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Agenda
Board of Supervisors

Montgomery County, Virginia

CALL TO ORDER

INTO CLOSED MEETING

Adjourned Meeting

Tuesday, May 26, 2015
6:00 p.m. Closed Meeting
7:15 p.m. Regular 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. Adjustment and Appeals Board
2. Community Services Board
3. Library Board

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. Old Sourwood Road

Agenda, May 26, 2015
Page 1 of 3





VI.

VII.

VIII.

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. Former Blacksburg Middle School Property

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRESENTATIONS, RECOGNITIONS, AND AWARDS

A. 100 West Main Street Development
Michael Miller will make a presentation on the 100 West Main Street
Development.

PUBLIC HEARING

1. Comprehensive Plan Policy Map Designation Amendment — James Hoge
Request by the James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al (Agent: Balzer And Associates,
Inc.) for an amendment to the 2025 Montgomery County Comprehensive
Plan to change the policy map designation of approximately 171.896 acres of
property located east of Brooksfield Road, North of Prices Fork Road

PUBLIC ADDRESS

ADDENDUM
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XI. INTO WORK SESSION
1. Mountain Valley Pipeline (Officials from MVP will update the Board on information
regarding the project)
XIl.  OUT OF WORK SESSION

XIl. CONSENT AGENDA

XIV. NEW BUSINESS

Resolution of Commemoration — Henry F. Jablonski, Former Board Member
Resolution of Appreciation — Allan Bookout — Economic Development Authority
Resolution of Appreciation — Todd Murray — Economic Development Authority
Resolution of Recognition — Mt. Tabor Ruritan Club 50" Anniversary

o0 m»

XV. COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

XVI. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
XVII. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS
XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS

XIX. ADJOURNMENT

FUTURE MEETINGS

Regular Meeting
Monday, June 8, 2015
6:00 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, June 22, 2015
6:00 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Special Joint Meeting with
Montgomery County School Board
Monday, June 29, 2015
Time: TBD
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TO: The Honorable Board of Supervisors

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

DATE: May 26, 2015

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. Adjustment and Appeals Board
2. Community Services Board
3. Library Board

@) 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. Old Sourwood Road
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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. Former Blacksburg Middle School Property

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

INVOCATION
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

XI.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRESENTATIONS, RECOGNITIONS AND AWARDS

A 100 West Main Street Development
Michael Miller will make a presentation on the 100 West Main Street
Development.

1. Action From Presentations

PUBLIC HEARINGS
A SUBJECT: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

The following public hearing was advertised pursuant to law in the “NEW RIVER
VALLEY” Section of the Roanoke Times on May 8, 2015 and May 15, 2015:

Comprehensive Plan Policy Map Designation Amendment — James Hoge
Request by the James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al (Agent: Balzer And
Associates, Inc.) for an amendment to the 2025 Montgomery County
Comprehensive Plan to change the policy map designation of
approximately 171.896 acres of property located east of Brooksfield
Road, North of Prices Fork Road and identified as Tax Map Nos. 052-3-2;
52-1-20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 (Parcel ID 160511) from Resource Stewardship to
Village Expansion with a further designation of Low-Density Residential in
the Prices Fork Village Plan. See TAB _A .

1. Action from Public Hearing.

PUBLIC ADDRESS

ADDENDUM

CONSENT AGENDA
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XIl.

XII.

XIV.

INTO WORK SESSION

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

1. Mountain Valley Pipeline (Officials from MVP will update the Board on
information regarding the project)

OUT OF WORK SESSION

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

1. Action Following Work Session

NEW BUSINESS
A SUBJECT: RESOLUTION OF COMMEMORATION

R-FY-15-
RESOLUTION OF COMMEMORATION
FORMER MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
HENRY F. JABLONSKI

WHEREAS, The death of Henry F. Jablonski on April 26, 2015 has
touched and saddened all those who knew and loved him; and

WHEREAS, Henry F. Jablonski served on the Montgomery County
Board of Supervisors from 1981 through 1997, and served as Chair in 1988, 1989,
1991, 1996 and as Vice Chair in 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986,1987, 1992 and 1997,
and

WHEREAS, Henry F. Jablonski devoted sixteen years as a member of
the Board of Supervisors during a period of time that numerous projects were
initiated through his leadership which has continued to have a revitalizing and
growing impact on our community far beyond his time in office, which includes
his efforts toward the financing and construction of the Riner Fire Station in
1984-85 and completion of the Montgomery-Floyd Regional Library in
Christiansburg which was constructed in 1986; and

WHEREAS, Montgomery County has benefited greatly from Henry F.
Jablonski’s leadership for education and public safety of all Montgomery County
residents through his support in the development of libraries, schools and
fire/rescue stations.
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NOW, THEREFORE, In recognition of Henry F. Jablonski’s many
contributions to Montgomery County and its citizens, the Board of Supervisors
expresses deep appreciation for his dedication to the progress of this county and
extends to his family sincere sympathy upon his passing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be
presented to the family of Henry F. Jablonski and that a copy be made a part of
the official minutes of Montgomery County, that his memory may be so honored
and ever cherished.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Adopt a resolution in commemoration of Henry F.
Jablonski, a former member of the Board of
Supervisors.

JUSTIFICATION: Henry Jablonski represented District D on the
Board of Supervisors for 4 terms. He was Chair 4
times, and Vice Chair 7 times.

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION —
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT - ALLAN
BOOKOUT

R-FY-15-
RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
ALLAN BOOKOUT

WHEREAS, Allan Bookout has served as a member of the Montgomery
County Economic Development Authority from November 2004 through
February 2015; and

WHEREAS, Allan Bookout served as Chairman of the Economic
Development Authority in 2013-2014; and

WHEREAS, The County recognizes the impartial and dedicated service
that Allan Bookout has rendered the citizens of Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors
of Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors, on behalf of the
entire citizenship, extends a unanimous vote of appreciation and gratitude to
Allan Bookout for his service to the community.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be
presented to Allan Bookout and that a copy be made a part of the official Minutes
of Montgomery County.

ISSUE/PURPOSE Adopt a resolution of appreciation for Allan
Bookout for his years of service on the Economic
Development Authority.

JUSTIFICATION: Allan Bookout served two 4-year terms on the
EDA after filling the unexpired term of Litz
VanDyke who resigned.

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION —
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT - TODD
MURRAY

R-FY-15-
RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
TODD MURRAY

WHEREAS, Todd Murray has served as a member of the Montgomery
County Economic Development Authority from June 2005 through February
2015; and

WHEREAS, Todd Murray served as Chairman of the Economic
Development Authority in 2010-2011; and

WHEREAS, The County recognizes the impartial and dedicated service
that Todd Murray has rendered the citizens of Montgomery County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors
of Montgomery County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors, on behalf of the
entire citizenship, extends a unanimous vote of appreciation and gratitude to Todd
Murray for his service to the community.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the original of this resolution be
presented to Todd Murray and that a copy be made a part of the official Minutes
of Montgomery County.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Adopt a resolution of appreciation for
Todd Murray for his years of service on
the Economic Development Authority.
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D.

JUSTIFICATION: Mr. Murray serve two 4-year terms on the
EDA after serving the unexpired term of
John Phillips who resigned.

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION OF RECOGNITION
MT. TABOR RURITAN CLUB
50™ ANNIVERSARY

R-FY-15-
RESOLUTION OF RECOGNITION
MOUNT TABOR RURITAN CLUB

50" ANNIVERSARY

WHEREAS, Since 1928, Ruritan Clubs have dedicated themselves to
improving communities and building a better America through fellowship,
goodwill, and community service; and

WHEREAS, In 2015, the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club proudly celebrates 50
years of dedicated service to the Blacksburg and Montgomery County
communities; and

WHEREAS, Chartered on July 16, 1965, the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club’s
membership represented the diverse community, bringing together textile and
factory workers, educators, postal carriers, farmers, lawyers, merchants, clergy,
and local government officials to achieve a common good; and

WHEREAS, The Mount Tabor Ruritan Club is dedicated to improving our
community and building a better America through “Fellowship, Goodwill and
Community Service”; and

WHEREAS, The Mount Tabor Ruritan Club has made many valuable
contributions to the local community by providing needed funds to area
organizations, promoting community fellowship, and assisting in service efforts;
and

WHEREAS, The members of the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club have
generously given of their time and talents over the years to make their community
a better place in which to live and work, and look forward to continuing to serve
local residents in the future.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Montgomery, Virginia that the Board hereby commends the
Mount Tabor Ruritan Club for its contributions to the community on the occasion
of its 50th anniversary.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be
presented to the Mount Tabor Ruritan Club as an expression of the Board of
Supervisors congratulations and admiration for its decades of service.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Recognize Mount Tabor Ruritan Club’s 50"
Anniversary.

