOCATION FOR BOTH
PRECINCTS AT SQUIRES STUDENT CENTER

BE IT RESOLVED By the Board of Supervisors of the County of Montgomery, Virginia,
that Election District A, Voting Precincts A-2 and A-3, Election District E, Voting Precincts E-1
and E-3, Election District F, Voting Precincts F-1 and F-2, Election District G, Voting Precinct
G-1 and the E-3 Voting Precinct Polling Location shall be amended and reordained and the F-3
Voting Precinct and the F-3 Voting Precinct Polling Location shall be created and ordained as
follows:

ELECTION DISTRICT A (2014 2011)

Beginning at the most northern corner of Montgomery County; thence in a southeasterly
direction along the eastern Montgomery County boundary line, said boundary line also being
Roanoke County boundary line to its intersection with Catawba Road (State Route 785); thence
in a southeasterly direction along said eastern Montgomery County boundary line to the ridge
line of Paris Mountain; thence in a southwesterly direction with the ridge line of Paris Mountain
to a point of departure; thence in a southeasterly direction; thence westerly; thence southeasterly;
thence southwesterly along said ridge line to its intersection with Taylor Hollow Road (State
Route 712); thence in a southwesterly direction along said road to its intersection with Lusters
Gate Road (State Route 723); thence in a southerly direction along said road to its intersection
with Ellett Road (State Route 723); thence in a southeasterly direction along said road to its
intersection with Jennelle Road (State Route Read 603); thence in a northwesterly direction
along said road to its intersection with Cedar Run Road (State Route 603); thence in a
northwesterly direction along said road to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg
Corporate line; thence southwesterly along said corporate line to its with intersection with
Jennelle Road (State Route 642); then southwesterly along said road to its intersection with
Yellow Sulphur Road (State Route 643); thence northwesterly along said road to its intersection
with said Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence northwesterly along said corporate line;
thence westerly; thence southwesterly along said corporate line to intersection Yellow Sulphur
Road; thence northwesterly along said road to its intersection with South Main Street (U.S.
Highway 460 Business); thence northeasterly along said street to a point of departure, said point
being a southeasterly extension of Virginia Tech-Montgomery Executive Airport Runway 30;
thence northwesterly along said runway extension line to a point of departure; thence in a
southwesterly along a line to its intersection with Research Center Drive; thence northwesterly
along said road until its intersection with Washington Street SW; thence northeasterly along said
street to a point of intersection with Kent Street; thence northwesterly along said street to a point
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to its intersection with Otey Street; thence |n a northwesterly direction along said street to its
intersection with West Roanoke Street; thence in a northeasterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Draper Road; thence in a northwesterly direction along said road to its
intersection with Jackson Street; thence in a northeasterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Bennett Street; thence in a northwesterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Harding Avenue; thence in a northeasterly direction along said avenue to its
intersection with Harding Road (State Route 785); thence in a easterly direction along said road,

thence northeasterly, thence southerly, thence northeasterly along said road to its intersection
with Happy Hollow Road (State Route 815), thence in a northeasterly direction along said road,;
thence northwesterly to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence in a
northeasterly direction along said corporate line; thence northwesterly to its intersection with
Coal Bank Hollow Road (State Route 649); thence northwesterly along said corporate line,
thence southwesterly thenee-ina-southeasterly-directionalong-said-road to its intersection with
Pandapas Pond Road (U.S. Highway 460); thence in a northwesterly, thence in a westerly
direction along said road to its intersection with the Montgomery County boundary line, said line
also being the Giles County boundary line; thence in a northeasterly direction along said
boundary line to the most northern corner of Montgomery County, the point of beginning.

