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vﬂ'”% CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
S{?@; August 1 ’ 2022 J. Lloyd Snook, I1I, Mayor

4:00 PM OPENING SESSION

Register at www.charlottesville.gov/izoom. This portion of the meeting is held electronically in accordance with a local
ordinance amended and re-enacted March 7, 2022, to ensure continuity of government and prevent the spread of
disease during a declared State of Emergency. Individuals with disabilities who require assistance or special
arrangements to participate in the public meeting may call (434) 970-3182 or submit a request via email to
ada@charlottesville.gov. The City of Charlottesville requests that you provide a 48-hour notice so that proper
arrangements may be made.

Call to Order/Roll Call
Agenda Approval
Reports

1. Presentation: FY2024 City Budget overview

5:30 PM CLOSED SESSION as provided by Sections 2.2-3711 and 2.2-3712 of the Virginia
Code (TBD)

6:30 PM BUSINESS SESSION

This portion of the meeting will accommodate a limited number of in-person public participants in City Council Chamber
at City Hall as we employ a hybrid approach to public meetings during the locally declared state of emergency.
Registration is available for a lottery-based seating selection at www.charlottesville.gov/1543/Reserve-a-Seat-for-City-
Council-Meeting. Reservation requests may also be made by contacting the Clerk of Council office at
clerk@charlottesville.gov or 434-970-3113.

Moment of Silence
Announcements
Recognitions/Proclamations
Consent Agenda*

2. Minutes: June 21 special meeting; July 18 special meeting

3. Resolution: Authorizing a refund of $8,132.19 to a taxpaying entity or business, for
business license tax paid in error for 2022 (2nd reading)

4. Resolution: Approving Settlement of Disputed Real Estate Assessment (Omni Hotel)
(2nd reading)

5. Resolution: COVID Homelessness Emergency Response Program-Community
Development Block Grant Amendment - $250,816 (2nd reading)

6. Resolution: Appropriating Funds for the Virginia Department of Education Special
Nutrition Program Summer Food Service Program - $250,000 (2nd reading)

7. Resolution: State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP) Grant for $4,748 (2nd
reading)

8. Resolution: Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 E. High Street (1 reading)

City Manager Report
. Report: City Manager Report
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Community Matters

Action ltems

9.

10.

11.
12.

13.

Public

Hearing/Ord.:

Public

Hearing/Res.:

Ordinance:
Ordinance:

Resolution:

General Business

14.

Report:

Other Business

Community Matters (2)

Adjournment

Public comment for up to 16 speakers (limit 3 minutes per speaker). Preregistration available for
first 8 spaces; speakers announced by Noon on meeting day (9:00 a.m. sign-up deadline).
Additional public comment at end of meeting. Public comment will be conducted through
electronic participation while City Hall is closed to the public. Participants can register in advance
at www.charlottesville.gov/zoom.

Plastic Bag Tax (2nd reading and Public Hearing)

American Rescue Plan Fund Allocations (1 of 2 readings)

415 10th Street NW, Rezoning from R-1S to B-2 (1 of 2 readings)

415 and 415-B 10th Street NW - Designation of Property as an Individually
Protected Property (1 of 2 readings)

Resolution of Support for four (4) TIPDC / MPO Grant Applications (1
reading)

Sister Cities Commission Annual Report (written report only)
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date:  August 1, 2022

Action Preliminary discussion

Required:

Presenter: Krisy Hammill, Director of Budget
Staff Krisy Hammill, Director of Budget
Contacts: Michael Rogers, City Manager
Title: FY2024 City Budget overview

Background
Annual City Budget development

Discussion
This is a presentation to begin discussion about the Fiscal Year 2024 City Budget.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan
The budget touches on all components of the City's Vision.

Community Engagement
The budget development process affords many opportunities for community
engagement.

Budgetary Impact
TBD

Recommendation
The formal recommendation will be made with the City Manager's Budget presentation
to City Council, which generally occurs during the first City Council meeting in March.

Alternatives
Council and staff will discuss alternatives during the budget development process.

Attachments
None
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CHARLOTTESVILLE CITY COUNCIL
SPECIAL MEETING
June 21, 2022 at 1:30 p.m.
Virtual/electronic meeting via Zoom

The Charlottesville City Council met electronically on Tuesday, June 21, 2022 at 1:30 p.m. in
accordance with a local ordinance amended and re-enacted on March 7, 2022, to ensure continuity
of government and prevent the spread of disease during the coronavirus State of Emergency. The
special meeting was called in order to hold a closed meeting on matters involving city boards and
commissions as well as legal consultation.

Mayor Lloyd Snook called the meeting to order at 1:32 p.m. and Deputy Clerk of Council
Maxicelia Robinson called the roll, noting all members present: Mayor Lloyd Snook, Vice Mayor
Juandiego Wade, and Councilors Sena Magill, Michael Payne and Brian Pinkston.

On motion by Wade, seconded by Pinkston, Council voted 5-0 (Ayes: Magill, Payne,
Pinkston, Snook, Wade; Noes: none) to convene in closed session as authorized by Virginia Code
Sections 2.2-3711 and 2.2- 3712, specifically:

* Section 2.2-3711(A)(1) and (A)(8), for consideration of appointments by City Council
to the City’s planning commission and other boards and commissions; legal
consultation regarding compliance with requirements of Va. Code 15.2-2212 and
related ordinances and resolutions; and to discuss various pending litigation matters.

On motion by Wade, seconded by Pinkston, Council certified by the following vote: 5-0
(Ayes: Magill, Payne, Pinkston, Snook, Wade; Noes: none), that to the best of each Council
member’s knowledge only public business matters lawfully exempted from the open meeting
requirements of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act and identified in the Motion convening
the closed session were heard, discussed or considered in the closed session.

The meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

BY Order of City Council BY Kyna Thomas, Clerk of Council
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CHARLOTTESVILLE CITY COUNCIL
SPECIAL MEETING
July 18, 2022 at 2:00 p.m.
Virtual/electronic meeting via Zoom

The Charlottesville City Council met electronically on Monday, July 18, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. in
accordance with a local ordinance amended and re-enacted on March 7, 2022, to ensure continuity
of government and prevent the spread of disease during the coronavirus State of Emergency. The
special meeting was called in order to hold a closed meeting on matters involving city boards and
commissions as well as legal consultation.

Mayor Lloyd Snook called the meeting to order and Clerk of Council Kyna Thomas called the roll,
noting the following members present: Mayor Lloyd Snook and Councilors Sena Magill, Michael
Payne and Brian Pinkston. Vice Mayor Juandiego Wade gave prior notice of his absence due to an
overseas mission trip.

On motion by Magill, seconded by Payne, Council voted 4-0 (Ayes: Magill, Payne,
Pinkston, Snook; Noes: none; Absent: Wade) to convene in closed session as authorized by
Virginia Code Sections 2.2-3711 and 2.2- 3712, specifically:

* Section 2.2-3711(A)(1) and (A)(8), for consideration of future appointments by
Council to the City’s planning commission and other boards and commissions, and
legal consultation regarding compliance with requirements of Va. Code 15.2-2212 and
City council ordinances and resolutions.

On motion by Magill, seconded by Payne, Council certified by the following vote: 4-0
(Ayes: Magill, Payne, Pinkston, Snook; Noes: none; Absent: Wade), that to the best of each
Council member’s knowledge only public business matters lawfully exempted from the open
meeting requirements of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act and identified in the Motion
convening the closed session were heard, discussed or considered in the closed session.

The meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

BY Order of City Council BY Kyna Thomas, Clerk of Council
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022
Action Required:  Approval of Refund of Business License Tax Payment
Presenter: Todd Divers, Commissioner of the Revenue

Staff Contacts: Todd Divers, Commissioner of the Revenue
Lisa Robertson, City Attorney
Jason Vandever, City Treasurer

Title: Authorizing a refund of $8,132.19 to a taxpaying entity or business, for
business license tax paid in error for 2022 (2nd reading)

Background

Ownership of a Charlottesville City business changed in August of 2021. In addition to filing for a
renewal of their business license for 2022 under the new entity, they mistakenly submitted and paid
for a renewal under the old entity. We subsequently discovered that the old entity had ceased
operations and therefore did not need a 2022 business license. We, therefore, are obliged to refund
the tax collected in error.

The City is required to refund business license taxes paid in error with interest per Code of Virginia
§58.1-3703.1 (A) (2) (e). The amount paid for the 2022 business license was $7,891.76. In addition,
Code of Virginia §58.1-3703.1(A)(2)(e) states: “Interest shall be paid on the refund of any BPOL tax
from the date of payment or due date, whichever is later, whether attributable to an amended return
or other reason. Interest on any refund shall be paid at the same rate charged under §58.1-

3916.” The interest amount is $240.43.

Discussion

City Code requires Council approval for any tax refunds resulting from an erroneous assessment in
excess of $2,500 . Payment of interest is also required in accordance with Section 14-12(g) of the
Charlottesville City Code.

Per City Code Sec. 30-6(b), the Commissioner of the Revenue has provided to the City Attorney
information necessary to enable her to consent to the determination of the Commissioner of the
Revenue that the tax paid by the taxpayer was erroneous and should therefore be refunded. The
refund has therefore been approved for presentment to Council by the City Attorney, Commissioner
of the Revenue, and City Treasurer.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqic Plan
n/a
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Community Engagement
n/a

Budgetary Impact

The refund will reduce current year Business License Tax revenue (GL 410150) by $8,132.19. If
revenues in GL 410150 are not sufficient to cover such refund, funds shall be drawn from the
Citywide reserve (GL 1631001000).

Recommendation
Approval of the tax refund.

Suggested Motion: “I move the RESOLUTION authorizing a refund of $8,132.19 to a taxpaying
entity or business, for business license taxes paid in error for 2022”

Alternatives
n/a

Attachments

1. Refund Calculation
2. Resolution
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Refund Interest Calculation

Payment (Paid Date |Refund Date |Days [Rate [Payment Amount |Annualized Interest |Tax Refund |Interest Refund
2022 BL 3/1/2022 7/18/2022| 139 8%| S 7,891.76 | S 631.34|S 7,891.76 | $ 240.43
Total S 8,132.19
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Suggested Motion: “I move the RESOLUTION authorizing a refund of $8,132.19 to a taxpaying entity
or business, for business license taxes paid in error for 2022

RESOLUTION

Authorizing a refund of $8,132.19 to a taxpaying entity or business, for
business license taxes paid in error for 2022

WHEREAS, the Commissioner of the Revenue has determined that a taxpaying entity or
business paid 2022 Business License Tax to the City of Charlottesville in error; and

WHEREAS, that taxpaying entity or business has requested a refund of the amount paid
in error; and

WHEREAS, the Commissioner of the Revenue has certified that a refund of taxes paid is
due in the amount of $8,132.19; and

WHEREAS, City Code Section 30-6(b) requires City Council approval for any tax
refund exceeding $2,500.00; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council for the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, that the City
Council hereby authorizes the City Treasurer to issue a refund of $8,132.19 from GL 410150
(business license tax revenue) or from GL 1631001000 (Citywide reserve) as necessary, payable
to that taxpaying entity or business.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required: Approval of Resolution
Presenter: Lisa Robertson, City Attorney
Staff Contacts: Lisa Robertson, City Attorney

Title: Approving Settlement of Disputed Real Estate Assessment (Omni Hotel)
(2nd reading)

Background

In March 2021 the Omni Charlottesville Virginia Corporation ("Omni") filed an action in the
Charlottesville Circuit Court, challenging the City's real estate assessment for Tax Year 2020;
subsequently, the lawsuit was amended to include a challenge to the City's real estate assessment
for Tax Year 2021. The Omni currently has an appeal pending before the City's Board of Equalization
(BOE) challenging its real estate assessment for Tax Year 2022.