XV. COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

XVI. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

XVII. BOARD MEMBERS’ REPORT

1. Supervisor Perkins
2. Supervisor Tuck
3. Supervisor Gabriele
4. Supervisor Creed
5. Supervisor King
6. Supervisor Biggs

7. Supervisor Brown

XVIII.OTHER BUSINESS
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XIX. ADJOURNMENT

FUTURE MEETINGS

Regular Meeting
Monday, June 8, 2015
6:00 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Adjourned Meeting
Monday, June 22, 2015
6:00 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda

Special Joint Meeting with
Montgomery County School Board
Monday, June 29, 2015
Time: TBD

Regular Meeting
Monday, July 13, 2015
6:00 p.m. — Closed Meeting Items
7:15 Regular Agenda
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A

B.

CONSENT AGENDA
MAY 26, 2015

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF MINUTES DATED MARCH 9
AND MARCH 16, 2015

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

APPROPRIATIONS

1.

SUBJECT: COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING

A-FY-15-
COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING

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, 2015, for the function and
in the amount as follows:

200 Commonwealth’s Attorney $2,941

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

Revenue Account
419104 Confiscations $2,941

Said resolution appropriates monies received as part of the Forfeited Asset
Sharing Program from the Department of Criminal Justice Services.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Forfeited Asset Sharing Program funds.

JUSTIFICATION: This money was seized from cases investigated by
the Montgomery County Drug Task Force and
prosecuted by the Commonwealth Attorney’s office
as a participant of the Department of Criminal
Justice Services’ Forfeited Asset Sharing program.
These funds must be used for law enforcement
purposes only and may not be used to supplant
existing funding.
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SUBJECT: SHERIFF - RECOVERED COSTS

A-FY-15-
SHERIFF
RECOVERED COSTS

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, 2015, for the function and
in the amount as follows:

320  Sheriff County $5,678
321  Sheriff Project Lifesaver $ 710
Total $6,388

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

Revenue Account

419108 Recovered Costs $4,528
419104 Confiscations $1,150
424401 Project Lifesaver $ 710

Total $6,388

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs, confiscations and Project
Lifesaver funds.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Department recovered costs, confiscations, and
Project Lifesaver funds.

JUSTIFICATION: This resolution appropriates recovered cost revenue
for reimbursements for:

DEA Payments $2,756
Forest Service Payments $272

ProComm Lease Payments  $1,500
Total Recovered Costs $4,528

This resolution also appropriates $1,150 seized
from investigations by the County Sheriff’s Office
and/or the Drug Task Force which must be used for
law enforcement purposes only.

This resolution also appropriates $710 in designated
Project Lifesaver funds for use by the Sheriff’s
Department.
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C. APPOINTMENTS

1. SUBJECT: LOCAL WORKFORCE INVESTMENT
BOARD - REAPPOINT MICHAEL B.
MILLER

R-FY-15-
APPOINTMENT
LOCAL WORKFORCE INVESTMENT BOARD
REAPPOINT MICHAEL B. MILLER

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomery County,
Virginia hereby recommends that Michael B. Miller be reappointed to the New
River/Mount Rogers Workforce Investment Board as the business (private
sector) representative for Montgomery County effective July 1, 2015 and expiring
June 30, 2018.

ISSUE/PURPOSE: Recommend the WIA Consortium Board reappoint
Mike Miller as Montgomery County’s business
(private sector) representative on the Local
Workforce Investment Board.

JUSTIFICATION: At the Board’s 5/11/15 meeting staff was directed
to send a letter to Mike Miller and ask if he wished
to be reappointed. Mr. Miller responded that he
wishes to be reappointed.
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Montgomery County Department of Planning
Planning & GIS Services GIS & Mapping

h 3
Virginia /
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755 Roanoke Street, Suite 2A, Christiansburg, Virginia 24073-3177

MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Bob Miller, Chair ffm

Montgomery Co. Planning Commission
DATE: May 21, 2015
SUBJ: Comprehensive Plan Amendment — James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al

Request by the James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al (Agent: Balzer And Associates, Inc.) for an
amendment to the 2025 Montgomery County Comprehensive Plan to change the policy map
designation of approximately 171.896 acres of property located east of Brooksfield Road, North
of Prices Fork Road and identified as Tax Map Nos. 052-3-2; 52-1-20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 (Parcel
ID 160511) from Resource Stewardship to Village Expansion with a further designation of Low-
Density Residential in the Prices Fork Village Plan.

During our meeting on May 20, 2015, the Planning Commission held a public hearing and reviewed the
proposed comprehensive plan amendment described above, and detailed in the attached documents.

Upon a motion duly seconded and carried by a vote of 6 to 0 (Kroll, Katz, and Wells absent), the Planning
Commission determined that conditions have changed substantially since the last comprehensive plan
update in 2005 necessitating a change and that this amendment will effectively aid in the implementation
of other goals of the comprehensive plan and recommended approval of the comprehensive plan
amendment to change the future land use designation of the property from Resource Stewardship to
Village Expansion with a further designation of Low-Density Residential in the Prices Fork Village Plan.

No comments were received during the public hearing portion of the public hearing.

Attachments: Staff analysis and associated documents dated 5/11/2015
Application materials





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

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

STAFF REPORT

Date: May 11, 2015 for May 20, 2015 Public Hearing

To: Planning Commission

From: Emily Gibson, Planning Director

RE: Request by James Tyler Otey Hoge, Et Al (Agent: Balzer And Associates,

Inc.) for an amendment to the 2025 Montgomery County Comprehensive
Plan to change the policy map designation of approximately 171.896
acres of property from Resource Stewardship to Village Expansion with a
further designation of Low-Density Residential in the Prices Fork Village
Plan.

I. Nature of Request

Owners James Tyler Hoge, et al have requested an amendment to the 2025
Montgomery County Comprehensive Plan to change the policy map designation of
approximately 171.896 acres of property located east of Brooksfield Road, North of
Prices Fork Road and identified as Tax Map Nos. 052-3-2; 52-1-20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25
(Parcel ID 160511). The property is currently designated as Resource Stewardship. The
request is to change this designation to Village Expansion and further designate the
property as Low Density Residential in the Prices Fork Village Plan to allow residential
development on the property. The property is located in the Prices Fork Magisterial
District (District E).

Il. Background

Subsequent to the adoption of the 2025 Comprehensive Plan in November, 2004, the
County established a policy for the periodic consideration of changes to Planning Policy
Area Designations (Ordinance ORD-FY-05-26). This policy allows Comprehensive Plan
amendments to be initiated by the landowner, Planning Commission or Board of
Supervisors. These requests are accepted and processed semi-annually in February
and August each year.
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In accordance with section PLU 1.1.1b Policy Area Designations, such a request to
change the designation of a particular Planning Policy Area shall be approved only if
one or more of the following criteria are met:

e The subject property was misinterpreted or overlooked in the comprehensive
plan.

e Conditions have changed substantially since the last comprehensive plan update
necessitating a change (e.g. changes in surrounding land use or economic
conditions).

e An undue hardship exists which substantially limits the use of the subject
property.

e The amendment will effectively aid in the implementation of other goals of the
comprehensive plan.

All requests are forwarded to the Planning Commission for review and conducting a
public hearing on each request. The Planning Commission shall approve, amend and
approve or disapprove the amendment and make its recommendation to the Board of
Supervisors. The Board shall also hold a public hearing and take action to approve,
amend and approve or deny the amendment request within 90 days of the Planning
Commission’s recommendation.

lll. Analysis

The subject property is part of the “Hoge Farm” consisting of approximately 469 acres
and was originally identified as Resource Stewardship with the adoption of the 2025
Comprehensive Plan. The designation was requested by the previous owner due to the
properties’ inclusion in the Agriculture Forestal District (AFD). Since the adoption of the
Comprehensive Plan, 273 acres of the original property has been permanently
protected with a Conservation Easement. The remaining property, consisting of
approximately 172 acres, was removed from the AFD district in 2009 and is the subject
of the Comprehensive Plan amendment request currently being considered.