ELECTION DISTRICT E (2014 2611)

Beginning at the intersection of the western boundary of the County of Montgomery and
the Peppers Ferry Road (State Route 114) bridge over the New River; thence in an easterly
direction with Peppers Ferry Road (State Route 114) to its intersection with the Town of
Christiansburg Corporate line; thence in a northerly direction along said corporate line to its

intersection with Norfolk Southern Railroad; thence-hr-a-easterly-direction-along-saidrailroad-te
Hs—intersection-with-theTown-of Christiansburg-Corporate-tine; thence in a northerly easterly

direction along said corporate line; thence in an easterly direction along said corporate line to its
intersection with South Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence in a northeasterly
direction along said road to the Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence ir—a—seutherly

direction along said corporate line; thence nertheasterly;-thence-northwesterly:—thence-northerly
along said corporate line to its intersection with Yellow Sulphur Rd; CedarRun-Read{(State
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Reoute-603); thence in a northwesterly direction along said road to its intersection with South
Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business) EHetRead; thence in a northeasterly westerly
direction along said street EHett-Read to a point of departure being the southeasterly extension
line of Virginia Tech-Montgomery Executive Airport Runway 30; thence northwesterly along
said runway extension line to a point of departure; thence southwesterly along a line to its
intersection with Research Center Drive; thence northwesterly along said street to its intersection
with Spring Road; thence in _a northerly direction along said road to its intersection with
Washington Street SW; thence northeasterly along said street to a point of departure; thence in a
northwesterly along a line between Virginia Tech O’Shaughnessy Hall and Johnson Hall to a
point of intersection with a sidewalk; said sidewalk running between Virginia Tech Owens Hall
and New Residence Hall East; thence in a northwesterly direction along said sidewalk to its
intersection with Drillfield Drive; thence in a counterclockwise direction along said drive to its
intersection with West Campus Drive; thence in a northwesterly direction along said drive to a
point of intersection with Prices Fork Road; thence in a westerly direction along said road:;
thence southwesterly; thence southeasterly to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass;
thence in a southeasterly direction along said highway to a point of departure, said point being
the intersection of U.S. Highway 460 Bypass and the Huckleberry Trail; thence in a southerly
direction along said trail to its intersection with an unnamed trail; thence in a southeasterly
direction along said unnamed trail to its intersection with another unnamed trail; thence in a
southwesterly direction along unnamed trail to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg
Corporate line; thence in a southwesterly direction along said corporate line to its intersection
with Merrimac Road (State Route 657); thence in a northwesterly direction along said corporate
line; thence westerly; thence northwesterly; thence easterly; thence northwesterly to its
intersection with Prices Fork Road (State Route 685); thence in a westerly direction along said
corporate line and Prices Fork Road to a point of departure with Prices Fork Road; thence in a
northwesterly direction along said corporate line; thence westerly to its intersection with Walnut
Spring Road (State Route 657); thence in a northerly direction along said corporate line to its
intersection with Toms Creek; thence in a easterly direction along said corporate line, thence
northerly; thence northwesterly, thence northeasterly; thence northwesterly to its intersection
with an unnamed trail; thence westerly direction along said unnamed trail; thence westerly;
thence northwesterly to its point of intersection with Forest Service Road 708; thence in a
northwesterly direction; thence northerly to its intersection with the northern Montgomery
County boundary line, said line also being the south boundary line for Giles County; thence in a
southwesterly direction along said boundary line to its intersection with a point being generally
the center of the New River and the Montgomery County western boundary line; thence in a
southwesterly along said boundary line; thence northeasterly, thence southerly, thence
southwesterly; thence southeasterly to its intersection with Peppers Ferry Road (State Route

114), i
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point of beg’;inning.