Discussion

Over the course of the past year, attorneys for the Omni and for the City (the law firm of Gentry
Locke) have engaged in mutual discussions regarding the challenged assessments. At this time the
parties have reached a tentative settlement agreement, which would not become effective unless
approved by action of City Council.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqic Plan
N/A

Community Engagement
N/A

Budgetary Impact
The fiscal impact of the proposed settlement to the City is a total of $150,099.19.

Recommendation
Approval.

Suggested Motion: "I move the RESOLUTION approving the Settlement Agreement and
Release between the Omni Charlottesville Virginia Corporation and the City of Charlottesville,
made as of July 1, 2022."
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Alternatives

If the City Council elects not to approve the Settlement Agreement and Release, then City City and
the Omni would proceed to trial in Charlottesville Circuit Court Case No. CL21-116 and within the
Board of Equalization appeal of the Omni's assessment for Tax Year 2022.

Attachments
1. RESOLUTION for Omni Settlement Agreement
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RESOLUTION

Approving a Settlement Agreement and Release between the Omni Charlottesville Virginia
Corporation and the City of Charlottesville, made as of July 1, 2022

WHEREAS the Omni Charlottesville Virginia Corporation (“Omni”) and the City of
Charlottesville (“City”) are parties to an action pending in the Circuit Court of the City of
Charlottesville styled Omni Charlottesville Virginia Corporation v. City of Charlottesville,
Virginia, Case No. CL21-116 (the “Action”), addressing the real estate tax assessments for the
Omni property for tax years 2020 and 2021; and

WHEREAS Omni currently has an appeal of the City’s assessment of the Omni property
for tax year 2022 pending before the City’s Board of Equalization (the “BOE Appeal’); and

WHEREAS Omni and the City wish to settle the disputes between them and dismiss the
Action and the BOE Appeal on the terms and conditions stated below; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia THAT a
Settlement Agreement and Release made between Omni and the City as of July 1, 2022 is hereby
ratified and approved, upon the following terms and conditions:

1. Settlement Payment. In consideration of the release set forth in this Agreement,
the City shall refund to Omni, and agrees to accept, a payment in the principal amount of
$135,304.57, plus accrued interest in the amount of $14,794.62 as of June 20, 2022, with interest
accruing thereafter at the rate of $37.07 per diem (collectively the “Settlement Payment”), as a
refund of a portion of the real property taxes imposed on real property owned by Omni, known as
212 Ridge Mcintire Road, Charlottesville, Virginia, bearing Parcel No. 330155L00 (the
“Property”). The Settlement Payment amount includes the refunds of taxes and interest due to
Omni based on the revised assessments set forth in Paragraph No. 3 of this Agreement.

2. Dismissal. Upon receipt of the Settlement Payment, counsel for Omni shall endorse
and deliver to counsel for the City an Agreed Order dismissing the Actions, with prejudice.

3. Compromise Assessments for Tax Years 2020, 2021, and 2022. For purposes of
this settlement, the City shall set the assessment of the Property for tax years 2020-2022 as follows:
$40.0 million for tax year 2020, $30.0 million for tax year 2021, and $30.6 million for tax year
2022. Due to the compromise assessment for tax year 2022, the real estate tax installment due on
the Property to the City no later than December 5, 2022, shall be $146,880.00.

4. No Admissions. The parties acknowledge that the City’s assessments of the
Property for tax years 2020-2022 remain in dispute. Omni maintains that the City’s assessments
are erroneous and significantly exceed the fair market value of the Property. The City maintains
that its assessments are not erroneous and are at the fair market value of the Property.
Accordingly, the parties agree that nothing in this Agreement or the performance hereof shall be
taken as an admission or concession of any type or kind regarding or relating to the Property’s
actual fair market value for tax years 2020-2022.
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5. Mutual Releases. In consideration of the promises and rights granted in this
Agreement, the sufficiency of which is expressly acknowledged, Omni discharges and releases the
City and its officers, employees, agents, attorneys, and representatives, from all claims, debts,
suits, actions, charges, demands, judgments, costs, executions, liabilities and all other obligations,
whether in contract, tort, or other, known and unknown, both legal and equitable, which have been
brought or could have been brought, relating to the subject matter of the Actions or related in any
way to the City’s real property tax assessments of the Property for the tax years 2020, 2021, and/or
2022,

In consideration of the promises and rights granted in this Agreement, the sufficiency of
which is expressly acknowledged, the City discharges and releases Omni and its shareholders,
officers, employees, agents, attorneys, and representatives, from all claims, debts, suits, actions,
charges, demands, judgments, costs, executions, liabilities and all other obligations, whether in
contract, tort, or other, known and unknown, both legal and equitable, which have been brought
or could have been brought, relating to the subject matter of the Actions or related in any way to
the City’s real property tax assessments for the Property for the tax years 2020, 2021, and/or 2022.

6. Fees and Costs. Each party shall bear its own attorney’s fees and costs.
7. Merger. No promise or agreement not herein expressed has been made by, between

or among the parties, and in executing this Agreement, the parties are not relying upon any
statement or oral representations made to them by each other or by anyone else who has not acted
for them or on their own behalf but are each relying solely upon their own judgment. No
consideration has been given, or is or has been offered, promised, expected, or held out other than
as provided herein, and no conditions precedent to the effectiveness of this Agreement exist other
than as expressly provided herein. This Agreement creates no new rights other than as expressly
provided herein.

8. Full and Final Settlement. The parties understand that this is a full and final
disposition of the claims and disputes between them, both as to the existence, and the nature and
extent of, liability by any party except as specified herein. The parties understand and agree fully
that this Agreement constitutes a compromise settlement and is mutual, final, and binding upon
the parties.

9. Compromised Claims. The parties understand and agree that this Agreement
constitutes the settlement of disputed claims, that liability has been denied by all parties, and that
this Agreement, the consideration therefor, and all negotiations relating thereto, are for settlement
purposes only and shall not be construed as an admission of liability or responsibility for any
wrongful act or omission at any time on the part of any party. Accordingly, the parties agree to
this compromise in lieu of litigation and in consideration of the avoidance of litigation, its
expenses, and the potential risk of loss, and for no other reason. The parties further agree that this
Agreement shall not be admissible or usable in any future lawsuit or tax controversies between the
parties relating to the City’s assessments of the Property for ad valorem tax purposes for tax year
2023 and/or any subsequent tax years.
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10. Modifications. No modification of this Agreement shall be valid unless it is in
writing and signed by all parties, with the approval of the Charlottesville City Council as may be
required by Virginia law.

11.  Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall bind and inure to the benefit of all
parties, their successors, and permitted assigns, and each of them.

12.  Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts, each
of which shall be deemed an original, and all of which together shall constitute one and the same
instrument.

13.  Authority. Each signor warrants that he/she has full legal authority to execute this
Settlement Agreement on behalf of the parties.

14.  Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance
with Virginia law. In the event any litigation arises concerning enforcement of this Agreement,
venue shall be a court of competent jurisdiction in the City of Charlottesville, Virginia. This
Agreement has been read by the parties hereto, and where appropriate, by the attorneys for all of
the parties hereto, and the parties understand its content and are satisfied with its terms.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor is hereby authorized to execute a written
Settlement Agreement and Release, upon the terms stated above within this Resolution, upon the
approval of the City Attorney as to the form of such written Settlement Agreement and Release.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required: Approval and Appropriation
Presenter: Misty Graves, Director
Staff Contacts: Misty Graves, Director

Title: COVID Homelessness Emergency Response Program-Community
Development Block Grant Amendment - $250,816 (2nd reading)

Background

A C.0.V.1.D. Homelessness Emergency Response Program amended grant of $200,000 has been
awarded to support non-congregate emergency shelter operations and administrative expenses from
July 1, 2021 to March 31, 2022. The Thomas Jefferson Area Coalition for the Homeless plans,
designs and coordinates the local homelessness continuum of care and is the provider of record for
data collection.

Discussion

The City of Charlottesville has staff from the departments of Human Services and Social Services
taking leadership roles in the governance of T.J.A.C.H. This grant supports the additional costs
associated with maintaining the required data associated with the C.O.V.I.D. global pandemic.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan

This grant advances the City of Charlottesville’s Strategic Plan Goal #1 of an inclusive community of
self-sufficient residents. Specifically, it will facilitate the objective of increasing affordable housing
options.

Community Engagement

This grant and plan are the product of extensive engagement of the service provider community for
persons experiencing homelessness. This partnership is reflective of the new governance model for
T.J.A.C.H. and the priority requests of the Interfaith Movement Promoting Action by Congregations
Together (IMPACT).

Budgetary Impact

This grant will be entirely Federal pass-through funds. No local match is required. There is no
budget impact for the City of Charlottesville. All funds will be distributed to sub-recipients for service
provision.
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Recommendation
Staff recommends approval and appropriation of grant funds.

Alternatives

Council may elect to not accept the funds and the community will not have the capacity to administer
the following services to persons experiencing a housing crisis: Emergency low-barrier shelter,
coordinated assessment, rapid rehousing, H.M.1.S., coalition coordination and administration.

Attachments

1. Resolution_COVID Homelessness Emergency Response Program-Community Development
Block Grant Amendment ($250,816)
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RESOLUTION
Appropriating Supplemental Funding in the Amount of $250,816 to be received from

Community Development Block Grant for the COVID Homelessness Emergency Response

Program (C.H.E.R.P.)

WHEREAS, The City of Charlottesville, through the Department of Human Services,
has received the C.H.E.R.P. Grant from the Virginia Department of Housing and Community
Development in the amount of $250,816.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Charlottesville, Virginia that the sum of $250,816 is hereby appropriated in the following
manner:

Revenues

$250,816 Fund: 209 10: 1900448 G/L: 430120 Federal Pass Thru
Expenditures

$250,816 Fund: 209 10: 1900448 G/L: 530550 Contracted Services

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this appropriation is conditioned upon receipt of

$250,816 in funds from the Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022
Action Required: Approval and Appropriation
Presenter: Christopher Carr, Management Specialist Il

Staff Contacts: Christopher Carr, Management Specialist Il
Victor Garber, Deputy Director

Title: Appropriating Funds for the Virginia Department of Education Special
Nutrition Program Summer Food Service Program - $250,000 (2nd
reading)

Background

The City of Charlottesville, through the Parks and Recreation Department, has received approval for
reimbursement of up to $250,000 from the Virginia Department of Education Special Nutrition
Program to provide free breakfast and lunch to children attending summer camp programs, and
dinner to our community housing centers.

Discussion

Charlottesville Parks and Recreation will operate five Summer Camp programs and four community
housing centers (Westhaven, Friendship Court, South First, and Greenstone) throughout the City of
Charlottesville. These sites serve children in Pre K-9th grades, for eight weeks during the summer,
June 22-August 12. Various activities are planned from 9:00am-4:00pm, Monday through Friday.
This summer we will be sponsoring the Girls and Boys Club and the YMCA. The reimbursement will
cover the costs of nutritious meals at these locations, which also have an educational/enrichment
component. The Virginia Department of Education Special Nutrition Program provides a free,
nutritious breakfast and lunch for these children, and the community housing centers will provide a
free, nutritious dinner. Most of the children served receive free or reduced meals during the school
year. The Parks & Recreation Camp has almost 2,000 enrollees this summer.

The $250,000 appropriation covers the cost of the food and administration of the summer food
service program. The breakfast and lunches are purchased through the City of Charlottesville
School Food Service and the dinners will be purchased through Pearl Island Foods, LLC. The Parks
and Recreation Department pays the bills to the City of Charlottesville Food Service and Pearl Island
Food, LLC, and is then reimbursed by the Virginia Department of Education Special Nutrition
Programs.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqic Plan
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Approval of this agenda item aligns directly with Council’s vision for Charlottesville to be America’s
Healthiest City and it contributes to Goal 2 of the Strategic Plan to be a safe, equitable, thriving, and
beautiful community. Children will receive nutritious breakfast, lunch and/or dinner, hopefully
replacing a meal that did not exist or providing a healthier balanced option for them.