The applicants have stated the desire is to develop the property as a residential
subdivision, which will require an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan and a
subsequent rezoning to a Residential district, if the Comprehensive Plan amendment
request is approved. Specific details regarding the development will be submitted at the
time of the rezoning and it should be noted all ordinance requirements regarding
utilities, access, etc. will be considered during that request.

The future land use designation for properties to the north and east is Resource
Stewardship. The future land use designation to the south is Village Expansion and
further designated as Low Density Residential. The property to the west is designated
as Rural. A map showing these properties and their designations is attached. If
approved, the subject property would be an extension of the Prices Fork Village (Village
Expansion) with the designation of Low Density Residential. Public water is in the area
of the site; however, the properties would likely have private septic systems, based on
the fiscal constraints of extending a sewer line.





As indicated in the County’'s adopted policy for considering amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan, in order to be considered for approval there must be a
demonstrated change at or around the subject property. Since the 2025 Comprehensive
Plan was adopted, conditions have changed on the property. This includes the
dedication of a conservation easement on a portion of the property and removal from
the AFD district. It should be further noted that with the relocation of the elementary
school there could be a potential change in development patterns along Prices Fork
Road impacting the established Prices Fork Village.

IV. Recommendation

Based on our analysis of the request to-date, staff recommends approval of the
amendment to the 2015 Comprehensive Plan land use designation from Resource
Stewardship to Village Expansion with a further designation of Low Density Residential
in the Prices Fork Village Plan. Staff feels the application complies with the criteria of
PLU 1.1.1b. as outlined in the County’s Policy given that conditions have changed at the
property since the last comprehensive plan update in 2005, supporting the requested
change.

At the time of this report, staff has not been contacted regarding this proposed
amendment. Adjoining property owners and interested citizens may be present at the
public hearing(s) to express their views regarding this request.

Attachments: Subject Property Future Land Use Map
Aerial
Conservation Easement Location
ORD-FY-05-26 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Policy





Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application

S, T— -

Please complete all sections of this application. lyﬁfﬂ Mz de b\ L...]
Applicant Information: » FEB 2 7 2015
BY,. M.
Property Owner: JAMES TYLER OTEY HOGE, ETAL Agent: BALZER AND ASSOCIATES, INC () =======~- 1=~
Address: 503 LINKOUS CIRCLE Address: 448 PEPPERS FERRY ROAD
BLACKSBURG, VA 24060 CHRISTIANSBURG, VA 24073
Phone: 540-320-5236 Phone: 540-381-4290
Cell Phone: 540-320-5236 Cell Phone:
Email: Email: ssemones@balzer.cc

Property Information:

Property Address: BROOKSFIELD ROAD
052-3-2; 052-1-20; 052-1-21; 052-1-22

Tax Map Number 052-1-23: 052-1-24: 052-1-25 Parce] ID: 160511
Deed Book: 2012 Page: 010063

Current Comprehensive Plan Designation:  RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP

Proposed Comprehensive Plan Designation: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL - VILLAGE EXPANSION
Current Use of Property: _ FARMING / PASTURE

Proposed Use of Property: SINGLE FAMILY RESID ENTIAL

Application Attachments:

1) Completed application form;
”2) Letter of justification, including specific plan citations;
3) Traffic Impact Study (per VDoT 527 Regulations, when applicable);
4) Plat of property or properties;
5) Map showing property and surrounding parcels;
'6) Preliminary concept planning illustrating owner’s intention for the property.
”7) $400.00 Application Fee
8) 25 Copies of all application materials.

I certify that the information supplied on this application and on the attachments provided is complete, accurate,
and true to the best of my knowledge. In addition, I hereby grant permission to the agents and employees of
Montgomery County and the State of Virginia to enter the above property for the purposes of processing and

reviewing the above application.
CarvAt $/VL'"%4-/
i T )»Lfy 2127115 i%‘; 2 —~ 2/27/!S

Property Owner’s Signature Date ’s Signature\) "~ Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

DATE RECEIVED: 2|77 !206 FEEPAID:§400~  REVIEWED BY: ,
V/APPLICATION COMPLETE __APPLICATION INCOMPLETE \
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
FOR

JAMES TYLER OTEY HOGE,
ETAL

BROOKSFIELD ROAD
TAX PARCELS #052-3 2; 052-1-20; 053-1-21; 053-1-22;
053-1-23; 053-1-24; 053-1-25

February 27, 2014

PREPARED FOR: CAROL F. HOGE AND
JAMES TYLER OTEY HOGE, ETAL
503 LINKOUS CIRCLE
BLACKSBURG, VA 24060

PREPARED BY: BALZER & ASSOCIATES, INC.
448 PEPPERS FERRY ROAD
CHRISTIANSBURG, VA 24073





HOGE PROPERTY — COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN JUSTIFICATION

Description of Comprehensive Plan Amendment Request

Montgomery County has developed and maintained a Comprehensive Plan for the
purpose of guiding growth and development in a manner that reflects the principles of the
County, its governing body and its citizens. As stated in the Comprehensive Plan, the
goal is “t0 address the long-range development of a community, a county, or a region.
They focus primarily on land use and land quality issues: where to locate industrial,
commercial, or residential growth;, how to protect the physical and historical
environments, and where to site the nuts and bolts infrastructure (schools, roads, water
and sewer lines, parks, and other community facilities).” It is the intent of this
application to amend the future land use map to better represent the residential potential
of the subject property in keeping with the goals and objectives detailed in the
Comprehensive Plan and the Prices Fork Village Plan.

The proposed amendment would remove approximately 172 acres of land that currently
is designated as Resource Stewardship and change it to Low Density Residential within
the Village Expansion Area. This property is a portion of what was the 469 acre Walnut
Spring Farm also known as the Hoge Farm. This farm stretches from Glade Road, south
to within approximately 675’ of Prices Fork Road. It has been owned by the same family
since 1855 and has been used primarily for agricultural uses as it is today. The property
is currently being used for cattle and hay production as well as an equestrian facility. For
years this farm had been in the Agricultural and Forestal District, however this
designation was removed from the property in December 2011. Since that time, the Hoge
family has permanently protected a 273 acre portion of this property by putting it in a
Conservation Easement. The property designated as the Conservation Easement area is
included in tax map parcels 39-A 18 and 39-A 18A. This easement area is bound by
Glade Road to the north and extends to the south to include approximately sixty percent
of the Hoge Pond. This protected 273 acres is the most environmentally sensitive portion
of the farm as almost of mile Toms Creek flows through the property. It also includes the
1855 “House at Walnut Spring” which is listed on both the National and Virginia historic
registers.

With the dedication of the Conservation Easement complete, the Hoge family hopes to
begin the process of allowing a low density, single family residential subdivision to be
developed on the remaining 172 acres. The property is currently zoned A-1 and would
have to be rezoned in order to allow this type of subdivision. However, the
Comprehensive Plan needs to be amended before approval of a rezoning application. The
new designation requested, Low Density Residential in Village Expansion, would be in
keeping with the surrounding land uses and current designations of several adjacent
parcels. According to the Comprehensive Plan, “Village Expansion areas are intended to
provide an alternative to scattered rural residential development and to provide an





opportunity to enhance the vitality of existing villages by providing for compatible
expansions of residential and employment uses.” These areas may contain a variety of
residential housing types as well as appropriately scaled commercial uses that mainly
cater to the local residents within the village area. They are also areas that typically have
public water and sewer available to them or can access these utilities through
redevelopment. This portion of the Hoge farm may well have been included in the
Village Expansion area during the last Comprehensive Plan update due to its proximity to
Prices Fork Road, potential access to public water and existing low density residential
land uses adjacent to its boundaries. However, at the time of the update, the Hoge family
still had plans to farm the land which is why it remained in Resource Stewardship.