ELECTION DISTRICT F (2014 2041)

Beginning at the intersection of Pandapas Pond Road (U.S. Highway 460) and the
Montgomery County boundary line near the crest of Brush Mountain; thence in a southeasterly
direction along said road; thence easterly; thence northeasterly; thence southeasterly to a point of
intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence southwesterly direction along said highway
road to a point of intersection with Toms Creek Road; thence in a southerly direction along said
road to its intersection with Winston-Avenue—thence—n—a—northeasterlydirection—-along-said
avenue-to—its—intersectionwith Edge Way; thence northeasterly along said way to a point of
departure; thence in a south easterly direction; thence in a northeasterly direction to a point of
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intersection with Kabrich Street; thence in a southerly direction along said street to its
intersection with North Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence in a southeasterly
direction along said street to its intersection with College Avenue FurherStreet; thence in a

southwesterly d|rect|on along sald avenue street to a pomt of departure—leemg—the—nerthem

etrreetreneleng—salel—streetet&ﬁs intersection Wlth Otey Street thence ina southeasterly d|rect|on

along said street to its intersection with Wall Street; thence in a southwesterly direction along
said street to its intersection with Kent Street; thence in a southrerthwesterly direction along said
street to its intersection with Washington Street SW; thence southwesterly along said street to a
point of departure; thence in a northwesterly direction along a line between Virginia Tech
O’Shaughnessy Hall and Johnson Hall to a point of intersection with a sidewalk, said sidewalk
running between Virginia Tech Owens Hall and New Residence Hall East; thence in a
northwesterly direction along said sidewalk to its intersection with Drillfield Drive; thence in a
counterclockwise direction along said drive to its intersection with West Campus Drive; thence
in a northwesterly direction along said drive to a point of intersection with Prices Fork Road
(State Route 685); thence in a westerly direction; thence southwesterly; thence southeasterly
along said road to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence in a southeasterly
direction along said hlqhwav to a pomt of departure sald pomt belnq the mtersectlon of U.S.
H|qhway 460 Bypass 3 :

southeasterly direction along said highway to a pomt of departure said point being the
intersection of U.S. Highway 460 Bypass and the Huckleberry Trail; thence in a southerly
direction along said trail to its intersection with an unnamed trail; thence in a southeasterly
direction along said unnamed trail to its intersection with another unnamed trail; thence in a
southwesterly direction to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence in
a southwesterly direction along said corporate line to its intersection with Merrimac Road (State
Route 657); thence in a northwesterly direction along said corporate line; thence westerly; thence
northwesterly; thence in a easterly; thence northwesterly to its intersection with Prices Fork
Road (State Route 685); thence in a westerly direction along said corporate line and Prices Fork
Road to a point of departure with Prices Fork Road; thence in a northwesterly direction along
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said corporate line; thence westerly to a point of departure #s-intersection-with-Walhut-Spring
Road-{State-Route-657); thence in a northwesterly direction along said corporate line; thence

northerly to its intersection with Toms Creek; thence in a easterly direction along said corporate
line, thence northerly; thence northwesterly, thence northeasterly; thence northwesterly to its
intersection with an unnamed trail; thence westerly direction along said unnamed trail; thence
northwesterly to its point of intersection with Forest Service Road 708; thence northeasterly
along said forest service road to a point of departure; thence traversing in a westerly direction;
thence northerly along this traverse to its intersection with the northern Montgomery County
boundary line, said line also being the south boundary line for Giles County; thence in a
northeasterly direction along said boundary line to its intersection with Pandapas Pond Road
(U.S. Highway 460), the point of beginning.

ELECTION DISTRICT G (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of the U.S. Highway 460 Bypass and Town of Blacksburg
Corporate Lrne Geal—BanJeHeHew—Reael—(State—Reute—é@) thenee—m—a nertheasterly direction
A 3 ate-line; thence