Community Engagement
N/A

Budgetary Impact
This has no impact on the General Fund as there is no local match required. The funds will be
expensed and reimbursed to a Grants Fund.

Recommendation
Staff recommends approval and appropriation of funds.

Alternatives

If money is not appropriated, the free breakfast and lunch program will not be offered to youth, most
of whom receive free or reduced meals during the school year.

Attachments
1. SFSP Resolution
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RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING FUNDS FOR
Virginia Department of Education Special Nutrition Program
Summer Food Service Program
$250,000

WHEREAS, the City of Charlottesville, through Parks and Recreation, has received
approval for reimbursement up to $250,000 from the Virginia Department of Education Special
Nutrition Program to provide free breakfast and lunch to children attending summer camp

programs; and

WHEREAS, the grant award covers the period from period June 22, 2022 through
October 31, 2022.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Charlottesville, Virginia, which the sum of $250,000, received from the Virginia Department of

Education Special Nutrition Program, is hereby appropriated in the following manner:

Revenue — $250,000

Fund: 209 Internal Order: 1900473 G/L Account: 430120

Expenditures - $250,000

Fund: 209 Internal Order: 1900473 G/L Account: 530670

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this appropriation is conditioned upon the receipt
of $250,000 from the Virginia Department of Education Special Nutrition Program.

Page 20 of 125



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022
Action Required: Approval and Appropriation
Presenter: Ashley Marshall, Deputy City Manager

Staff Contacts: Ashley Marshall, Deputy City Manager
Gail Hassmer, Chief Accountant

Title: State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP) Grant for $4,748 (2nd
reading)

Background

The City of Charlottesville has received the State Criminal Alien Assistance Program Grant (SCAAP),
on behalf of the Albemarle-Charlottesville Regional Jail, in the amount of $4,748. These are federal
funds to reimburse the Albemarle-Charlottesville Regional Jail for Fiscal Year 2020 expenses of
housing alien inmates. Albemarle County is appropriating funds received under the same program
that will also be passed through to the Regional Jail.

Discussion

The State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP) provides federal payments to states and
localities that incurred correctional officer salary costs for incarcerating certain undocumented
criminal aliens. The award amount is based on the number of undocumented persons incarcerated
at the Albemarle-Charlottesville Regional Jail. As this is not a one-time grant, the Jail will receive
future payments from the City as they are granted.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqic Plan

These funds align with Council’s Vision for a Smart, Citizen-Focused Government -- Acceptance of
these funds will support quality services at our Regional Jail and will help ensure that services are
provided in the most efficient and cost effective way to citizens.

These funds also support Goal 2: Be a safe, equitable, thriving and beautiful community, and
Objective 2.1. Provide an effective and equitable public safety system

Community Engagement
N/A

Budgetary Impact
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There is no budgetary impact as 78% of these funds will be passed through directly to the Regional

Jail. The remaining 22% will be sent to Justice Benefits, Inc., which provides administrative support
for the regional jail.

Recommendation
Staff recommends approval and appropriation of funds to the Regional Jail.

Alternatives
N/A

Attachments
1. Resolution_$4,748 SCAAP Regional Jail appropriation
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RESOLUTION
Appropriating funds for State Criminal Alien Assistance Program
(SCAAP) Grant for 2020 reimbursement - $4,748

WHEREAS, the State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP) grant, providing
federal payments for correctional officer salary costs incurred for incarcerating certain
undocumented criminals has been awarded the City of Charlottesville, on behalf of the
Albemarle-Charlottesville Regional Jail, in the amount of $4,748.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Charlottesville, Virginia that a total of $3,703.44 be appropriated and passed through to the
Albemarle-Charlottesville Regional Jail and $1,044.56 be appropriated and passed through to
Justice Benefits, Inc.

Revenues
$4,748.00 Fund: 211 Internal Order: 1900474 G/L Account: 431110
Expenses
$3,703.44 Fund: 211 Internal Order: 1900474 G/L Account: 530550
$1,044.56 Fund: 211 Internal Order: 1900474 G/L Account: 530670

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this appropriation is conditioned upon the receipt

of $4,748 from the U. S. Bureau of Justice Assistance.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required:  Approval of Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 E. High Street

Presenter: Jeffrey Werner, Historic Preservation and Design Planner
Staff Contacts: Jeffrey Werner, Historic Preservation and Design Planner
Title: Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 E. High Street (1 reading)

Background

Per Sec 34-1045, applicants for a development subject to Site Plan review and within an Entrance
Corridor Overlay may request approval of a Comprehensive Signage Plan (CSP). City Council may
approve a CSP upon a determination there is good cause for deviating from the sign ordinance and
the CSP will serve the public purposes and objectives at least as well, or better, than signage
allowed by-right and, in evaluating a request, consider the recommendations of the Planning
Commission and the ERB.

On June 12, 2018, the Entrance Corridor Review Board (ERB) approved a Certificate of
Appropriateness for a three-story medical office building and a two-story rear parking deck at the

parcel located at the NE corner of East High Street and 10t Street NE.

In November 2020, the applicant requested approval of a CSP in order to allow three monument
signs on the property—City Code allows one monument sign and limits the size. On July 12, 2022,
the ERB and Planning Commission reviewed the CSP and recommended Council approve the plan
with the inclusion of staff's recommended conditions.

Proposed Action: Approve the Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street as
presented, referenced, and expressed in the July 12, 2022 staff report to Planning Commission and
Entrance Corridor Review Board and will incorporate the two conditions recommended by staff.

Discussion
This medical office facility is located on a corner lot with access to the rear parking structure from an

entrance off East High Street and an entrance off 10t Street NE. The primary and largest monument
sign is located at this corner and prominently identifies the facility. The two smaller monument signs
provide direction at the two separate entrances to the parking structure.

On July 12, 2022, the City’s Planning Commission reviewed the request at an advertised public

hearing and, in approving the Consent Agenda, adopted the following motion: "Having considered
the standards set forth within the City Code, including City’s Entrance Corridor Design Guidelines, |
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move to find that the Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street, satisfies the ERB’s
criteria and is compatible with this Entrance Corridor and that the ERB recommends City Council
approve this Comprehensive Signage Plan as submitted with the two conditions recommended by
staff."

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqic Plan

Approval of this CSP aligns with Council’s vision for Economic Sustainability :
. The City has facilitated significant mixed and infill development within the City.

Community Engagement

As with other actions related to the project’s design review, abutting property owners were notified
prior to the meeting. There were no public comments at the July 12, 2022 meeting.

Budgetary Impact
Approval of this CSP will have no budgetary impact.

Recommendation

The ERB and Planning Commission reviewed this item at the July 12, 2022 meeting and, by vote,
recommended Council approve the Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street as
referenced in the July 12, 2022 staff report to the ERB and Planning Commission, including the
conditions therein recommended by staff. Staff concurs with the recommendation above.

Recommended Motion: "I move the RESOLUTION approving a Comprehensive Signage Plan for
920 East High Street"

Alternatives

City Council may, by motion, approve the attached Resolution. By motion, Council may also deny
approval of the Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan. (If Council denies approval of the
Comprehensive Signage Plan, the Landowner may either revise and resubmit the CSP or proceed
with all signage being subject to the generally applicable signage regulations set forth within Chapter
34 of the City Code, Article IX, Division 4 (Signs)).

Attachments

1. 920 East High St - CSP - ERB staff report and attachments (Final June 29 2022)
2.  Resolution - CC - CSP 920 East High
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

STAFF REPORT

Entrance Corridor Review Board review of
proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 E. High Street

PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING
DATE OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: July 12, 2022

Project Planner: Matt Alfele

Zoning: Downtown North Corridor

Entrance Corridor Overlay District: Section 34-307(a)(10) East High Street/9th Street from Long
Street to East Market Street, Sub-area C

Tax Parcels: 530273000. Site Acreage: 1.228 acres

Current Usage: Multi--story, medical office building (under construction).

Staff report prepared by: Jeff Werner, AICP, Preservation & Design Planner, and Read Brodhead,
Zoning Administrator

Relevant Code Section

Section 34-309(a)(3). Planning Commission serves as the entrance corridor review board (ERB)
responsible for administering the design review process in entrance corridor overlay districts (EC).

Section 34-1045. Applicants for a development that is subject to Site Plan review and design
review may request approval of a Comprehensive Signage Plan (CSP). The ERB reviews such
requests and makes a recommendation to City Council to either approve, approve with conditions,
or deny the CSP. Council may approve a comprehensive signage plan, upon a determination there
is good cause for deviating from the sign ordinance and the CSP will serve the public purposes and
objectives at least as well, or better, than signage allowed by-right.

Background

On June 12, 2018, the Entrance Corridor Review Board (ERB) approved a Certificate of
Appropriateness for a three-story medical office building and a two-story rear parking deck.

Application
Request for approval of a Comprehensive Signage Plan for the medical office facility at 920 E. High
Street. The requested CSP is necessary to permit the installation of three monument signs (NO1,

NO5, and N06):

e Three monument signs exceed the maximum one allowed.

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 1
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e The area of each monument sign exceeds the maximum 24 square feet allowed per sign:
o NO1 will be 70.07 square feet.
o NO5 and NO6 will each be 28 square feet.
e The aggregate signage area [of the monument signs] of 126.07 square feet exceeds the
maximum 75 square feet allowed.
e Two of the monument signs (NO5 and N06) will be 7°-0” in height, exceeding the maximum
6’-0” allowed.

Note: The area of a monument sign is measured on one side only, regardless if there is
signage on both sides.

This medical office facility is located at a corner lot with access from both East High Street and 10t
Street NE. The primary and largest monument sign (NO1) is located at this corner and prominently
identifies the facility. The two, smaller monument signs (NO5 and NO6)—one on East High and one
on 10t Street—each provide direction at the two entrances to the facility’s parking structure.

Information submitted (attached): Comprehensive Signage Plan for [Sentara] 920 E. High Street:
e Sign Application and Permit forms for signs NO1, NO5, and NO6 (3 sheets, signed by
applicant only)
e City GIS zoning map of parcel and immediate area (1 sheet), dated 11/21/2020
e Narrative (3 pages), dated June 17, 2022
e AGI drawings and renderings, dated 5/27/2020 revised 2/16/2022:
o Cover sheet
Page 2: Rendering of locations for signs NO1, NO2, NO3, NO4, NO5, and NO6.
Page 3: Rendering for sign NO1. (large monument)
Page 4: Details for sign NO1. (large monument)
Page 5: Location for sign NO1. (large monument)
Page 6: Location and details for signs NO2. (building address*)
Page 7: Location and details for sign NO3. (building address*)
Page 8: Location and details for sign NO4. (building address*)
Page 9: Rendering and details for signs NO5 and NO6. (small monuments)
Page 10: Location for signs NO5 and NO6. (small monuments)
o Page 11: Lighting cut sheet
e Collins Engineering 10™ & High Street Final Site Plan Amendment #3
o Sheet 3 —Site Plan, Revised April 19, 2022
o Sheet 4 - Grading and Utility Plan, Revised April 19, 2022
o Sheet 7 — Landscaping Plan, Revised April 19, 2022
o Sheet 17 —Sign Details, revised April 19, 2022

0 O O O O O O O O

Note: Location of signs NO1, NO5 and NO6 will be located as shown on the numbered,
referenced, and dated sheets of the Collins Engineering Final Site Plan noted above. These
four site plan sheets are referenced/attached to this CSP only to memorialize the locations
of signs NO1, NO5 and NO6 and the landscaping proximate to those signs and to provide
construction details for sign NO1 (Sheet 17). Any later amendments or changes to these

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 2
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sheets are irrelevant to this CSP, unless the changes alter the referenced sign locations and
landscaping, in which case amendment of the CSP may be required.

* Re: NO2, NO3, and NO4. Address numbers are not regulated by ordinance; however,
because they are components of a building subject to design review, inclusion in the CSP
will serve as design review approval.