An implementing zoning district to accomplish this type of subdivision would be the R1
designation which is the same zoning district as Sterling Manor. Sterling Manor is a
single family subdivision that is representative of the anticipated development type of this
property as it has public water but no public sewer. Since those lots have septic systems,
lot sizes range from three quarters of an acre up to two acres. While no conceptual
masterplan has been developed for the subject property at this time, a similar density is
likely as long as public sewer is unavailable to the property. Certainly, the overall
density designation of 2 units per acre in Low Density Residential is more than adequate
for this property. As part of the preliminary review of the property, a trip generation
study was done to determine if a VDOT TIA would be required. As a conservative
estimate we took the total acreage of 172 acres multiplied by 2 units per acre which
equals 344 total lots. The ITE Trip Generation manual estimates 3,230 average daily
trips from 344 single family detached homes which is well below the 5,000 average daily
trips threshold that triggers the TIA requirement. Realistically if all lots end up on septic
systems as currently planned, there would be virtually no way to achieve this high
number of lots once roads, open space and stormwater management are designed.

Below are some of the elements of this property and request that directly conform to the
issues stated in the Montgomery County 2025 Comprehensive Plan for Village
Expansion.

PLU 1.6.3 Village Expansion Area Land Use:

a. Village Expansion Areas are intended to provide an alternative to scattered rural
residential development and to provide an opportunity to enhance the vitality of existing
villages by providing for compatible expansions of residential and employment uses.
Village expansion areas are adjacent to existing villages where appropriate new
development can be accommodated while retaining the viability and character of the
historic village core.

The property is adjacent to the existing Prices Fork Village and Village Expansion area
and would be developed in a compatible way with the existing village.

b. A mix of appropriately scaled residential, non-residential and community uses are
anticipated in Village Expansion Areas.

Housing units constructed in a future development on this property would be
appropriately scaled for the area.





PLU 1.6.4 Village Expansion Area Community Design:

a. From an area wide or large-scale project perspective, gross densities in Village
Expansion Areas may range up to 2.0 dwelling units per acre.

As public sewer is not available to the property, a density of 2 units per acre will be more
than adequate for the future development of the property.

b. Compact development and a range of housing types are encouraged in Village
FExpansion Areas as long as new development is sensitive to existing village character
and design.

Public sewer would be required to allow for a compact development option on this
property. A future developer could be interested in this option if sewer were provided,
however the overall property density of 2 units per acre would still be required.

c. Development in Village Expansion Areas should be designed to complement and
augment the historic character and development pattern of the adjacent existing village
by becoming a natural "extension” of the existing village. New development in the
expansion areas should relate closely to the existing village and should be an "organic"
continuation of the historic fabric of the village. Design element should include a
generally interconnected street network, define open spaces that serve as "exterior
rooms," multiple uses within a single building, multiple uses adjacent to one an-other,
building fronts set close to the street, comfortable and safe pedestrian access between
sites and along sidewalks, on-street parking, and parking lots and garages located
behind buildings.

The subject property does represent a natural, organic continuation of the Village
Expansion area. When looking at the Village Future Land Use map, this property is a
noticeable missing piece of the Village. The inclusion of this parcel should certainly
strengthen the overall fabric of the Village.

d. Development in Village Expansion Areas should be designed to preserve critical
historic resources.

The Hoge family has put the Existing Historic house in a permanent Conservation
Easement.

e. Development in Village Expansion Areas should be designed to preserve critical
natural, open space, scenic landscape resources.

The Hoge family has put 272 acres of their farm in a permanent Conservation easement
that includes a large stretch of Toms Creek and its associated floodway.

PLU 1.6.5 Village Expansion Area Facilities and Ultilities:

a. Extensions of sewer and water lines from existing villages into Village Fxpansion
Areas will be permitted in accordance with the adopted Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Jor each village.

Public water is located in Prices Fork Road and could be extended to the property
through a public utility easement or future right of way. Public Sewer is not currently
available to the property.





c. Roads serving new development in Village Expansion Areas should be designed to tie
into and enhance the existing street network serving the adjacent village. New roads and
road improvements and should be designed to accommodate pedestrians as well as motor
vehicles, rather than allowing motor vehicles to cause and unsafe and unpleasant
pedestrian environment.

Any roads built within a new development will be constructed per VDOT and County
standards and will allow for pedestrian accommodations.

There are also several elements of the property that directly conform to the issues stated
in the Montgomery County 2025 Comprehensive Plan for the Prices Fork Village Area
are the following:

PFV 1.1.1 Overall Gross Density for the Village Planning Area. The overall density of
the village planning area should never exceed two (2) dwellings per gross acre at full
build-out (not expected to occur for at least two or three decades).

If the property is amended to Low Density Residential, it would meet the general guidelines of 2
dwelling per acre.

PFV 1.1.2 Compatibility is Fundamental. The density, type and character of new
development must be compatible with the existing village, the vision of the village’s
future, and be generally consistent with the Land Use Plan Map. New development must
be compatible with the traditional forms and architectural character of the village.

Future homes constructed on this property would be compatible with the village
character.

PFV 1.1.4 A Variety of Housing Types Should be Built. The County will encourage a
variety of housing types, costs and net densities, in order to provide high quality housing
for a range of ages and income levels. Most housing will be single-family detached units,
but may include accessory units, small single-family detached dwellings, and apartments
on the second floor levels of employment or civic buildings, and housing for elderly
citizens.

Housing on this property is anticipated to be single family detached dwellings.

PFV 1.1.6 Proffers Are Expected to Mitigate Impacts. Any rezoning to a higher intensity
of land use, particularly residential land uses, will be expected to provide proffers of
land, infrastructure and/or funding to off set the impacts of the development, particularly
on capital facilities such as roads, parks, schools and public safety.

Any proposed proffers for this property would be submitted with a future rezoning
request.

PFV 1.3.5 Street and Walking Connections. New development should provide street and
pedestrian path connections within the site and to adjacent properties, including "stub"
connections to the property line of sites that are planned but not yet rezoned or
developed.

Any future development will follow VDOT and County requirements concerning
sidewalks, trails and other pedestrian facilities.





PFV 1.5.1 Preserve Views. Except in the Historic Core, as development occurs along the
corridor, site new buildings away from the existing roadway so that they are at a low
enough elevation to preserve the views of the surrounding farms, forests and mountains.
Future development of this parcel will preserve northern views from Prices Fork Road.

PFV 1.5.3 Manage Access. Develop and implement an access management plan along
Prices Fork Road to limit the number of access points on the road, consistent with the
land use and design policies for this corridor.

Any new entrance locations would require approval by the County and VDOT at the time
of any future rezoning.

PFV 1.5.4 Encourage Connectivity. Encourage interparcel connections between all sites
along Prices Fork Road for both vehicles and pedestrians, including making new
connections to existing neighborhoods that need better and safer access, such as
Montgomery Farms.

Potential future connections could occur through the subject parcel.

PFV 6.1 Preserve Floodplains. The County will encourage preservation of the 100-year
floodplains in their natural state to protect against floods and to function as an integral
part of the County's network of open space.

As stated earlier in this application, the property owners has permanently protected 272
acres of property on their farm in a Conservation Easement which includes the entire
portion of Toms Creek and its associated floodplain that goes through their property.

PFV 6.2 Preserve Buffers Adjacent to Floodplains and Karst Formations. The County
will encourage the preservation of a natural riparian "buffer strip" adjacent to floodplain
areas and setback buffers from Karst sinkholes, in order to protect and enhance water
quality and to maintain wildlife habitat areas adjacent to stream corridors.

A full buffer strip has been identified along the protected portion of Toms Creek and its
floodplain as part of the Conservation Easement.

PFV 9.2 Pocket and Neighborhood Parks and Green Spaces. Encourage developers to
provide pocket and neighborhood parks and green spaces in their development designs.
Open space and parks will provided to serve the residents of the future development.

PFV 10.7 Construct Roads in Conjunction with Rezoning Approvals. Require
development applicants to dedicate right-of-way and build their portion of new roads, in
Future development will construct any road improvements for that development as
required by the County and VDOT in conjunction with the development proposal.

PVF 11.1 Extent Public Water and Sewer Service. The County will provide and manage
public water and sewer service for Prices Fork. The County will require that new
development connect to these systems and will prohibit new private wells and septic
systems.

Any new development would be required to connect to public water. Public sewer is
currently not available to the property.