in a southeasterly dlrectlon anng said corporate I|ne thence easterly, thence southeasterly;
thence southerly to its intersection with Bishop Road (State Route 648); thence in a southeasterly
direction along said corporate line; thence southwesterly; thence northwesterly; thence
southwesterly to its intersection with Happy Hollow Road (State Route 815); thence in a
southeasterly direction along said road; thence southwesterly; thence southerly to its point of
intersection with Harding Road (State Route 785); thence in a southwesterly direction along said
road; thence northerly; thence westerly; thence southwesterly; thence westerly to its point of
intersection with Harding Avenue; thence in a southwesterly direction along said avenue to its
intersection with Bennett Street; thence in a southeasterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Jackson Street NW; thence in a southwesterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Draper Rd NW; Nerth-Main-Street: thence in a southeasterly direction along
said road to its intersection with West Roanoke Street; thence in a southwesterly direction along
aid road to its intersection with Otey Street NW:; thence in a northwesterly direction along said
street to its intersection with College Avenue; thence in a northeasterly direction along said
avenue to its intersection with North Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence northerly
along said street to its point of intersection with Kabrich Street; thence in a westerly direction
along said street; thence northwesterly to its intersection with Winston Avenue; thence in a
southwesterly direction to a point of departure; thence in a northwesterly direction; thence
southwesterly to a point of intersection with Edge Way; thence in a southwesterly direction to its

mtersectlon Wlth Toms Creek Road; thenee—manerthwesterly—mreetre#aleng—sard—street—te—ns

northwesterly d|rect|on anng sald road to its intersection Wlth U.S. nghway 460 Bypass; thence
northeasterly along said highway to its intersection with Town of Blacksburg Corporate Line,

Coal Bank-HoHew-Read-(State-Reute-649); the point of beginning.
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VOTING PRECINCT A-2 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of Harding Avenue and the Town of Blacksburg corporate
line; thence in a southeasterly direction along said corporate line; thence southwesterly; thence
southerly to a point of intersection with Clay Street (State Route 694) departure;—thence-in—a
easterly-direction-to-its-intersection-with-an-unnamed-stream; thence-in-a-horthwesterhy-direction

along-satd-unnamed-stream-to-a-poeint-of-departure; thence in a southwesterly direction along said
corporate boundary line; thence southeasterly; thence southerly unnamed—stream to its

intersection with Graves Avenue; thence in a southwesterly direction along said avenue to its
intersection with South Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence in a southeasterly
direction along said street to its intersection with Airport Road; thence in a southwesterly
direction along said road; thence southerly to its intersection with SouthGate Drive; thence in a
westerly direction along said road to its intersection with Spring Road Street; thence in a
northerly direction along said road street to its intersection with Washington Street SW; thence in
a northeasterly direction along said street to its intersection with Kent Street; a—peint—of

depaﬁu#& thence |n a northwesterly —sa+d4+ne—travemﬂg—bea%en—9—8hwghﬂess:y—lehﬂsea—&ﬂd

a a
v v Ci
a A A N A A a
v \a v Y v aA v c 1o

N

Ken{é%met—thenee—m—a—seu&heasteﬂy—d%n—along sald street to its mtersectlon Wlth WaII

Street; thence in a northeasterly direction along said street to its intersection with Otey Street;
thence in a northwesterly direction along said street to its intersection with West Roanoke Street;
thence in a northeasterly direction along said street to its intersection with Draper Road; thence
in a northwesterly direction along said road to its intersection with Jackson Street NW; thence in
a northeasterly direction along said street to its intersection with Bennett Street; thence in a
northwesterly direction along said street to its intersection with Harding Avenue; thence in a
northeasterly direction along said avenue to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg
Corporate line; the point of beginning.

Polling Place: Blacksburg Branch Library
Montgomery/Floyd Regional Library
200 Miller Street
Blacksburg, VA