Proposed Signage
e NO1: Monument sign, externally illuminated (from ground level). Located at corner of East High
Street and 10t Street NE.

e NO02, N03, and N04: Wall signs, non-illuminated channel letters (building address).

e NO5 and NO6: Monument signs, externally illuminated (from ground level). Located at the East
High Street and 10™ Street NE entrances to the parking.

§
£
| 5 SENTARA
EQ. -

Advanced Imaging

[ ‘ Sler— € Medical Offices

_M

CE N kA - VELOEITY

Lab Services
i Coffee Shop

Martha Jefferson

URGENT CARE 920 L

No1 N02, NO3, and NO4 NO5 and NO6

Mlustrative only. Not to scale.

Review of the signage types proposed by the CSP
Note: Except for what is permitted under Section 34-1027, the following will apply to this CSP.
Signage types as currently defined by City Code Division 4, Section 34-1038 (a) through (i).

(a) Awning or canopy.
Not included in proposed CSP; therefore, not permitted.

(b) Freestanding signs.
Not included in proposed CSP; therefore, not permitted.

(c) Marquee signs.
Not included in proposed CSP; therefore, not permitted.

(d) Monument signs.
Three (3) monument signs in proposed CSP: NO1, NO5, and NO6

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 3
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o
=

e Monument sign, black letters on white, non-illuminated
o 4'-2"hx14-5"w
e Height to top of sign: 4’-2” above grade.
e Area: 70.07 square feet
e Comparison to by-right signage:
= Height is within the maximum 6’-0” allowed.
= Individual sign area exceeds the 24 square foot maximum.

NO5 and NO6:
e Monument sign, black letters on white, non-illuminated
o 7-0"hx4-0"w
e Height to top of sign: 7’-0” above grade, excluding the 6” concrete base and 6”
extension of the decorative post. (Top of monument structure will be 8-0” above
including the base and post extension.)
e Area per sign: 28 square feet
e Comparison to by-right signage:
= Height exceeds maximum 6’-0” allowed.
= |ndividual sign area exceeds the 24 square foot maximum.

(g) Sandwich board signs.*
e Notincluded in CSP, therefore not permitted.
(* Defined in the EC Design Guidelines as Temporary Signs, which differs from the
Code definition; however, neither are permitted by the CSP.)

(h) Temporary signs.
e Notincluded in proposed CSP; however, they may be permitted by reference as
currently defined in Section 34-1038(h) of the City Code.

(i) Wall signs.
e Notincluded in CSP, therefore not permitted.

Review of the aggregate signage area proposed by the CSP
Per Section 34-1032 - Maximum sign area and Section 34-1044 - Entrance corridor districts—
Special regulations.

NO1, NO5 and NO6:
e Aggregate area: 126.07 square feet
e Comparison to by-right signage:
= Aggregate area exceeds the maximum 75 square feet allowed. (Within an
Entrance Corridor, the aggregate area of all signs allowed on a parcel shall
not exceed 75 square feet, unless as otherwise approved within a CSP.)

Note: NO2, NO3, and NO4 are not included in the aggregate signage area.

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 4
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Review of the EC Designh Guidelines for Signs (from Chapter lll. Guidelines for Sites)
http://weblink.charlottesville.org/public/0/edoc/793361/3 Chapter%20I11%20Site ERB.pdf

1. Place signs so that they do not obstruct architectural elements and details that define the
design of the building.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

2. Respect the design and visibility of signs for adjacent businesses.

Staff Comment: CSP complies. (See photos of nearby signage.)

3. Use colors and appropriate materials that complement the materials and color scheme of the
building, including accent and trim colors.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

4. Use a minimal number of colors per sign where possible.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

5. Exterior illumination of signs shall comply with the City’s outdoor lighting requirements.
Exterior neon is discouraged.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

6. Illumination of any sign shall not be directed toward any residential area or adjacent street.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

7. Consider using a comprehensive signage plan for larger developments.

Staff Comment: Applicant has proposed a CSP.

8. Encourage the use of monument signs (rather than freestanding signs) with accent landscaping
at the base along corridors.

Staff Comment: CSP complies.

©

Internally lit signs should use an opaque background so only letters are lit.

Staff Comment: CSP complies. Signs are not internally lit.

10. Flashing lights are prohibited.

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 5
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Staff Comment: CSP complies.

Review of the requirements for a comprehensive signage plan

Per City Code Section 34-1045(e)

(1) A written narrative description of the overall plan, including, without limitation: a tally of the
total number of signs included within the coverage of the plan, and a summary of how the
applicant believes the comprehensive signage plan will serve the objectives set forth within
Section 34-1021;

Staff Comment: Information submitted.

From applicant’s narrative:

= Adequate signs promote the general health, safety and welfare and help to create an
attractive and harmonious environment. The property has two street frontages with a
partially elevated parking lot and a below ground parking lot. Signs are necessary to
identify the citizens searching for parking and entrances. Signs are necessary for this
medical facility to be identifiable on both street frontages.

= Patients and citizens traveling here need to be able to identify their destination and
adequate signs help to protect the public investment in the creation, maintenance, safety
and appearance of its streets, highways and other public areas by eliminating motorist
confusion. The signs provided are the minimum necessary for this location to be visible
from all lanes of travel under existing treescapes etc.

= The signs proposed will help to improve pedestrian and vehicular safety by avoiding
saturation and confusion in the field of vision that could otherwise result if signs were not
regulated as provided herein. There are three wall mounted signs that are appropriately
sized for the facade and visible to motorists and pedestrians from their patterns of
approach. The signs will not produce clutter and are aesthetically appealing.

= There are two street frontages and three parking lot entries that need to be identified. It's
important to protect and enhance the city's attractiveness to residents, tourists and other
visitors as sources of economic development. The signs here will provide for adequate
notice of this destination to prevent stacking of cars on the street while informing
motorists when approaching of their destination.

= This is the minimum necessary to accomplish the above objectives.

(2) A color illustration or photograph of each sign included within the plan. For signs with multiple
faces, an illustration or photograph shall be provided for each face. For monument and pole
signs, an illustration or photograph of proposed landscaping shall be provided;

Staff Comment: Color illustrations provided. Installation of the monument signs will conform to
the landscape plan.

(3) A written description of the type, size (dimensions), materials, and proposed location of each
sign;

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 6
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Staff Comment: Information submitted.

(4) A map or other written identification and description of all existing signs on the property
comprising the proposed development;

Staff Comment: New project. No existing signs.

(5) Color illustrations or photographs of signage existing on adjacent properties;

Staff Comment: Staff reviewed adjacent signage.

(6) A written description (and illustration or photograph) of proposed lighting (for illuminated
signs).

Staff Comment: The three (3) monument signs will be externally lit. Applicant provided fixture
and lamping spec.

Staff Recommendation

Relative to the installation height and area of the three wall signs monument signs (NO1, NO5 and
NO6) staff finds the proposed CSP to be consistent with the EC Design Guidelines and the vision for
the East High Street Entrance Corridor. Staff recommends the ERB find this CSP appropriate and
recommend that Council approve the request.

Should the ERB consider a recommendation for approval, staff suggests the following
conditions:
e Signs NO1, NO5, and NO6. (Monuments) Externally lit. Lamping will be dimmable, have a
Color Temperature (CT) not exceeding 3,000K, and have a Color Rendering Index (CRI)
not less than 80, preferably not less than 90.
e Signs NO2, NO3 and NOA4. (Building address numbers) Not illuminated. Holes for anchors
will be within the mortar joints. No holes will be made into the brick and/or stone.

Public Comments Received

No public comments have been received relative to the design.

Suggested Motion

Approval: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City’s Entrance
Corridor Design Guidelines, | move to find that the Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High
Street, satisfies the ERB’s criteria and is compatible with this Entrance Corridor and that the ERB
recommends City Council approve this Comprehensive Signage Plan as submitted.

... as submitted and with the following modification/conditions:

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 7
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Alternate Motion

Denial: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City’s Entrance
Corridor Design Guidelines, | move to find that the Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High
Street, does not satisfy the ERB’s criteria and is not compatible with this Entrance Corridor, and
that for the following reasons the ERB recommends City Council deny this Comprehensive Signage
Plan.

Attachments:

e Attachment 1: Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street
o Summarized in Information submitted on page 2, above

e Attachment 2: East High Street Entrance Corridor (from EC Design Guidelines)

e Attachment 3: Nearby signage in the East High EC

CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report (Final June 29, 2022) 8
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for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NO1)

=20\ | Sign Application and Permit
Please return to: City of Charlottesville
(3] — o] Department of Neighborhood Development Services
: 1 P.O. Box 911, City Hall
\% 8‘ Charlottesville, VA 22902
GINIA _f\ Telephone (434) 970-3182  Fax (434) 970-3359

For directional signs on the Downtown Mall, please include $125 permit fee per sign. For all other signs, please include
$75 permit fee per sign. For an Optional Comprehensive Sign Package, please include a single fee of $250.

Project Name/Description_ SENTARA Parcel Number 530273000
Address/Location 916 EAST HIGH STREET
Owner Name__ MARTHA JEFFERSON HOSPITAL Applicant Name__ TRACEY DIEHL

A. Property Owner Information

Address 6015 POPLAR HILL SRIVE SUITE 214 D. Sign Description
NORFOLK, VA 23502 Type: “Freestanding____ Projectina from wall__
Flat against wall *Monument_***  Other
Phone Number__434-654-7038

Size: Width_14'5"  Height*2"___* Number of
Faces 1 ~= 7007 Total Sq. Ft.

B. Property Owner Permission
I, the undersigned, owner of the property on which . UL . )
this sign is to be erected, have read this application Max height: =< _____Min clearance: ... "__

. Al Lighted? __ N __ (Y/N) Internal_N __ External ¥ __
and hereby give my consent for this sign to be
erected on my property/building.

monument style

Make a sketch of your sign on the back of this form,

Signed M/Chaeé SﬁﬂtZ showing what the sign will look like. Include colors,

wording, materials, dimensions, and clearances.

C. Applicant’s Information . ; ;
. : - E. Sign Location Information
I, the undersigned, agree to abide by all conditions of 916 EA
the City Sign Ordinance and Building Code in the Alteek Address E4S WS TREEY

erection of this sign, and understand that my permit
can be revgked at any {ime f?rjust cause.

Is this sign replacing a previous sign, either for your
business or a previous business? N (YIN)

. If yes, list on the back of this form the signs being
Slila vﬂ/%lu 7 W replaced and the size of each.
Print NaQe TRACEY' DIEHL Where on the property is the sign to be located?NO1_
Company Name __ EXPEDITE THE DIEHL NORTH CORNER ELEVATION

Address 6487 HILLIARD DR, CANAL WINCHES TEROH 43110  Are there other signs on the property? N __ (Y/N)

614-828-8215 If yes, list these other signs and their sizes on the
Phone Number back of this form, even if they are not for your
business.

*New signs with concrete footings/foundations are
required to get a building permit before any concrete

For Office Use Only  Sign Permit No. Approvals:

Tax Map Parcel Zoning Zoning Administrator,

BZA Case No Date Preservation & Design Planner (EC or ADC
BAR No Date districts only)

Conditions of Approval: Date:

Amt Paid: Cash/Check # Datepaid: ____________ Received by:

Created on 8112008 12:13:00 PA§
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for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NO1) 


for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NO5)

Sign Application and Permit

Please return to: City of Charlottesville
Department of Neighborhood Development Services
P.O. Box 911, City Hall
Charlottesville, VA 22902
Telephone (434) 970-3182

Fax (434) 970-3359

For directional signs on the Downtown Mall, please include $125 permit fee per sign. For all other signs, please include
$75 permit fee per sign. For an Optional Comprehensive Sign Package, please include a single fee of $250.

Project Name/Description__ SENTARA

Parcel Number_ 530273C00

Address/Location 916 EAST HIGH STREET

Owner Name MARTHA JEFFERSON HOSPITAL

Applicant Name

TRACEY DIEHL

A. Property Owner Information
Address 6015 POPLAR HILL SRIVE SUITE 214

NORFOLK, VA 23502

Phone Number___434-654-7038

B. Property Owner Permission

|, the undersigned, owner of the property on which
this sign is to be erected, have read this application
and hereby give my consent for this sign to be
erected on my property/building.