PFV 11.2 Limit of Public Water and Sewer Expansion. The County will limit water and
sewer service to the designated Service Area set forth in this Plan. Providing public
utility service only to the designated area will ensure that new development is compatible
with the villages historic character, is affordable for the County to serve, and enhances
rather than degrades the quality of life for local residents.

Public water could be extended to the property for future service.

PFV 11.5 Underground & Buried Ultilities. Require developers to place utilities
underground in all new developments.
New utilities resulting from the development of this site will be installed underground.





Lt 37 1S8TES, Lo 00 5224068

EXISTING ZONING MAP






Lk 37 199659, Lon

By v e e

Dorriy RS isa it Tl

(ow DensityiResidenta}

. [ow, B ensityiResidentai

@ 'on Density Resioarbal

TradinonaiiNe ighbor






Lat 37 157265, Lon 30 521905

Wit la;






[

Line Table

Line #| Length Direction

L1 623.077 | N67° 42’ 03.00"E

L2 409.220 | N19" 22" 21.00"W

L3 397.840 | N55° 21" 12.00"E

L4 215.990 | N40" 22' 39.00"W

L5 2303.773 | N67° 42" 03.00E

L6 366.336 | S17° 26" 54.00"E

L7 849.776 | S17° 26’ 54.00"E

L8 790.550 | S17° 33" 34.00"E

L9 1466.710 | S68" 00’ 03.00"W

L10 | 1260.250 | S34° 02" 15.00"E

L11 | 1522.600 | S76° 35" 10.00"W

L12 838.460 | N37° 22" 13.00"W

L13 12.110 N4 38" 20.00"W

L14 57.040 | N73* 33" 31.00"E

L15 699.560 | N42° 42° 31.00"W

L16 281.560 | N24" 52" 01.00"W

L17 500.000 | N1g* 22" 21.00"W

L18 736.810 | SB89° 14’ 01.00"W

L19 40.020 | N23" 05’ 33.00"W

L20 739.438 | N69" 14" 01.00"E

NOTE:

THIS DRAWING HAS BEEN PREPARED FROM TAX
RECORDS, DEEDS AND GIS INFORMATION. A
FIELD BOUDARY SURVEY HAS NOT BEEN
PERFORMED.

500 0

500

N/F
@ DaviD ERIC CARSON VANCE
& CATRIONA OPAL VANCE
TAX MAP§ 052-11-18
ACRES: 1.90
ZONING: R1

N/F
® BRIAN K. GRAVES
& INA C. GRAVES
TAX MAP§ 052-11-17
ACRES: 1.05
ZONING: R1

@ N/F
KENNETH R. CROUCH
& DONNA M. CROUCH
TAX MAP# 052-11-16
ACRES: 0.72
ZONING: R1

N/F \

@ CHERIE CCOINER DURBAN
TAX MAP# 052-11-15A |
ACRES: 1.13
ZONING: R1

@ N/F
MAYNARD R. COINER
& JOYCE H. COINER
TAX MAP# 052-11-15
ACRES: 1.53
ZONING: R1

@ N/F
TAO LIN &
XING YING L
TAX MAP# 052-11-~14
ACRES: 1.19
ZONING: R1

@ N/F
DEBORAH L. ECHOLS &
ROBERT E. CHILES
TAX MAP# 052-11-13
ACRES: 0.96
ZONING: R1

N/F
ANDREW R. ANKRUM
& AMY M. ANKRUM
TAX MAP#
052-11-12
ACRES: 0.88
ZONING: R1

® N/F

MARK R. MATHENA &
JANYNE D. MATHENA
TAX MAP# 052-11—11
ACRES: 1.049
ZONING: R1

N/F
CHARLES J. FORD i
TAX MAP# 052-10-7

ACRES: 1.32
ZONING: R1

O oy A
DWAYNE A. COPENHAVER
& KRISTINE F. COPENHAVER
TAX MAP# 052-10-6
ACRES: 1.52
ZONING: R1

N/E
ROBERT L. FRAZIER &
BRENDA C. FRAZIER
TAX MAP# 052-10-5
ACRES: 1.49
ZONING: R1

@

3 N/F
>/ MACK W. BROWN & KAREN
BEDWELL BROWN
TAX MAPE 052—-A-30C
ACRES: 2.05
ZONING: A1

N/F
DONALD BROOKS SAVILLE JR
& RACHEL RAYNA SAVILLE
TAX MAP# 051-2-6
ACRES: 10.8
ZONING: A1

N/F
REECE STEVE BEDWELL
TAX MAP# 052-A-30
ACRES: 5.01
ZONING: A1

N/F
LARRY N. SMITH TRUST
& JANET Y. SMITH TRS
TAX MAP# 051-2-8,9
DEEDED ACRES: 0.0
ZONING: A1

® @

N/F
DAVID REYNOLDS &
LORRIE SAVILLE
TAX MAP# 051-2-1
ACRES: 8.10
ZONING: A1

1000 1500

N/F
WILLIAM JAMES SEMBELLO Hi

& IRENE LILLIAN LAMB
TAX MAP# 051-10-2
ACRES: 4.81
ZONING: Al

/F

WILLIAM JAMES SEMBELLO I

& IRENE LILLIAN LAMB
TAX MAP§ 052-1-14
ACRES: 3.57

»*

ZONING: AL,\

ACRES: 4

®
ZONING: _AM:/ -
-

/: e

-

-

..»“"/

/'-
/'-
-

-

N/F

1

ACRES: 171.89
ZONING: A1

&

TAX MAP 053-1-20

TAX MAP# 052—3-2

N/F

vPI

TAX MAP§ 052-5-4
ACRES: 21.0 - T
ZONING: A1

N/F \ NE

\ SHARON S. ETAL WALLS C/0

\ VPI & SU 37 CINDY L SIMPSON ETAL  °

FTAX MAPE 052-5-SA'\ TAX MAPF 052-A-32

} : 7 ACRES: 7.62

ZONING: At ZONING: A1

I

e .
_ — :;/ ’\\ TAX MAPF 053-1-22 \\
- e * \

e - - g TAX MAP# 053-1-21 \
o = RJE 8
MARY LOU SAVILLE

JAMES TYLER OTEY HOGE
TAX MAP# 052~3-2; 52(1)2%

|

Y

TAX MAP# 053~1-24

N

&

-

H
i

v |
PAT GARDNER WALL
& C/0 JOE WALL  #
TAX MAP# 039-A-20 §
ACRES: 18.19
ZONING: A1

N/F
JOSEPH LEE WALL
& CATHY CUSTER
TAX MAP§ 052-A-1
ACRES: 12.2
ZONING: A1

o
w\\
=

™~

o
a

T

N/F
ERIC S. SALLEE &
ROBERTA C. SALLEE

ACRES: 22.48

L
AY - /
\( - TAX MAP# 052-3—1;52(A)*
ZONING: A1

\ TAX MAP# 053-1-25

AN

\ TAX MAP# 053—1-23 S

Vo

L © \{;“‘/@\\\\

N\
A

PRICES FORK ROAD

' -

Scale

il 2

] REFLECTING TOMORROW

www.balzer.cc

New River Valley
Richmond
Roanoke
Staunton
Rarrisonburg

RESIDENTIAL LAND DEVELOPMENT ENGNEERING
SITE DEVELOPMENT ENGINEERNG
LAND USE PLANNING & ZONNG
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
LAND SURVEVING
ARCHITECTURE
STRUCTURAL ENGNEERNG.
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
ENVIRONMENTAL & SOK, SCENCE.

™1 WeTLuk0 DELIEATIONS & STREN EVALUATIONS

Balzer and Associates, Inc.
448 Peppers Ferry Road, NW
Christiansburg, VA 24073
540-381-4290
FAX 540-381-4291

|

HOGE PROPERTY

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PARCEL EXHIBI
PRICES FORK DISTRICT
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

DRAWN BY  _JCK
DESIGNED BY _ JCK
CHECKED BY _SMS
DATE 2/27/15

SCALE 1% = 500

REVISIONS:

SHEET NO.