VOTING PRECINCT A-3 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of Research Center Drive Feech-CenterBrive with South
Gate Drive; thence in an easterly direction with South Gate Drive to its intersection with Airport
Road; thence in a northerly direction along said road; thence northeasterly to its intersection with
South Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Busines); thence in a northwesterly direction along said
street to its intersection with Graves Avenue; thence in a northeasterly direction along said
avenue to its intersection with Town of Blacksburg Corporate Line; thence northeasterly along
said corporate line to a point of departure; thence in a northeasterly westerly direction along a
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line to its intersection with a unnamed stream; thence in a northeasterly direction along said
unnamed stream; thence southeasterly; thence southerly to its intersection with a unnamed trail;
thence in a southwesterly direction along said unnamed trail; thence easterly to its intersection
with an unnamed stream; thence in a easterly direction along said unnamed stream; thence
southeasterly to its intersection with Lusters Gate Road (State Route 723); thence in a
southwesterly direction along said road to its intersection with a unnamed road; thence in a
southeasterly direction along said unnamed road; thence southeasterly to its intersection with a
unnamed stream; thence in a southeasterly direction along said unnamed stream; thence
northeasterly; thence easterly to a point of departure; thence in a southeasterly direction to its
intersection with an unnamed trail; thence in a easterly direction along said unnamed trail; thence
northeasterly; thence south southeasterly; thence southwesterly to its intersection with Taylor
Hollow Road (State Route 712); thence in a southwesterly direction along said road to its
intersection with Lusters Gate Road (State Route 723); thence in a southwesterly direction along
said road to its intersection with Ellett Road (State Route 723); thence southwesterly along said
road to its intersection with Jennelle Road (State Route 603); thence in a northwesterly direction
along said road; thence southwesterly thence to its intersection with Cedar Run Road (State
Route 603); thence in a northwesterly direction along said road to a point of departure; thence
southwesterly to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate Line; thence
southwesterly along said corporate line; thence southeasterly; thence southwesterly; thence
northwesterly; thence southwesterly along said corporate line to its intersection with Brumfield
Road (a private road); thence southwesterly along said corporate line to its intersection with
Jennelle Road (State Route 642); thence westerly along said corporate line to its intersection with
Yellow Sulphur Road (State Route 643); thence northwesterly along said corporate line to a
point of departure; thence northeasterly along said corporate line; thence westerly along said
corporate line; thence southerly along said corporate line to its intersection with Yellow Sulphur
Road; thence northwesterly along said road to its intersection with South Main Street (U.S.
Highway 460 Business); thence northeasterly along said street to a point of departure, said point
being a southeasterly extension of Virginia Tech-Montgomery Executive Airport Runway 30;
thence northwesterly along said runway extension line to a point of departure; thence in a
southwesterly along a line to its intersection with Research Center Drive (a town of Blacksburg
drive); thence northwesterly along said drive to its intersection with Southgate Drive #s

beginning.

Polling Place: Margaret Beeks Elementary School
709 Airport Road
Blacksburg, VA
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VOTING PRECINCT E-1 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of the Huckleberry Trail and U.S. Highway 460 Bypass;
thence in a northeasterly direction along said trail to its intersection with an unnamed road:;
thence in a northerly direction along said unnamed road to its intersection with Dairy Road (a
Virginia Tech Dairy Science road); thence southeasterly along said road; thence northwesterly
along said road to its intersection with Southgate Drive; thence northeasterly along said drive to
its intersection with Research Center Drive; thence southeasterly along said drive to a point of
departure; thence northeasterly along a line to its intersection with the Virginia Tech-
Montgomery Executive Airport Runway 30; thence southeasterly along said runway; thence
southeasterly along an extension line of Virginia Tech-Montgomery Executive Airport Runway
30 to its intersection with South Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence
southwesterly along said street to its intersection with Yellow Sulphur Road; thence in an
southeasterly direction along said road to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate
Line; thence in a southwesterly direction along said corporate line to its intersection with South

Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); seutheasterly-direction-along-said-highway-bypass-its
intersection—with-South-Main-Street (U.S—Highway-460); thence in a southwesterly direction
along said street to its intersection with Town of Christiansburg Corporate line; thence in a
northwesterly direction along said corporate line te—its—intersection-with-\irginian-Drive-NW;
thenee—m—a—nerthwesterly—d+reet|en—ateng—sard—dﬂ¥e to |ts mtersectlon with Norfolk Southern
Railroad; A
mterseetren—wrth#ewn—ef—@hnstr&neb&rg—@erpenate—hne thence |n a southerly dlrectlon along
said corporate line to its intersection with Peppers Ferry Road (State Route 114); thence in a
northwesterly direction along said road; thence westerly to its intersection with Prices Fork Road
(State Route 685); thence in a northerly direction along said road; thence northeasterly to the
Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence in a easterly direction along said corporate line;
thence southerly; thence westerly; thence southeasterly; thence easterly to its intersection with a
unnamed trail; thence in a northeasterly direction along said unnamed trail; thence northwesterly
to its intersection with the Huckleberry Trail; thence in a northeasterly direction along said trail
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass, the point of beginning.