Signed M { 6hﬂ@é &%ﬁz

C. Applicant’s Information

|, the undersigned, agree to abide by all conditions of
the City Sign Ordinance and Building Code in the
erection of this sign, and understand that my permit
can be revoked at any time for just cause.

208y A4

7

Signed
Brint Nafeg” TRACEYDIEHL

Company Name__ EXPEDITE THE DIEHL
Address 6487 HILLIARD DR., CANAL WINCHESTER, OH 43110

Phone Number 614-828-8215

D. Sign Description
Type: *Freestanding X Projecting from wall

Flat against wall *MonumentX___ Other

Size: Width_4' * Height_ 7 * Number of
Faces. 2 = 6 Total Sq. Ft.

Max height: _7' Min clearance:_0

Lighted? _ N (Y/N) Internal External _Y

Make a sketch of your sign on the back of this form,
showing what the sign will look like. Include colors,
wording, materials, dimensions, and clearances.

E. Sign Location Information
Street Address 916 EAST HIGH STREET

Is this sign replacing a previous sign, either for your
business or a previous business? N (Y/N)

If yes, list on the back of this form the signs being
replaced and the size of each.

Where on the property is the sign to be located? NOS
WEST ENTRANCE DIRECTIONAL MONUMENT

Are there other signs on the property? _N__ (Y/N)
If yes, list these other signs and their sizes on the
back of this form, even if they are not for your
business.

*New signs with concrete footings/foundations are
required to get a building permit before any concrete

For Office Use Only  Sign Permit No. Approvals:

Tax Map Parcel Zoning Zoning Administrator,

BZA Case No Date Preservation & Design Planner (EC or ADC
BAR No Date districts only)

Conditions of Approval: Date:

Amt Paid: Cash/Check # Date paid: Received by:

Created on 8°11/2008 12:13:00 PN\I
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for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NO5) 


for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NOG6)

Sign Application and Permit
Please return to: City of Charlottesville
Department of Neighborhood Development Services

P.O. Box 911, City Hall
Charlottesville, VA 22902
Telephone (434) 970-3182

Fax (434) 970-3359

For directional signs on the Downtown Mall, please include $125 permit fee per sign. For all other signs, please include
$75 permit fee per sign. For an Optional Comprehensive Sign Package, please include a single fee of $250.

Project Name/Description_ SENTARA Parcel Number 530273000
Address/Location 916 EAST HIGH STREET
Owner Name__MARTHA JEFFERSON HOSPITAL Applicant Name___ TRACEY DIEHL
A. Property Owner Information
Address_ 6015 POPLAR HILL SRIVE SUITE 214 D. Sign Descriptiony
NORFOLK, VA 23502 Type: *“Freestanding___ Projecting romwall_____
Flat against wall *Monument Other
Phone Number__434-654-7038 ' 7
Size: Width__ 4 * Height * Number of
B. Property Owner Permission Faces_2 = 25 JEERET
|, the undersigned, owner of the property on which LT s .0
B . . Max height: Min clearance:
; e A
this sign is to be erected, have read this application Lighted? (Y/N) Internal Eviernzl

and hereby give my consent for this sign to be
erected on my property/building.

Signed / V// 6hﬁ@l é:ﬁéllfz

C. Applicant’s Information

|, the undersigned, agree to abide by all conditions of
the City Sign Ordinance and Building Code in the
erection of this sign, and understand that my permit
can be revoked at any time for just cause.

Signed ,leﬂ @Mﬁiﬁ//
brint Nargg” TRACEY BIEHL

Company Name__ EXPEDITE THE DIEHL
Address 6487 HILLIARD DR., CANAL WINCHESTER, OH 43110

Phone Number 814-828-8215

Make a sketch of your sign on the back of this form,
showing what the sign will look like. Include colors,
wording, materials, dimensions, and clearances.

E. Sign Location Information
Street Address 916 EAST HIGH STREET

Is this sign replacing a previous sign, either for your

business or a previous business? N (Y/N)

If yes, list on the back of this form the signs being

replaced and the size of each.

Where on the property is the sign to be located? NO6
E AST ENTRANCE DIRECTIONAL MONUMENT

Are there other signs on the property? N (Y/N)
If yes, list these other signs and their sizes on the
back of this form, even if they are not for your
business.

*New signs with concrete footings/foundations are
required to get a building permit before any concrete

For Office Use Only  Sign Permit No.
Tax Map Parcel Zoning
BZA Case No Date
BAR No Date
Conditions of Approval:

Amt Paid: Cash/Check #

Date paid:

Approvals:
Zoning Administrator

Preservation & Design Planner (EC or ADC
districts only)
Date:

Received by:

Created on 8112008 12:13:00 PN
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for Sentara CSP June 17, 2022 (sign NO6) 
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COMPREHENSIVE SIGN PLAN

920 E HIGH STREET
SENTARA

Project Description

The property located at 920 E High Street Parcel ID 530273000 proposes a Comprehensive Sign
Plan in accordance with the objectives set forth in Section 34-1021 of the Zoning Ordinance.
The property is zoned DN and the surrounding properties are zoned as follows; to the North
DNC, to the East HS, to the Southeast B1, to the south DN and to the West DN. This is a medical
office facility located along the High Street Entrance Corridor.

An arborist will be hired to participate in this project to ensure the preservation of all existing
and remaining mature trees. A civil engineer will be hired to confirm that lighting and wiring
will not conflict with underground utilities and interfere with line of sight requirements.

Signs Proposed

NO1 proposed for the corner is a monument sign that measures 4’2” x 14’ 5” this sign face is
70.07 sq. ft. and identifies Sentara Martha Jefferson Velocity Urgent Care. The custom
monument will be single faced externally illuminated using architectural LED lights. The
monument will be positioned outside of the 10’ property setback and will not obstruct the
vision triangle or existing mature trees.

S
B SENTARA (VEI.III:ITY

URGENT CARE

Martha Jefferson Jefferson

NO2, NO3, NO4 - three identical non illuminated wall signs that are 6.94 sq. ft each and identify
“920” as the building number measure 2’ x 3’ 5 11/16”. One sign will face East High Street, one
sign will face 10™ Street NE and one will be over the building entrance at the parking lot

920
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NO5, NO6 - two directional proposed one for each parking lot entrance designed to function as
informational and wayfinding. These signs are non-illuminated and measure 7’ overall height
above grade. These monument style signs have a white background, black letters, with
marigold emblem and a gray metal colored embellishment and foundation. The directionals
measure 7’ x4’ , double faced each sign measures 28 sq. ft. The directional signs are externally
illuminated using the architectural LED lights.

5178
B
14387
T _ =
‘ ™ — [ £
10§ » SENTARA saNTAnA.J_D E
£Q L £
ol
= & Medical Offices Medical Offices = E
Advanced Imaging Advanced Imoging
Lab Services Lab Servi F
03 Coffee Shop Coffes Shop
— P A
| 4—=
15 {
e 920 East High 920 East High
= Street Streete— G
5.,+
._1' L || —C
1/ N TRAFAC SICN (SMALL) SIDE ViEW /’2\ SECORDARY TRAFFIC DIRECTIONAL SIGN [SMALL)
‘»1/ TYPCAL “RONT N=/ IVPICAL BAZK

Scale 172°= 107 Sexe 12" 10"

Total sign area proposed shall not exceed 139.95 sq. ft. for a total of 3 building numbers, 2
directional signs, 1 monument sign.

Compliance with Section 34-1021:

(1) Adequate signs promote the general health, safety and welfare and help to create an
attractive and harmonious environment. The property has two street frontages with a
partially elevated parking lot and a below ground parking lot. Signs are necessary to identify
the citizens searching for parking and entrances. Signs are necessary for this medical facility
to be identifiable on both street frontages.

(2) Patients and citizens traveling here need to be able to identify their destination and
adequate signs help to protect the public investment in the creation, maintenance, safety and
appearance of its streets, highways and other public areas by eliminating motorist confusion.
The signs provided are the minimum necessary for this location to be visible from all lanes of
travel under existing treescapes etc.

(3) The signs proposed will help to improve pedestrian and vehicular safety by avoiding
saturation and confusion in the field of vision that could otherwise result if signs were not
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regulated as provided herein. There are three wall mounted signs that are appropriately
sized for the facade and visible to motorists and pedestrians from their patterns of approach.
The signs will not produce clutter and are aesthetically appealing.

(4) There are two street frontages and three parking lot entries that need to be identified. It’s
important to protect and enhance the city's attractiveness to residents, tourists and other
visitors as sources of economic development. The signs here will provide for adequate notice
of this destination to prevent stacking of cars on the street while informing motorists when
approaching of their destination.

(5) This is the minimum necessary to accomplish the above objectives.

Future Modification to Signage:

The Sentara Comprehensive Sign Plan is designed to allow for adequate minimal signage
that is appropriate for this location. In the future the following conditions would apply to this

property:
One Monument Sign:

e Area for lettering/logos: 14’ x 3’, centered on the monument sign area. No
lettering/logos within 3” of top or bottom of sign area.

e Lettering: Maximum height 12”.

e Logo: Maximum area 24” x 24” each

e Lettering/logos to be painted or decals flat on the surface; or raised, not more than 1”
from sign surface.

e No internally lit signage (lettering/logos).

Two Monument Directory Signs:

e Monument sign design will conform, generally, to schematic in the CSP design.
Monument sign body (as noted) will not exceed a height of 7/, including the 6” base, a
width of 4’, and a depth of 8”. Base dimensions per the CSP. Dimensions of the
decorative extension will not exceed those in the CSP.

e Area for lettering/logos:

o Top:3’-6” x 8”. No lettering/logos within 2” of top, bottom or sides, as
illustrated.

o Bottom: Top: 3’ x 5’-8”. No lettering/logos within 2” of bottom or sides, as
illustrated.

e |Lettering: Maximum height 6”.

e Logo: Maximum area 12” x 12” each.

e Lettering/logos to be painted or decals flat on the surface; or raised, not more than 1”
from sign surface.

¢ No internally lit sighage (lettering/logos).
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SENTARA

10th & High Street | Charlottesville, VA

February 16, 2022 2655 International Parkway
Virginia Beach, VA 23452



- Note: Locations are approximate. Specific locations per pages 5 and 10.
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No signs will be added to the building canopies.

SENTARA

ADDRESS: 10th & High Street | Charlottesville, VA

DATE: 05/27/2020
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The monument sign design will conform,
generally, to the schematic shown below.
Monument sign body will not exceed a height
of 5, including the 6” base, a width of 16’, and
a depth of 24”.

All lettering and logos applied to the sign body
must be individually cut letters. Acrylic panels
and aluminum overlays are not permitted.
Internal illumination is not permitted. All lettering
and logos must maintain a minimum 4” clear
space around the edges of the sign body.

A - Painted aluminum sign cabinet; pre-finished color to
match Alpolic BGY Grey Panels on building.

B - Precast concrete caps, smooth finish, no color added

E - Logo is 1/4” laser cut aluminum plate letters,
stud-mounted to sign cabinet, painted to match PMS142C
and White. Font is Palatino.

F - Logo is 1/4” laser cut aluminum plate letters,
stud-mounted to sign cabinet, painted to match PMS321C
and White. Font is Gobold.

Monument will be externally illuminated using Delta 9060
Architectural Directional LED Up Lights (see specification
sheet at the end of this document).