-1

JOB NO. B1000066.00






S~

YriEws
PRIVATE

N LN
ERSO
EMPRIVATE

N
ATAVIAL
2 PRIVATE

Map Prepared by Montgomery County, Va
Planning and GIS Services, 05/13/2015

- o

"’\\“m‘h’@%}gé

T .
e

\ 1)

2

ot

Hoge Property
(160511)

0

200 400

Class

800

Legend

- .
- Corporate Line

Hoge Parcels (160511)

Tax Parcels

Village Land Use

Civic

- Low Density Residential
Medium Density Residential

High Density Residential

Mixed Use
Open Space

| | Rignt of way

ontVa Policy Map
lassification
| | RESIDENTIAL TRANSITION
RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP

| | UDA Boundary
URBAN EXPANSION

_WMontVa Villages

- Traditional Neighborhood Design (TDC))

1,200

1,600

Feet






Hoge Property 150 300

Planning and GIS Services, 05/13/2015 (160511)

Map Prepared by Montgomery County, Va






e,

Ll

~ Conservation Easements
g

il CoOrporate Boundary

Tax Parcels

Hoge Property 0 700 1,400 2,100 W@E

Feet

(160511) !






/e

AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY

OF MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 11" DAY OF APRIL, 2005 AT 7:15 P.M.

IN THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 755

ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

ORD-FY-05-26
AMENDMENT TO SECTION PLU 1.1.1,
OF THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY
2025 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
TO ESTABLISH A POLICY FOR THE
PERIODIC CONSIDERATION OF CHANGES
TO PLANNING POLICY AREA DESIGNATIONS

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Steve L. Spradlin and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The 2025 Comprehensive Plan Policy Map designates Planning Policy Areas.

These Planning Policy Areas establish boundaries for distinct urban and rural areas and identify
preferred development patterns in order to:

1.

promote growth where it can be supported by infrastructure improvements,

2. maintain existing community character, and

3.

preserve agriculture, forestry, and related uses where most appropriate based on natural resources
and where existing development and land use patterns support the cantinuation of these uses, and

WHEREAS, PLU 1.1.1 of the 2025 Comprehensive Plan calls for the development of a

policy for the periodic consideration by the county of landowner requests to change Planning Policy
Area designations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery

County, Virginia does hereby amend PLU 1.1.1 of the 2025 Comprehensive Plan as follows:

PLU 1.1.1 Policy Area Designations: The amendment Bevelop—a policy for the periodic
consideration by the county of lamdewser requests to change policy area designations in the
Comprehensive Plan includes the following:

d.

Initiation of Amendment Regquests - Amendment requests to change the desienation of

Planning Policy Areas may be initiated by the Landowner, Planning Commission, or Board
of Supervisors.

Amendment requests from landowners, the Plamming Comnmnission and the Board of
Supervisors are accepted and processed semi—almuallv between February 1% and March 1%
and between August 1% and September 1% each year commencing August 1, 2005. In
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addition. the Planming Comumission and Board of Supervisors may initiate amendments that
concern a particular village during the consideration of each of the six village plans.

b. Criteria for Amendments — A request to change the desig,n ation of a particular Plannine
Policy Area shall be approved only if one or more of the following criteria are met:

s The subject property was misinterpreted or overlooked in the comprehensive plan.

e Conditions have changed substantiallv since the last comprehensive plan update
necessitating a change (e.g.. changes in surrounding land use or economic
conditions).

« An undue hardship exists which substantially limits the use of the subject property.
» The amendment will effectively aid in the implementation of other goals of the

comprehensive plan.

Amendment requests are considered based on the preceding qualifications.

¢. Conpsideration of Amendments - All amendment requests shall be forwarded to the Planming
Commission. The Planning Commission shall give notice in accordance with Section 15.2-2204
of the Code of Virginia, and hold a public hearing on all amendment requests.  After the public

heaning, the Commission shall approve, amend and approve or disapprove the amendment to the
plan. The Commission shall by resolution make its recommendation known to the Board of

Supervisors.

The Board of Supervisors shall give notice in accordance with Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of
Virginia, and hold a public hearing on the request. The Board of Supervisors shall take action to

approve, amend and approve or deny the amendment request within ninety (30) days of the
Planning Commission’s recommending resolution,

Additions shown in underline
Deletions shown in double-strikethrough

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY
James D. Politis None
John A. Muffo
Mary W. Biggs

Steve L. Spradlin
Annette S. Perkins
Doug Marrs

Gary D. Creed

arrst. B e e Gt (T

B. Clayton Goodman, 11
County Administrator
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AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 9th DAY OF MARCH, 2015 AT 6:30 P.M. IN
THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 755
ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT:  William H. Brown -Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Vice Chair
Gary D. Creed -Supervisors
M. Todd King
Christopher A. Tuck (arrived 7:10 p.m.)
F. Craig Meadows -County Administrator
L. Carol Edmonds -Deputy County Administrator
Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney
Angie Hill -Financial & Management Services Director
Mark Magruder -Budget Manager
Ruth Richey -Public Information Officer
Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors
ABSENT: Matthew R. Gabriele -Supervisors

Annette S. Perkins

CALL TO ORDER

The Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by M. Todd King, 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 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. Economic Development Authority

Minutes, March 9, 2015
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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. Former Blacksburg Middle School Property

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King
Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown

NAY
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Christopher A. Tuck

ABSENT
Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by M. Todd King 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
M. Todd King None Matthew R. Gabriele
Mary W. Biggs Annette S. Perkins

Christopher A. Tuck
Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown

Minutes, March 9, 2015
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CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

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

Mary W. Biggs
Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King
William H. Brown

NAYS
None

ABSTAIN
Christopher A. Tuck (was not present during Closed Session)

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins

ABSENT DURING MEETING
Matthew R. Gabriele
Annette S. Perkins

INVOCATION

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

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PUBLIC ADDRESS

David Pearce addressed the need for the School Board to adopt a long-term Capital Maintenance
fund in the School Board’s budget. Mr. Pearce stated the School Board needs to develop a
substantial capital budget instead of including annual requests for one-time funds for capital
needs.

Robbie Jones spoke in support of the School Board FY 2015-2016 Budget and stated the budget
is a needs based budget.

Bill Murray addressed the Board with his concerns with the proposed Fieldstone Housing
Development. Mr. Murray stated that not all of the displaced residents have a relocation plan
and that some residents are losing their homes. He also fears that when the portion of mobile
home park, purchased by Fieldstone, is closed there will be no place for people to live that is
affordable.  He also expressed concerns with the stormwater plan. Mr. Murray believes
providing an incentive to this project is not good for the County.

Tom Sherman spoke in support of the Fieldstone Housing Development as it will provide
affordable housing in Montgomery County. Mr. Sherman encouraged the Board to support this
project and provide the necessary incentives in order for the developer to receive tax credits
needed to develop this project.

April DeMotts spoke in support of the Fieldstone Housing Development. Ms. DeMotts, a
manager for a student housing complex, stated she knows how student housing increases the cost
of residential housing in the area for everyone. She stated the Board’s support for this project
will show the Board’s commitment to the citizens for affordable housing.

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

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by M. Todd King and carried unanimously,

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

1. FY 2015-2016 Budget Presentation
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The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
Christopher A. Tuck None Matthew R. Gabriele
Gary D. Creed Annette S. Perkins
M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

FY 2015-2016 Budget Presentation

County Administrator Craig Meadows presented Montgomery County’s FY 2015-2016 Proposed
Budget. He provided the following statement:

“As you are aware, our general reassessment of County real estate became effective on January
1. In years past, reassessments were a time for local governments to “catch up” with revenue
shortfalls by capturing some of the growth in real estate property values (for example, the 2007
reassessment provided a 34% property value increase). However, the Great Recession of 2008
dramatically changed the revenue outlook for many communities. Instead of looking forward to
how to apply new real estate tax revenues to programs and capital needs, many communities
realized that further cuts would be needed simply to balance their existing budgets. Montgomery
County has been very fortunate in that, over the past two reassessments, we have seen slight
increases in real property values. For the 2015 reassessment, the County experienced an
approximate 2% increase in value. By state law, the County is allowed to retain 1% of the value
of the reassessment. This 1% value provides for an additional $700,000 in real estate tax
revenue for FY 2016. New construction is estimated to add an additional $400,000 in growth.
This projected revenue growth is more than offset by $4.1 million in additional funding requests
from County departments, which does not include any increase in compensation or benefits for
our employees. County departments (including Constitutional offices) requested a total of 15
new positions. Also, $3.9 million in additional funding is requested by the Montgomery County
Public Schools for fiscal year 2016.