Polling Place: St. Michael’s Lutheran Church
2308 Merrimac Road
Blacksburg, VA

VOTING PRECINCT E-3 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of Prices Fork Road (State Route 412) and West Campus
Drive; thence in a southeasterly direction along said drive to its intersection with anéd Drillfield
Drive; thence in a northeasterly and southwesterly direction along said Drillfield Drive to a
sidewalk that bisects Virginia Tech War Memorial Hall and Eggleston Hall; thence in a
southeasterly direction along said sidewalk to another sidewalk that bisects Virginia Tech Owens
Hall and Newman HaII and a pornt of departure thence in a southwesterly drrectlon along a line

Qwens—l=lau—anel blsects the area betvveen Vlrgrnra Tech o’ Shaughnessy Hall and J ohnson Hall to
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its intersection with Washington Street SW; thence southwesterly along said street to its
intersection with Spring Street; thence in a southerly direction along said street to its intersection
with Southgate Drive; Fech-Center-Drive; thence in a southwesterlyeasterly direction along said
drive to its intersection with Dairy Road (a Virginia Tech Dairy Science road); thence
southeasterly direction along said road to its intersection with an unnamed road; thence in a
northwesterly direction along said unnamed road; thence southerly along said unnamed road to
its intersection with the Huckleberry Trail; thence in a westerly easterly direction along said trail
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence northwesterly along said highway to its
intersection with Prices Fork Road (State Route 412); thence in a northeasterly and southeasterly

dlrectlon alonq sald road to its mtersectlon Wlth West Campus Dnve—then—seu%heasteﬂy—thenee

éweenen-aleng—sard—dm%%—meﬁeenenwﬁh@m the pomt of begmnlng.

Polling Place: VirginiaTech-Mentgemery Squires Student Center
Executive Alrport 290 College Avenue
1601 Fech-CenterDrive Blacksburg, Virginia 24061
lacksburg. \irgini

VOTING PRECINCT F-1 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of Pandapas Pond Road (U.S. Route 460),—erest-Service
Road-188-2-on-the-top-of Brush-Meuntain; and the northern Montgomery County boundary line,
said line also being the south Giles County boundary line; thence in a southeasterly direction
with Pandapas Pond Road (U.S. Route 460) to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass;
thence in a southeasterly direction along said highway bypass; thence in a southwesterly
direction to its intersection with Toms Creek Road; thence in a southerly direction along said
road to its intersection with Edge Way; thence in a northeasterly direction along said way to a
point of departure; thence in a northeasterly direction to its intersection with Winston Avenue;
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thence in a northeasterly direction along said avenue to its intersection with Kabrich Street;
thence in a southerly direction along said street to its intersection with North Main Street (U.S.
Highway 460 Business); thence in a southerly direction along said street to its intersection with
Turner Street; thence in a southwesterly direction along said street; thence in a northwesterly

direction to its mtersectlon W|th Prlces Fork Road (State Route 412) a—s+e|ewalk—between

thence in a neﬁhwesteﬁy—éweeﬂen—aleng—s&rd—madr thence southwesterly dlrectlon alonq sald

road to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence in a northerly direction along said
highway bypass; thence northeasterly to its intersection with Glade Road; thence in a westerly
direction along said road; thence southwesterly rorthwesterly to a point of departure; thence in a
northwesterly direction to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence in
a northwesterly direction along said corporate line; thence northerly; thence northeasterly; thence
northwesterly along said corporate line to its intersection with an unnamed trail; thence in a
westerly along said unnamed trail; thence northwesterly to its point of intersection with Forest
Service Road 708; thence northeasterly along said forest service road to a point of departure;
thence traversing in a westerly direction; thence northerly along this traverse to its intersection
with the northern Montgomery County boundary line, said line also being the south boundary
line for Giles County; thence in a northeasterly direction along said boundary line to its
intersection with Pandapas Pond Road (U.S. Highway 460), the point of beginning.