42’

1-4"

4’-1 3116’
1-7 13/16”

5-4 1/16”

1-8 1/8”

3’-6 9/16”

[S ENTARA WE&@@WW
& Martha Jefferson H URGENT CARE 2
14'-5"
14'-5"
13'-11"

S
SENTARA
Martha Jefferson

VELOCITY
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NO1: CUSTOM MONUMENT DETAILS
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The traffic directional signs will conform, generally, to the

5'-0” schematic shown below. Monument sign body will not
o exceed a height of 8', including the 6” base, a width of 4’
4-0 and a depth of 8”.
All lettering and logos applied to the sign body must be
individually cut letters. Acrylic panels and aluminum
overlays are not permitted. Internal illumination is not
—— permitted. All lettering and logos must follow the layout
1-8"| 8 rules shown below with a minimum 2” clear around the
— perimeter.
PLAN VIEW
4-0”
51/8”
| e Left Justify Logo
1°-4 3/4”
i O
\
EQ.
1-0"| 5" SENTARA SENTARA«—D
EQ.
41/8” 3»
51/4”) o» . . . .
8 < Medical Offices Medical Offices = E
Advanced Imaging Advanced Imaging
Lab Services Lab Services< F
- Coffee Shop Coffee Shop
< A
< B
16"
» 920 East High 920 East High
. Street Streete G
<l—C
1 SECONDARY TRAFFIC DIRECTIONAL SIGN (SMALL) SIDE VIEW 2 SECONDARY TRAFFIC DIRECTIONAL SIGN (SMALL)
TYPICAL, FRONT TYPICAL, BACK
Scale: 1/2"=1-0" Scale: 1/2"=1-0”
PROPOSED NO5 & N06: STDS

1 S T - — o =%

Note: Locations are approximate. Specific locations per pages 5 and 10.

7 Uy

A - Fabricated aluminum sign cabinet painted white on all exposed surfaces
B - Fabricated accent using RIMEX ‘Cambridge’ 204 satin stainless steel
C - 6” Raised concrete foundation, finished smooth, uncolored

D - Logo is 3M translucent vinyl #3630-75 ‘Marigold’ Overlaid on white opaque vinyl & applied to surface to cabinet.
Wordmark is Avery opaque vinyl #A6090 Black’ applied to surface of cabinet. Font is Palatino.

E - Arrow is applied to vinyl to match PMS 255C ‘Royal Violet’
F - Copy is Avery opaque vinyl #A6090 ‘Black’ applied to surface of cabinet. Font is Futura Condensed Bold.
G - Copy is surface applied vinyl to match PMS 255C ‘Royal Violet'. Font is Arial Regular.

Traffic Directional Signs will be externally illuminated using Delta 9060 Architectural Directional LED Up Lights
(see specification sheet at the end of this document).
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ROUTE FROM UPFER FACE OF BUILDING' ™ @? PARKING DECK SHALL HAVE A CONTINUOUS SLOPER M
LEVEL PARKING GARAGE NO STEPBACK HAVE AMAXIMUM 2% CROSS SLOPE. |
PROPOSED {3] STORY Note: Referenced Collins Engineering 10th & High Street Final Site Plan, . . :
MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING revised April 19, 2022: Sheet 3 - Site Plan; Sheet 4 - Grading and Utility
Plan; Sheet 7 - Landscaping Plan; and Sheet 17 - Sign Details.
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‘ FIXTURE SPECIFICATIONS

A‘LCO“ Project Name:
L L I I NG

GHT

Type: Quantity:

INTENDED USE

The Alcon Lighting Delta Architectural LED Directional Up Light Fixture
features naturally etched finishes capable of withstanding the test of time.
The Delta Directional Uplights are ideal for architectural landscape

lighting applications.

DETAILS
L 6.25" x Dia 2.25"

Construction: Military Grade Solid Aluminum
Wattage | Lumens: 8.5 Watts | 550 Lumens

Mounting: 1/2" NPT threaded female hub (7/2" NPT Spike included)

Voltage: 12V AC/DC
CRI: 90+

Warranty: 3 Years Carefree for Parts & Components (Labor Not Included)

TE.
.Sb.' 3?‘%
ety o c
er0®  LISTED

ORDERING INFORMATION Example: (9060-15-27K-BK-SH)

WS- 9060 without Shroud

€

Model Beam Spread Color Temp Finish Options
9060 15 15° Residential BK_Black WS 9060 without Shroud
25 25° CS Composite Mounting Spike
35 35° 30K 3000K WHVWhite 1/2 Female Thread | 8 3/4" Height | 2" Diameter
SL  Silver
Commercial
40K 4000K

24n1x14 bunybiq adedspue ybiidn jeuondaig abeljop mo] @37 [eINIDSBUYDIY BIj2d 0906 Punnybi uod|y

» AlconLighting.com © 2018 ®(877) 733-5236

Rev. 12/30/19
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ADDRESS: 10th & High Street | Charlottesville, VA

DATE: 05/27/2020

REVISION: 11/17/21, 02/04/22

02/16/22

DRAWN BY: C.Arocho
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LOWER LEVEL PARKING AREA
90 SPACES

Product

DoubleUp Rack
Model: 543-4001

[hﬂ"ark AND FACILITIES =
CATALOG

543-400174002 DoubleUp Wa

DOUELEUR RACKS 18 SPACING

%710

Materials and Benefits:

11 gauge steel

14" ¥ 27 flat steel hook mounts

3/8" rod

76" holes to accommodate 378" bolft

CATALDG

_?W_ii

Layouts

[[[1F] —

Il Mounted

BUILDING NOTES:

1. EACH PARKING DECK ENTRANCE SHALL PROVIDE ACCESS TO THAT SPECIFIC PARKING LEVEL. ACCESS SHALL BE ADA
COMPLIANT WITH ELEVATORS TO BOTH PARKING LEVELS.

2. SEE SHEET 5 FOR DETAILS ON THE PARKING DECKS FOR THE BUILDING PARKING.

3. EXTERIOR WALLS SHALL HAVE FIRE RESISTANT RATINGS AND THE PERCENT OPENINGS ALLOWED ALONG THE SAME
WALLS CLOSE TO A PROPERTY LINE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH VA BUILDING CODE TABLE 602 & TABLE 704.
THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, DETAILS & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS

3350 NW Boca Raton Blvd,, Suite B2 REQUIREMENT IS MET.
18 SPACES [ Finishes: o Boca Raton, FL, 33431 4. PER BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS, THE MINIMUM HEIGHT CLEARANCE AT PARKING GARAGE DOORS & HANDICAP
. - & 3 Powder Coat { cakenerthopuialors toon PARKING SPACES IS 98". THE CONTRACTOR & ARCHITECT SHALL ENSURE FINAL DESIGN & ASBUILT CONSTRUCTION .
20 20' Ei:rhﬁgl“;‘ljg;i%i‘;ir:j‘;h’?;gﬁfm"w LOADING ZOME B ) ADHERES TO THIS, AND ALL, BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS. SEE 2012 VA CONSTRUCTION CODE. 2
N 14 SPACES by following these steps: 5. ALL ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL HAVE A SURFACE(s) THAT MEET THE STANDARDS OUTLINED IN THE 2010 ADA o
1 SrARE L SendedDown STANDARDS FOR ACCESSIBLE DESIGN, SECTIONS 301 & 302. THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, DETAILS 5
e ﬂg 3. ZincPrimer & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS REQUIREMENT IS MET. %
N - - p e S DOUBLEUP RACKS 18° SPACING 6. ARCHITECT SHALL ENSURE THE BUILDING's FLOOR & GROUND SURFACES ARE STABLE, FIRM & SLIP RESISTANT AND Z
- Color Options: o _ P - COMPLY WITH THE 2010 ADA STANDARDS FOR ACCESSIBLE DESIGN, SECTION 302. N
. ‘ pHons: Side View Front View 7. ALL UNITS ACCESSIBLE VIA THE ELEVATOR SHALL BE ADAPTABLE FOR ACCESSIBILITY. SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS z
37-25 | Standard Color b FOR DETAILS j
Blazk 1 .
\ EE - m EL? . o e | 8. SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR THE LAYOUT OF THE PROPOSED VEHICULAR PARKING SPACES. ALL PROPOSED 8
| Mount Options: PARKING SPACES ARE LOCATED WITHIN THE STRUCTURE PARKING AREA. -
j\ i ) N | Wall Mount = . % / 9. GAS SERVICE LINE AND GAS METER SHALL BE DEMOLISHED / REMOVED BEFORE ANY DEMOLITION OF EXISTING —
. 9 SPACES @ | _ }E . # CONDITIONS BEGIN. GAS METER SET CANNOT BE WITHIN 3' OF ANY OPENING TO A BUILDING, INTAKE VENT OR SOURCE 5
12 %“‘ wn | Space Recommendations: 1 7 N (ELE C g
9 SPACES U | Distance from ground to bottom of rack 427 L F’ - OF IGNITIO ( CTRIC METER’ HEAT PUMP’ ET ) @]
Z - [ Ceiling height: Minimum 92° o ! _ 10.GAS METER PROTECTION SHALL BE INSTALLED IN THE FORM OF A STEEL BOLLARD FOR PROTECTION FROM VEHICULAR ©
I:T] Side wall to rack center: - | |— D 'ﬂ D I N v Z |:| N E DAMAGE 5
2 ’- Mimimum 20", recommended 24" g
EEJ Distance between racks center to center: ) SITE NOTES: =
Q:ro QH Minimum 287, recommended 317 1. SEE SHEET 2 FOR BOUNDARY DIMENSIONS AND METES AND BOUNDS 0
- 2. SEE SHEET 2 FOR SURVEY AND 100 YEAR FLOODPLAIN INFORMATION. THIS PROJECT IS NOT LOCATED WITHIN THE = (::.Z t
AN — 10 DOUBLELP RACKS 187 SPACING 100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN LIMITS. S |- 3
Gro QH op e B 3. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL ROAD CONNECTIONS, INCLUDING RECENTLY CONSTRUCTED AREAS, VERTICALLY E S o
13 SPACES ] 588 AND HORIZONTALLY PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION AND SHALL NOTIFY ENGINEER OF ANY DISCREPANCIES. 2= <
< o OTAES = = —— F 4. CURB RADII SHOWN, REPRESENTED WITH A 'R', DIMENSIONS THE FACE OF CURB. g2 -
20 20 4 5. ALL HVAC UNITS SHALL BE ROOF MOUNTED. (()) a | 3
6. ALL SIDEWALKS AND WALKWAYS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM CLEAR WIDTH OF &' - < =
? | Y o 2y 7. ALL NEW WALKWAY CROSSINGS SHALL MEET MINIMUM ADA ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS. 2 3= =
= e L F J 8. RAMPS OVER 30" IN ELEVATION CHANGE REQUIRE HANDRAILS. G| 2
R Rt © LOADING ZONE 9. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN A TEMPORARY STREET CLOSURE PERMIT FOR CLOSURE OF SIDEWALKS, PARKING o a w S
g * % . SCALE: 1" = 30' 1350 MW Bocs Raton Bivd. Boca Raton, FL 33431 ‘ SPACES & ROADWAYS SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION INTHESE | e | & | E w
N 1-866-280-9894 | sales@theparkcamlog.com %2 EXISTING AREAS. «n 5
- _— SN ) 10.ALL SIGNING & PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE INSTALLED CONSISTENT WITH MUTCD STANDARDS. m =
e e P 11. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL TWO (2) PEDESTRIAN PUSHBUTTON SIGNALS ON A POLE FOR THE TWO (2) CG-12 H 2
\ HANDICAP ACCESSIBLE RAMPS AT THE INTERSECTION OF EAST HIGH STREET & 10TH STREET, AS SHOWN ON THE > E
\ PLANS. THESE TWO (2) SIGNALS SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH MUTCD REQUIREMENTS & SHALL BE POSITIONED 3
W IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA: LL] N
AN a. UNOBSTRUCTED AND ADJACENT TO A LEVEL ALL-WEATHER SURFACE TO PROVIDE ACCESS FROM A m N
\ WHEELCHAIR. )FOR THIS DESIGN, A CG-12 RAMP SHALL BE USED AND SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED OF CONCRETE.) 2
NN b. WHERE THIS IS AN ALL-WEATHER SURFACE, A WHEELCHAIR ACCESSIBLE ROUTE FROM THE PUSHBUTTON TO THE O
RAMP SHALL BE INSTALLED. (FOR THIS DESIGN, THE CG-12 RAMP SHALL MEET ADA SLOPE REQUIREMENTS.) ok
’ 0 c¢. BETWEEN THE EDGE OF THE CROSSWALK LINE (EXTENDED) FARTHEST FROM THE CENTER OF THE INTERSECTION g
%) | AND THE SIDE OF A CURB RAMP (IF PRESENT), BUT NOT GREATER THAN 5 FEET FROM SAID CROSSWALK LINE. e
\ M = q/\ £ (FOR THIS DESIGN, THE SIGNAL POLES WITH PUSHBUTTONS HAVE BEEN LOCATED HORIZONTALLY ON THIS =
< SHEET.) e
Z -+
S d. BETWEEN 1.5 AND 6 FEET FROM THE EDGE OF THE CURB, SHOULDER OR PAVEMENT. (FOR THIS DESIGN, THE S
2 M% oA SIGNAL POLES WITH PUSHBUTTONS ARE SHOWN ON THIS SHEET MEETING THIS REQUIREMENT.) =
© e. WITH THE FACE OF THE PUSHBUTTON PARALLEL TO THE CROSSWALK TO BE USED; AND AT A MOUNTING HEIGHT 5
) OF APPROXIMATELY 3.5', BUT NO MORE THAN 4' ABOVE THE SIDEWALK. (FOR THIS DESIGN, THE CONTRACTOR ~ ©
L__ - PROPOSED RE-1 ENTRANCE PER CITY SHALL ENSURE COMPLIANCE WITH THIS REQUIREMENT.) w |~ 9
STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS. SIDEWAL Zla °
TO BE IMPROVED WITH THE RE-1 ENTRANCE. o | 2
Y SIDEWALK SHALL HAVE A CONTINUOUS SLOPE < '
N N\ &HAVE A MAXIMUM 2% CROSS SLOPE =
NOTE: CONCRETE TRAVELWAY \ %g% 2
SHALL DENOTE THE LIMITS OF -
THE FIRE ACCESS ROAD FOR g IISIII\S/I'II'TUSRg;NCE 2
EXISTING FIRE/RESCUE VEHICLES. % PROPOSED MILL & OVERLAY OF -
EXISTING OFFSITE TREES RETAINING WALL o L5 EXISTING 10TH STREET TO C/L OF @ g
TO REMAIN . | ROAD, AS SHOWN, WITH MIN. 2" -— 9
TO REMAIN o . / ASPHALT TOP COAT, N (a9 3
LIMITS OF CONCRETE PARKING STRUCTURE. Eg%'zggﬁg 'E':IGT';E\SNSé Eggiss e T = ) SEE DETAIL ON SHEET 5 <
SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR DETAILS O UPPER LEVEL PAFI;K'/'\\‘S ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR CROSS A { X > o “ :H: 5
CONCRETE PARKING STRUCTURE DECKACCESSRO SECTION SPECIFICATIONS. \ s . NOTE: CROSS SLOPE OF WALKING SURFACES SHALL NOT BE STEEPER THAN ™ S
Q \ ’ . T7 2%. SIDEWALKS SHALL CONTINUE ACROSS THE TWO DRIVEWAY ENTRANCES (@) I— E
i x x e =4 5 QN AND SHALL CONFORM TO THIS STANDARD, AS SHOWN LABELED ON THIS N 5
W | — —— - - __ _\.. — ACRESEN - 2% ) » SHEET AND THE CITY STANDARD RE-2 DETAIL ON SHEET &. Z =
\! |- o R ., Y o \/po% 5 — o
he SRR S T NGB\ : %S \ . @ L s
\\\ * il o - . N > ~ . 0T h = o - * A 20 \(_yox\ ﬂ' =
\ \ - PROPOSED RETAINING WALL ‘ ‘1 L . : R v E S "o - . X v %\ o - L PROPOSED CONCRETE STEPS AND CONCRETE RAMP FOR 2 a
\\ 9 SEE ARCHITECTURAL_\\.H S . ey R B . . C 7 . PEDESTRIAN ACCESS FROM EAST HIGH STREET. SEE I >
W\ — LIMITS OF PARKING PLANS FOR DETAILS | —RAISED PLANTERS (TYP.) -, CG-2€UR . R e iy CL X Ny ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR FURTHER DESIGN AND DETAILS. D S
& STRUCTURE — = ST ETTTN L e Lo AN N i
E e —— e _ o aN) \ o £ .
‘J:,—:. < =t = 7_'_9:_ — —— A NS é«:%% %3% (@) 2
S — PROPOSED LOCATION FOR A X A LL] §
I (@) 18' . ENTRANCE SIGNAGE - 1 N AN Z @
—_— - A PROPOSED ACCESSIBLE NS D
ROUTE TO BUILDING's TWO v A -
(0]
@) o H - (PRIMARY) ENTRANCES \ : 2% m < < :
- . FROM PUBLIC SIDEWALK ' NS | PAVEMENT REPAIR, TYP. > =
SEE DETAIL SHEET 5, TYP. =
@) NOTE: SIDEWALK FLUSH- NOTE: THERE WILL BE A ; \ - &
- P WITH PARKING SPACE - L STORAGE AREA FOR 10 BIKES \ LLd Z =
] WITHIN THE BUILDING. 5 1 S
O N > - .
R PROPOSED ENTRANCE > — | g
O / TO BUILDING %\ \ e N <
sl y UPPER LEVEL PARKING \__PROPOSED ACCESSIBLE \ 7)) 5
LIMITS OF PROPERTY O rﬁ_l‘ « LOT - SEE SHEET 5 FOR E ROUTE FROM UPPER FACE OF BUILDING; \ LIJ I I I %
‘ PARKING LOT LAYOUT LEVEL PARKING GARAGE NO STEPBACK = I = s
o ' PROPOSED7 T = <C
CONC. SIDEWALK : M c
@) ‘ ! ’ CONC. RET.. WALL 1H|#14 @) — =5
( S & T @p °
— O PR y U PROPOSED (3) STORY N IRAARARARY - o |o
O N 2 MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING 59 I 3
O , S WITH BASEMENT PROPOSED PLAZA AREA X | LLl °
— 20 OUTSIDE OF COMMERCIAL £ <E — a
nO (B \ —10 - PROPOSED LOCATION OF SIX (6) 'U' SHAPED SPACE WITH OUTDOOR SEATING T < -
\ BICYCLE RACKS POSITIONED A MIN. OF 2' FROM AREAS - SEE ARCHITECTURAL m o Z — g
_— THE BUILDING w/ A MIN. 36" BETWEEN RACKS. (@)
g ) 8.5' , OO YA, RACKS SHALL BE LOCATED SUCH THAT 7/ OF PLANS FOR DETAILS .2 .
O : MAX. HT. 30" J ‘F CE IS PROVIDED (TYP.) BIKE STORAGE AREA - : 2 TN >\ . | i
\ ), e CONC. RETAINING PROPOSED LOCATION OF TEN(z20) INTERIOR ‘N
— 20 a C C C L WALL Wi HANDRAIL - ‘ BICYCLE LOCKERS/RACKS MEETING THE CITY . \\$ N L e
6‘0 \ NIL L ol . REQUIREMENTS , SEE DETAIL THIS SHEET > N Y
1 T PROPOSED = WIDE ADR = = NOTE: (5) DOUBLE RACKS AS SHOWN S . N | 2
— ROPOSED BOLLARDS ] C CONCRAMP \%‘)\&;9 A h\ Ll I S
@ (7) TOTAL AS SHOWN - e 1O LoweR LeveL (. PROPOSED LOCATION OF TEN (10) U SHAPED EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN. CONTRACTOR SHALL @ A N r\m@gmm : N = =
BICYCLE RACKS POSITIONED A MIN. OF 2' FROM — HIRE A ALIFIED ARBOR . ) . —
/O S TE: DECK AND . o PARK_II_NHIGS, SEEE_IFTAIL THE BUILDING w/ A MIN. 36" BETWEEN RACKS. V= Qu IN TREE SREEEQA\/,FACT)'%ZE;E&LZ,ES \7" (-7, ~—PROPOSED SIGN LOCATION. D LL] g
LANDINGISFLUSH __ ppgyiRiG (rve,) = A EARANCE S PROVIDED (ramy O A J CONSTRUCTION PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK. PROPOSED R/W " SEESIET 27 FORDETAIS N Ll G
CONCRETE STEPS WITH \ | SEE EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL DEDICATION TO CITY C - , A Z
HANDRAIL, SEE o © O 1| £ ProPOSED H‘ “ 8= SEQUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION NOTE #3 FO CHARLOTTESVILLE Y~ . 7 ) A = - Dﬁ o
ARCHITECTURAL © LOCATION FOR PDRSEIONSAEGDE EESYEPMUEBNLTK? H - ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT: % 7 X I_ pd