The proposed FY 2015-2016 budget for the County is $175.5 million, a $3.7 million or 2%
increase from the current fiscal year. The County’s General Fund (excluding transfers) totals
$45.0 million, the Economic Development Authority incentive program represents $380,000, and
the School Operating Fund is $99.5 million. Of the $3.9 million requested in additional funding
for the schools, | am recommending an increase of $1,975,205. The proposed County budget
also includes the Debt Service Fund ($23.9 million), the School Nutrition Fund ($4.5 million),
the School Capital Construction Fund ($1.5 million), the Fire & Rescue Capital Equipment Fund
($730,000), and the Law Library Fund ($17,600).

The “revenue neutral” real estate tax rate is 88 cents, based on the 2015 reassessment. | am
proposing that the real estate tax rate for FY 2015-16 remain steady at the current rate of 89
cents. The 89 cent rate continues to earmark two cents for the School Capital Construction Fund
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and one cent for the County Capital Construction Fund to replace fire and rescue equipment. No
changes are recommended to the County’s personal property tax rates for FY 2016.

As a part of the FY 2015-2016 budget, I am proposing that the County’s pay and classification
scale be “re-graded” upward by 2%. This means that the minimum, midpoint, and maximum
salaries in each of our 32 pay grades will be increased by 2%. It also means that the County’s
employees will “move” 2% upward in his or her pay grade as well, resulting in an increase in
salary. | am further proposing that the County set aside funding to allow for a 2% merit increase
for non-probationary employees, based on the employee’s anniversary date. In the past five
years, the County has only funded one merit increase for employees. A merit increase will allow
us to begin to repair compression and inequity issues among pay in our current employee base.”

The County Administrator turned the presentation over to Carol Edmonds, Deputy County
Administrator, to provide an overview of the proposed FY 16 Budget.

The Deputy County Administrator presented the following chart showing an overview of the FY
16 Budget:

FY 16 Budget Overview

Total Proposed Budget = $175.53 Million
Proposed Real Estate Tax Rate is 89 Cents

Total Increase
$113.10 Million

General Fund
Less Transfers
School Operating
Debt Service

($ 44.10 Million)
($ 21.53 Million)

School Capital (% 1.46 Million)

EDA ($ .38 Million)

County Capital (% .73 Million)
Net General Fund = $ 44.97 Million $ 1.21 Million
School Operating Budget = $99.50 Million $ 2.45 Million
School Nutrition Fund = $ 4.55 Million $ 0.26 Million
County Capital (F&R) = $ 0.73 Million $ 0.03 Million
Debt Service = $ 23.92 Million ($ 0.30 Million)
School Capital = $ 1.46 Million $ 0.06 Million
EDA = $ .38 Million $ 0.00 Million

Total = $175.53 Million $ 3.71 Million

$ 3.71 Million Increase over FY 15
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New Undesignated Dollars $ 2.7 Million
New Designated Dollars $ .3 Million
New Designated Dollars-Schools $ .7 Million
(includes nutrition fund)
Total = $ 3.7 Million

Ms. Edmonds provided a brief summary of the 2015 Reassessment as follows:
- The 2015 Reassessment was effective January 1, 2015.

- The value increase due to the reassessment is 2%.
$7.30 Billion to $7.46 Billion

- State law allows 1% of the value increase from a general reassessment to be retained
which is $73 million.

- The revenue neutral tax rate would be 88 cents. In the Proposed Budget, the tax rate
remains at 89 cents.

- By keeping the tax rate at 89 cents, it must be advertised as a tax rate increase of one
cent.

The undesignated revenue comes from the following:

- 1% value due to the 2015 Reassessment = $ 0.7 million
- 1 centincrease from 88 cents to 89 = $ 0.7 million
- Growth from new construction = $ 0.4 million
Total real estate revenue increase = $ 1.8 million
- Net of all other revenue changes = $ 0.9 million
Increase in undesignated dollars = $ 2.7 million

Undesignated dollars to schools = $1.98 million

Undesignated dollars to county = $0.72 million
Total budget requests for FY 16 are as follows:

County Requests $4,781,475
School Operating  $3,924,543

Total $8,706,018
New Revenue $(2,710,570)
Shortfall $5,995,448
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The County Administrator concluded that during the budget preparation process, the County
received requests for increased funds from outside agencies totaling over $79,000 more than the
current $1.6 million provided in the current fiscal year. Some of these requests were to expand
or add services, while other increases are “mandated.” The proposed budget does not
recommend providing funding for any new outside agencies for FY 2016, and only provides
increased funds for those outside agencies where funding is mandated.

He reported that the required public hearings on the budget and the tax rate are scheduled for
Thursday, April 9" at 6 p.m. The Board is scheduled to establish the real estate tax rate and
adopt the budget at a special meeting on Monday, April 20™. He also requested that the Board
hold a budget work session on Monday, March 16" at 6 p.m.

Chair Brown thanked the County Administrator and his staff for all their hard work on preparing
the proposed FY 16 Budget. He asked fellow Board members if they were available for a
budget work session on Monday, March 16, 2015.

It was Board consensus to hold a budget work session on Monday, March 16, 2015 at 6:00 p.m.

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, 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

Gary D. Creed None Matthew R. Gabriele
M. Todd King Annette S. Perkins
Mary W. Biggs

Christopher A. Tuck
William H. Brown

RECESS

The Board took a recess at 8:15 and reconvened at 8:30 p.m.
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NEW BUSINESS

Fieldstone Housing Development

The County Administrator distributed a chart showing options for a financial incentive for

Fieldstone Housing Development as follows:

FIELDSTONE GRANT
March 9, 2015

Option 1= Annual Grant of 100% of Taxes Paid up to $58,874 for 10 years
and Prorated Grant for 5 years-{Fieldstone Revised Proposal}

Units 144
Estimated value 50,000
Total value 7,200,000
Less current value {585,000)
Added vValue 6,615,000
Added taxes at .89 58,874
Annual Grant
Annual grant amount ) 58,874
Years 1-10 -Total 588,740
Year 11- 80% grant 47,099
Year 12- 60% grant 35,324
Year 13- 40% grant 23,550
Year 14- 20% grant 11,775
Year 15- no grant 8]
Grand Total Grant 706,488

Units

Estimated value
Total Value

Less current value

Option 2= Annual Grant of 75% of Taxes Paid up to $58,874 for 15 years

144
50,000
7,200,000

(585,000)

Added Value
Added taxes at .89

Annual Grant at 75%
Total for 15 years

6,615,000
58,874

44,155
662,327
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Option 3= Annual Grant of 100% of Taxes Paid up to $58,874 for 10 years
Units i44

Estimated value 50,000

Total value 7,200,000

Less current value (585,000)

Added value 6,615,000

Added taxes at .89 58,874

Refund

Annual grant amount 58,874

Cost for 10 years 588,740

Option 4= No Grant

He stated that the resolution on the agenda for consideration has several blanks that the Board
will need to fill in as to what if any financial incentive the Board may want to provide.

The Board had a lengthy discussion on the proposed Fieldstone Housing Development. While
they support the development for affordable housing they expressed concerns with providing a
financial incentive.

Supervisor Creed made a motion to deny the Resolution expressing the County’s commitment to
support the development of proposed Fieldstone development located at 401 Givens Lane.
Motion died for lack of second.

Supervisor Tuck stated he was willing to make a motion to table the request in order for more
detailed information regarding the development be provided to the Board.