Polling Place: Luther Memorial Lutheran Church
600 Prices Fork Road
Blacksburg, VA

VOTING PRECINCT F-2 (2014 2011)
Beginning at the intersection of Glade Road and U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence in a
southwesterly d|rect|on along said hlghway bypass to its mtersectlon Wlth Pnees—FeFIeRead—then
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direction—along-satd-highway bypassto-its-intersection-with the Huckleberry Trail; thence in a
westerly direction to its intersection with an unnamed trail; thence in a southerly direction along
said trail; thence southeasterly to its intersection with another unnamed trail; thence in a
southwesterly direction to its intersection with the Town of Blacksburg Corporate line; thence in
a southwesterly direction along said corporate line to its intersection with Merrimac Road (State
Route 657); thence in a northwesterly direction along said corporate line; thence westerly; thence
northwesterly; thence in a easterly; thence northwesterly to its intersection with Prices Fork
Road (State Route 685); thence in a westerly direction along said corporate line and Prices Fork
Road to a point of departure with Prices Fork Road; thence in a northwesterly direction along
said corporate line; thence westerly to its intersection with Walnut Spring Road (State Route
657); thence in a northerly direction along said corporate line to its intersection with Toms
Creek; thence in a easterly direction along said corporate line, thence northerly; thence
northwesterly, thence northeasterly; thence northwesterly to its intersection with Glade Road
(State Road 655); thence in a northeasterly direction along said road; thence easterly; thence
southeasterly to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass, the point of beginning.

Polling Place Kipps Elementary School
2801 Prices Fork Road
Blacksburg, VA

VOTING PRECINCT F-3 (2014)

Beginning at the intersection of West Campus Drive and Prices Fork Road; thence in a
northeasterly direction along said road to its intersection with Turner Street NW; thence in a
southeasterly direction along said street; thence in a northeasterly direction along said street to its
intersection with North Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); then in a southeasterly
direction along said street to its intersection with College Avenue; thence in a southwesterly
direction along said avenue to its intersection with Otey Street NW; thence in a southeasterly
direction along said street to its intersection with Wall Street; thence in a southwesterly direction
along said street to its intersection with Kent Street; thence in a southeasterly direction along said
street to its intersection with Washington St SW; thence in a southwesterly direction along said
street to a point of departure; thence in a northwesterly direction along a line that bisects Virginia
Tech O’Shaughnessy Hall and Johnson Hall to its intersection with a sidewalk that bisects
Virginia Tech New Residence Hall East and Owens Hall and War Memorial Hall and Eggleston
Hall; thence northwesterly along said sidewalk to its intersection with Drillfield Drive; thence in
a northeasterly direction along said drive; thence northerly; thence southwesterly along said drive
to its intersection with West Campus Drive; thence in a northwesterly direction along said drive
to Prices Fork Road, the point of beginning.

Polling Place: Squires Student Center
290 College Avenue
Blackshurg, Virginia 24061
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VOTING PRECINCT G-1 (2014 2011)