R-FY-15-92
TABLED
A RESOLUTION EXPRESSING THE COUNTY'S COMMITMENT
TO SUPPORT THE DEVELOPMENT OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING
ON GIVENS LANE IN THE TOWN OF BLACKSBURG, COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA

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

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the County of Montgomery, Virginia
that the Board’s resolution expressing the County’s commitment to support the development of
proposed Fieldstone development located at 401 Givens Lane, designed to provide affordable
housing within the Town of Blacksburg, County of Montgomery, Virginia is hereby TABLED
until March 23, 2015 in order to obtain more detailed information about the development.
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The vote on the foregoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

M. Todd King None Matthew R. Gabriele
Christopher A. Tuck Annette S. Perkins
Gary D. Creed

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

R-FY-15-93
APRIL 2015 DECLARED
NATIONAL COUNTY GOVERNMENT MONTH

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

WHEREAS, Counties move America forward by building infrastructure, providing
health care, administering justice, keeping communities safe, running elections, managing solid
waste, keeping records and much more; and

WHEREAS, Montgomery County, and all counties, take pride in their responsibility to
protect and enhance the health, welfare and safety of its residents in efficient and cost-effective
ways; and

WHEREAS, The National Association of Counties is encouraging counties to focus on
how they have improved their communities through building new facilities, water and sewer
improvements and other public works activities; and

WHEREAS, Each year since 1991 the National Association of Counties has encouraged
counties across the country to actively promote their own programs and services to the public
they serve.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors does hereby proclaim April 2015 as National
County Government Month and encourages all county officials, employees, schools and
residents to participate in county government celebration activities.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

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

M. Todd King

William H. Brown

Minutes, March 9, 2015
Page 11 of 12





COUNTY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

No Report.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

No Report.

BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

Supervisor Biggs reminded everyone about the government officials dessert reception being
hosted by the Montgomery-Floyd Regional Library on March 18, 2015 at 7:30 p.m.

Supervisor Brown asked everyone to keep several fire and rescue volunteers in their prayers
who have cancer. He stated that these volunteers put their lives at risk daily and no amount of
safety equipment can keep out all the toxic fumes.

ADJOURNMENT

The Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Monday, March 16, 2015 for a Budget Work
Session at 6:00 p.m. The meeting adjourned at 9:14 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
William H. Brown 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 16th DAY OF MARCH , 2015 AT 6:00 P.M. IN
MULTI-PURPOSE ROOM #2, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 755
ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:

PRESENT:  William H. Brown -Chair
Mary W. Biggs -Vice Chair
Gary D. Creed -Supervisors
Matthew R. Gabriele
M. Todd King

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

CALL TO ORDER

The Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by M. Todd King, 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. FY 2015-2016 Proposed Budget
2. Shawsville Middle School Fields

The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY
Gary D. Creed None
M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck
Matthew R. Gabriele
William H. Brown
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FY 2015-2016 Proposed Budget

An update on the FY 2015-2016 Proposed Budget was provided as follows:

State funds included in the proposed budget:

State Flexible Cuts are restored by the General Assembly ($159,844). $97,868 in
additional revenue is included in the proposed budget for general County needs.

Additional revenues for compensation increases for locally supported state employees
include $88,926 for general County needs.

The proposed school budget included:

o $64,078 in new state revenues
o $213,600 for the e-backpack program
Total increase of $277,678

State Budget Changes not included in the proposed budget:
o Additional state school revenues - $445,250.

o Additional state funds of $445,250 will give the schools $722,928 in new state
monies.
New School Funds:
County = $1,975,205
State =$722,928
Total =$2,698,133

Information regarding the proposed Proration of Personal Property Tax and a Temporary
Position Request was provided as follows:

The Commissioner of the Revenue spoke to the Board of Supervisors on February 23, 2015
about the proration of personal property motor vehicles. The Board discussed adding a full-time
position temporarily to analyze the fiscal impact of proration. Due to the short time frame and
the need for complete data to determine the financial viability of proration, the analysis should
begin as soon as possible instead of waiting until July 2015.

Time frame for adopting the ordinance:

October 26, 2015 — Schedule Public Hearing
November 23, 2015 — Hold Public hearing
December 14, 2015 — Approve ordinance
January 1, 2016 — Effective Date

An appropriation resolution will be included on the Board of Supervisors agenda for the March
23 meeting, if the Board chooses to fund a temporary position.
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FT temporary position:
No benefits
Could be filled immediately and would terminate November 30, 2015 (eight months)
Cost is $20,086

In September, the Commissioner will need to provide the Board of Supervisors with a fiscal
impact analysis of the viability of proration, including the estimate for the ongoing revenue
generated from the proration of PPMV.

If the ongoing revenues generated from proration exceed the costs and the BOS wishes to pursue

proration, the temporary position could be funded on a permanent basis for the remainder of the
year and built into the FY 17 operating budget.

Shawsville Middle School Fields

Information pertaining to the recreational fields in eastern Montgomery was provided to the
Board. Maps of each school facility showing the recreational fields were distributed.

"“;‘.'-1\\/
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The issue at hand is whether to keep the recreational fields at the former Shawsville Elementary
School and Shawsville Middle School. Information on the two properties were provided by the
Montgomery County Assessor as follows:

Shawsville Elementary

Acreage: 14.3663 Acres

Zoning: Al

PSA: Water & Sewer Available
Current assessment: Land=$ 74,700
Improvements= $456,200

Total = $530,900

The current assessed value for the former Shawville Elementary School considers the
obsolescence of a closed school structure. The building itself is more of a liability than an asset,
due to its locations as well as an implied presence of asbestos that was used in construction
during the era this school was built. The option of demolition of the improvements would
constitute a liability to the current value therefore diminishing the current total value. All
acreage except the two acres the old school sets on is located in a flood zone. The current
assessment breaks down the land as 2 acres assessed at $25,000 an acre, and 12.3663 acres
assessed at $2,000 per acre. This reflects the location within the flood zone.
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Shawsville Middle School

Part of Shawsville Middle School: Three parcels

Parcel 1D: 070692, 8.3 Acres (Approx)

Parcel ID: 070807, 3.03 Acres

Parcel 1D: 070696, .367 Acres

Total Approximate Acreage: 11.5 Acres

Zoning: Al

PSA: Water & Sewer Available

Improvements = 0

Current assessment: Land=11.5 Acres x $35,000 = $402,500

The largest acreage, parcel 070692, is part of the Shawsville Middle School and contains
approximately 8.3 acres of the current 14 acre Shawsville Middle School site. This part of the
Middle School Site has the old Shawsville High School football stadium, parking and tennis
courts. The old school building that was located here has recently been demolished. The second
acreage, parcel 070807, contains 3.03 acres. This parcel is currently being used for a
baseball/softball field. The third acreage, parcel 070696, contains .367 acres. This parcel is a
small buffer parcel between the stadium and the adjoining residential neighborhood.

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, 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 DURING VOTE
M. Todd King None Annette S. Perkins
Mary W. Biggs

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

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by M. Todd King and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby enters into Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:
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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. Alleghany Spring Green Box Site
The vote on the forgoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT DURING VOTE
Mary W. Biggs None Annette S. Perkins
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

William H. Brown

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Christopher A. Tuck, seconded by Gary D. Creed 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
Annette S. Perkins None
Christopher A. Tuck

Matthew R. Gabriele

Gary D. Creed

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Matthew R. Gabriele, seconded by M. Todd King 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.
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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

M. Todd King

Mary W. Biggs
Annette S. Perkins
William H. Brown

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
None

ABSENT DURING MEETING
None

ADJOURNMENT

The Chair declared the meeting adjourned to Monday, March 23, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. The meeting
adjourned at 7:38 p.m.

APPROVED ATTEST:
William H. Brown F. Craig Meadows
Chair County Administrator
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"I was deeply saddened to see what had become of the
church my family had attended from the 1920s until 2000...
Last year my daughter and I were in town for the Crooked
Road festival, and were privileged to hear Olen and Frances
Gardener perform in the sanctuary, along with several other
excellent musicians and singers... perhaps it can still be a
place to lift the spirit and feed the soul.”
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Lincoln Theater, Marion

» Seats 500
» Raised $1.8 M to renovate
» “Song of the Mountains”
PBS show airs to 170 stations
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Collaboration
PR/Political support
Grants

Tax Incentives
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 Phase 2 — Arts/Music I
I Workshops :
| $500k |
Phase 1 — concert venue
$1M S750K - S1M

$300k | $100k engineering & architecture

$5500/mo (7 years)
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Thousands of FB impressions
in first two weeks

Dozens of comments/emails
Overwhelmingly positive
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“The economic potential for the area is amazing.
In speaking with my friends, co-workers, etc,
they all believe that someplace like this in
downtown Christiansburg is long overdue.”
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www.100WestMainStreet.com

K] facebook.com/100WestMainStreet
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