Beginning at the intersection of the Blacksburg Corporate Line and the U.S. Highway
460 Bypass; thence in a northeasterly direction along said cGorporate line; thence in a
southeasterly direction along said corporate line; thence easterly; thence southeasterly; thence
southerly to its intersection with Bishop Road (State Route 648); thence in a southeasterly
direction along said corporate line; thence southwesterly; thence northwesterly; thence
southwesterly to its intersection with Happy Hollow Road (State Route 815); thence in a
southeasterly direction along said road; thence southwesterly; thence southerly to its point of
intersection with Harding Road (State Route 785); thence in a southwesterly direction along said
road; thence northerly; thence westerly; thence southwesterly; thence westerly to its point of
intersection with Harding Avenue; thence in a southwesterly direction along said avenue to its
intersection with Bennett Street; thence in a southeasterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Jackson Street NW; thence in a southwesterly direction along said street to its
intersection with Draper Road NW Nerth-Main-Street; thence in a southeasterly nerthwesterly
direction along said street to its intersection with West Roanoke Street Alumni-Mal; thence in a
southwesterly direction along said street maH to apoint-of-departurethence-in-a-northwesterly
direction-to-Ht-peint-of its intersection with Otey Street NW; thence in a northwesterly direction
along said street to its intersection with College Avenue; near-the-southwest-corner—of-Rashe

southeasterhy-direction-along-said-street; thence northeasterly along said avenue to its intersection

with North Main Street (U.S. Highway 460 Business); thence in a northwesterly direction along
said street; thence northeasterly; thence northerly to its intersection with Givens Lane; thence in
a southwesterly direction along said lane to a point of departure; thence in a northwesterly
direction to its intersection with U.S. Highway 460 Bypass; thence in a northeasterly direction
along said highway bypass; thence northwesterly to the Blacksburg Corporate Line Geal-Bank

Hollow-Reoad{State-route-649), the point of beginning.

Polling Place: Blacksburg Community Center
725 Patrick Henry Drive
Blacksburg, VA

Ordinance VT On-Campus Polling Precinct
Page 13 of 13






Agenda
Board of Supervisors
Montgomery County, Virginia

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, April 28, 2014
5:45 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular Meeting

CALL TO ORDER

INTO CLOSED MEETING

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting
for the purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospective
Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disciplining
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. Community Services Board (NRV)
2. Planning District Commission
3. Roanoke Valley Area MPO

3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisition of Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Disposition of
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion in an Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Position
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Alleghany Springs
2. Mid-County
3. Old Blacksburg Middle School Property

Agenda, April 28, 2014
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

@) Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Probable
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing in Open
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consultation
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Polling Precinct at Virginia Tech

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC HEARING

1. Special Use Permit — P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor)
A request by P&G Ventures (Agent: Meade Tractor) for a Special Use Permit
(SUP) on approximately 4.65 acres in a General Business (GB) zoning district to
allow farm machinery sales and service. The property is located at 3963 South
Main Street, Blacksburg, Va and is identified as Tax Parcel No. 67-A 161 (Acct No.
006298) in the Shawsville Magisterial District (District B). The property currently
lies in an area designated as Urban Expansion in the 2025 Comprehensive Plan.

ADDENDUM

PUBLIC ADDRESS

CONSENT AGENDA
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XI.

XIl.

XII.

XIV.

XV.

XVI.

XVII.

INTO WORK SESSION

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Work Session
for the purpose of discussing the following:

1. Stormwater Management Program
2. Virginia Retirement System

OUT OF WORK SESSION
BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends their Work Session to return

to Regular Session.

OLD BUSINESS

A. Ordinance Authorizing the Operation of Golf Carts and Utility Vehicles on Warm
Hearth Drive and Litton Lane within the Warm Hearth Village.

NEW BUSINESS

A. Schedule a Public Hearing —Establishing the Montgomery County Stormwater
Ordinance

B. Schedule a Public Hearing — Creation of On-Campus Voting Precincts at Virginia
Tech

C. Proclamation — 100" Year Anniversary of the Cooperative Extension and to
Recognize May 2014 as National Cooperative Extension Centennial Celebration

Month

COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS

XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS

XIX.

ADJOURNMENT
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FUTURE MEETINGS

Special Meeting
with the Town of Blacksburg
Tuesday, April 29, 2014
7:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting
Monday, May 12, 2014
6:30 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Adjourned Meeting
Tuesday, May 27, 2014
6:30 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda
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