- ENTRANCE = | PROPOSED R/W = — — @- . . I_ 3
DRAWINGS FOR DETAILS O |rroPOSED LOCATION OFEIGHT (8]'U* SHAPED % CIGNACGE ‘Hfoe—mcmoru TO CITY OF 20' MAX. SETBAC (F ER T — LI 2
,_[BICYCLEIRACKS POSITIONED A MIN, QF 2'ER - m CHARLOTTESVILLE - S ﬁ L m ©
—— THE BUILDING w] A MIN. 35" BETWEEN RACKSS. . b > S 1l I “
RACKS|SHALL BE LOCATED SUCH THAT 7' O J.r‘r{ﬁ - : , == 10' MIN. SET%CK_& b0 28 H CE ©
o &LEARAN E IS PRQVIDED (TYP.) \ - = : o U . ) — I 2
Y e = = PROPOSEDR/W | bkt TN N 5
[ g ——— = — 5 — —— = - - T~ N ~CG-12 ADA COMPLIANT HC RAMPS D (D o
o e 1 T - > I8 N > . v e - v‘\PBQPOSED 7‘\ v . > & CROSSWALKS (NOT PART-OF THIS @ |— i e
; e - . v . ’ : N . - CONC. SIDEWALK L PROJECT) UNDER KIMLEY-HORN's = v
4 F L < v s v | ) I_ >
| = > - . v v e S P 1 G v HE HE . g 2 EAST HIGH STREET IMPROVEMENTS X I =
v - ) - . . - ’ - > v : B . y : gt /é& s L, > I PROJECT. SEE EAST HIGH STREET FHE L 3
- . X0 s . LR . o y R b, e M . - % > L ﬁ* IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT FOR = Y S
—y W W W T | S B—— ) 5 e > DESIGN. 05 ©
o N . *j7xiijw/77777777\‘ M 127 oP WA 2 A W, ® /1 ® o) 80 SIGHT DISTANCE/ — — [~ — — & — — \“«zb‘ E N : o <
—\ 0 — o — 9 — V" G - — =—1 8 3 —— —r s I Ay T TV - R ,I\%- e T -
%7 | 'SIGHT DISTANCE — —=—=—2- ¢ — ¢ —— & — . RC b ~ PROPOSED A HALTMS'I%IPED ARKING —W = — M/ G F——F %~ — T N —— — W — SR < - 0
| 580 SIGHT DISE i ) ISLAND WITH ‘NG PARKING' IN FRONT OF || EXISTING ONSTREET | olx OSED KIMLEY-HORN ——~ GAS GAS @) D
=g C\)Z\ CENTER OF THE PROPOSED FDC. (SPACE TO BE USED PARKING SPACES, TYP-/ / PROPOSED A LK, PART OF THE EAST 47 oA 2
= — ‘ p THROUGH LANE FOR A JUANT L/%L\E?lL'J\‘IE %NE]\//L : | CG-2(TYP.) SBUILT 6" W/L GH STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS. o o S
- ! PROPOSED CG-2 AND / ) — £
- o o PROPOSED RE-2 ENTRANCE PERCITY T — A e , £
— 10TH STREET Ol STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS. (3% — 4AFOR DETAILS | AN | b o
\ EXISTING ONSTREET 22 R PROPOSED INGRESS/ EGRESS SIDEWALK TO BE IMPROVEDWITH  + | 4 0 . ! i i ©
LINKING STREET | PARKING SPACES = rl: \éa/ ACCESS TO LOWER LEVEL THE RE-2 ENTRANCE. SIDEWALK r\-: - . 7 ' o m °
' PARKING DECK SHALL HAVE A CONTINUOUS SLOPE & — - : ‘ & T <
(EXISTING 50' R/W) ® 2 G E HAVE A MAXIMUM 2% CROSS SLOPE. —/ SRS 4 FOIR RIS / “\ - i S
) AN O ‘ ! — — \ JOB NO o
! . . i > C L e e e o, e —_— - — — — - e .I ' - ol P—— \ o
L S B e N R » : R | s ) B L 172129 |°
v . [ S S w\ T e v . B ‘X PAVEMENT REPAIR, TYP.T; °
b PROPOSED MILL & OVERLAY OF ~ | SEEDETAIL SHEET 5, TYP. SCALE ©
el EXISTING 10TH STREET, AS SHOWN, PROPOSED (WITHTHIS | 1"=20" |:¢
| WITH MIN. 2" ASPHALT TOP COAT,  PROJECT) SIGNAL POLE. SEE EXISTING FIRE 3
SEE DETAIL ON SHEET 5 'SITE' NOTE #6 ON THIS SHEET SHEET NO N
( IN FEET ) \ FOR SIGNAL POLE HYDRANT 3 o
x REQUIREMENTS. o
! inch — 20 1t \ ] | (TYPICAL) 2
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= S S GRADING & DRAINAGE NOTES:
\ LOWER LEVEL PARKING DECK SIDEWALK, l | UPPER LEVEL PARKING DECK SIDEWALK, - i ? ?H /? 1. EACH PARKING DECK ENTRANCE SHALL PROVIDE ACCESS TO ALL LEVELS OF PARKING.
GRADING & DRAINAGE PLAN GRADING & DRAINAGE PLAN D e OGP TOR RUNGFF 8T @ e ACCESSES SHALL BE ADA COMPLIANT WITH ELEVATORS.
q 1"=30' A 1"=30" ( OUTFALLINTO THE UNDERGROUND a 2. GUARDRAILS / HANDRAILS SHALL BE INSTALLED & IN ACCORDANCE WITH BUILDING CODE
{ ( SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR FINAL . . REQUIREMENTS WHERE WALL HEIGHTS AND RAMPS EXCEED 30" BETWEEN UPPER AND LOWER
\ e . RI— : ———— \ DESIGNS OF PARKING DECK DRAINS. e - Sl = GRADES. THIS INCLUDES, BUT IS NOT LIMITED TO, THE PROPOSED TERRACES. ALL WALLS
\ = = VOIS PRESENTLY PROPOSED ARE AFFIXED TO THE BUILDING. THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL
| Vi WA\ 7 M , DESIGN, DETAILS & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS REQUIREMENT IS MET. ALL
\ ‘ NI \\ R 2 ot 7\1 WALL DESIGNS & PERMITTING SHALL BE PART OF THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS & BUILDING
\ \\\ | 8" TRAFFIC RATED GRATE PERMIT PROCESS.
J L e RN e, 3. ALL ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL HAVE A SURFACE(s) THAT MEET THE STANDARDS OUTLINED IN
v gl \ | THE 2010 ADA STANDARDS FOR ACCESSIBLE DESIGN, SECTIONS 301-303. CHANGES IN LEVEL
— % I GREATER THAN #" HIGH SHALL BE RAMPED. ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL HAVE A MAXIMUM
40095 . AN I N RUNNING SLOPE OF 5% WITH A MAXIMUM CROSS SLOPE OF2%. WHERE SIDEWALKS AND RAMPS
— 5 I ARE LOCATED WITHIN PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY, THE DESIGN SLOPES ARE 1.5% TO PROVIDE A 0.5%
L 411.90 [ TOLERANCE. ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL MEET ALL APPLICABLE ADA, CITY & BUILDING CODE
— oz : i REQUIREMENTS. SPOT ELEVATIONS, GRADES & SLOPES ARE SHOWN ON THIS SHEET FOR THE
VA ?st N - SITE. THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, DETAILS & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL FOR
— \\ \ : | ALL BUILDING & PARKING GARAGE ELEVATIONS.
\ : 4. ALL WALKWAY CROSSINGS SHALL MEET MINIMUM ADA ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS.
7 v
\ , ' UTILITY NOTES:
( ) HE INTERIOR OF i 1. FIRE HYDRANTS, FIRE PUMP TEST HEADERS, FIRE DEPARTMENT CONNECTIONS AND FIRE
« N AT ENT WL I . SUPPRESSION SYSTEM CONTROL VALVES SHALL REMAIN CLEAR & UNOBSTRUCTED BY
woss < \ \ N . INCLUDE ADA I LANDSCAPING, PARKING AND OTHER OBJECTS. LANDSCAPING IN THESE VICINITIES SHALL
' — LOWER LEVEL PARKING DECK 12" CAPPED ‘é} GO AN RS T P I NOT ENCROACH WITHIN A FIVE (5) FOOT RADIUS ON MATURITY.
AN O TS DR P SaAINS 70 pE LS & 0% || SRR LOVEL GARAGE 411,90 199 2. PER THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH WATERWORKS REGULATIONS (PART Il, ARTICLE 3
BUILDING SANITARY SEWER. DRAINS TO BE USED . N s LEVATIONS TO THE FFE| . ’ ’
o WHEN CLEANING THE LOWER LEVEL PARKING AT o\ | Rl SECTION 12 VAC 5-590 THROUGH 630), ALL BUILDINGS THAT HAVE THE POSSIBILITY OF
DECK. CLEANOUTS / DRAINS TO BE TRAFFIC-RATED: DPE @ 0.50% RIM=400.90] i CONTAMINATING THE POTABLE WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM (HOSPITALS, INDUSTRIAL SITES,
L INV=389.241 - ~ o\ 11.90 BREWERIES, ETC.) SHALL HAVE A BACKFLOW PREVENTION DEVICE INSTALLED WITHIN THE
RIN=400.25 L — T | iz LS FACILITY. THIS DEVICE SHALL MEET SPECIFICATIONS OF THE VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE
| 400.9 407’00 401,40 1.7% Al ) [ N j ) BUILDING CODE, SHALL BE TESTED IN REGULAR INTERVALS AS REQUIRED, AND TEST RESULTS
401.00 d T Crro n . ‘ | | Ny LAy S Lo L, 2 SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE REGULATORY COMPLIANCE ADMINISTRATOR IN THE DEPARTMENT @
[— | 26" HDPE PIPE INSTALLED 1 RUNOFF AND OUTFALL INTO THE OF UTILITIES. % _
| R IN CONCRETE PARKING UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM 3. ALL BUILDINGS THAT MAY PRODUCE WASTES CONTAINING MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED (100) ==
¥ \2g8.75' OF #4” — : DECKCSLAB TYF: PARTS PER MILLION OF FATS, OIL, OR GREASE SHALL INSTALL A GREASE TRAP. THE GREASE £ |Q
| — 401,00 401.80 < 401.80 | FOPE © 0.50% I H - P TRAP SHALL MEET SPECIFICATIONS OF THE VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE BUILDING CODE, 2 |Z
40100 | — % - T\D\ 2, MAINTAIN RECORDS OF CLEANING AND MAINTENANCE, AND BE INSPECTED ON REGULAR Q1=
CoNe._LANDING x i/@'h“l‘l HOPEPIPE INSTALLED \L il U INTERVASLS BY THE REGULATORY COMPLIANCE ADMINISTRATOR IN THE DEPARTMENT OF m w | W
e RETCPARKING — IR o UTILITIES.
m?o?;,\m oo ) = 399.36 prCkLn L ” 4. PLEASE CONTACT THE REGULATORY COMPLIANCE ADMINISTRATOR AT 970-3032 WITH ANY z Z <ZE
%ﬁa{ ' 101,30 202,70 401.30 QUESTIONS REGARDING THE GREASE TRAP OR BACKFLOW PREVENTION DEVICES. 21
L X : 5. ALL WATER LINE SHUT DOWNS SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH AND PERFORMED BY THE CITY, o 2=
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e il S . = = IN ADVANCE, - = |5
LT e e = R e ez 12"CONC. SD )
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\ FOR SIDEWALK SPOT SHOTS & GRADES. g () O
| 9 z
\ SHED ~
L was = AN
STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS. < |9
SIDEWALK TO BE IMPROVED WITH RE-1, S
« ENTRANCE. SIDEWALK SHALL HAVE A
CONTINUOUS SLOPE & HAVE A1.5%
PROPOSED PUBLIC SIDEWALK CROSS SLOPE, NOT TO EXCEED 2%. %g%
PROPOSED @8" HDPE PERFORATED PIPE IMPROVEMENTS SHALL REMAIN WITHIN
SURROUNDED IN FILTER FABRIC CLOTH. @8" PUBLIC R/W. NO DISTURBANCES SHALL 16 2cTC
PIPE TO BE INSTALLED WITHIN THE GRAVEL OCCUR ON PRIVATE PROPERTY, TYP. . 100 72EP (@))
SR BACKFILL BEHIND THE RETAINING WALL, TYP. PROPOSED STORMWATER AN -— oI
MANAGEMENT EASEMENT N
OF OFFSITE STORM PIPE DEDICATED TO THE OWNER (qp)
PROPOSED (YD 4 ( FOR MAINTENANCE) g . :H:
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\! O 407 50 ) T 412 411 60 CONC 4C:LOOI\I.ZO [E%?\ICZO y @ F
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— 6' TO LOCATION OF [TIE-IN . T " 6" 408.2 )\ ? o2 L]
I — ®) [J] CONNECTION WITHEXISTING OFFSITE 411.9 o 411.15 1o.do o SIDEWALK NOTE: AN
I STORM PIPE. 411.90 CONC 410. AN - CROSS SLOPE OF WALKING SURFACES SHALL NOT BE STEEPER THAN AN Z
I — YD8|INV. ELEV.=403.8 T Rt ROPOSED ROOF DRAIN 410.50 SO\ e 2%. SIDEWALKS SHALL CONTINUE ACROSS THE TWO DRIVEWAY
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.o g L0\ EXISTING POWER POLE TO BE
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5 = ENTRANCE TO BUILDING 2N\ <€ — —
2+00.00— e ~ v PROPOSED @ Y g el P
(3) STORY MEDICAL “ BN 7 PROPOS CATION TO o ' IR = | —
YD3 , OFFICE BUILDING WITH BASEMENT QA SN\ 2 o ED R/W DEDICATION T CONC. RET.. WALL (Aullhathth @) —
— r GVO H . FFE = 411.90 ke 411.8% PAT \ CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE . \\ T et U)
O , BSMT =398.90 K . - . d >
- — N : < | -
0 PROPOSED 3" WATER /,\o1/ AR | ¥ X2 N N < 06
O METER PER CITY STD. PROPOSED ACCESSIBLE N7 1N o T
_— DETAIL W6.3 ON SHEET ENTRANCE TO BUILDING Q b\ / 2 ®) = (@)
. 5 METERTOHAVEA4" S
O | CL. 52 DIP W/L ON THE 14 \O . — E
L M Qg STREET SIDE OF METER
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PRELIMINARY PLANT SCHEDULE
SYM BOTANICAL COMMON NAME SIZE CANOPY (sf) QUANTITY CANOPY
COVERAGE (sf)
TREES
PY |PRUNUS YEDOENSIS YOSHINO CHERRY 6-7' HT. 99 10 990
UP [ULMUS PARVIFOLIA 'ALLEE' ALLEE ELM 2" cal 366 6 2,196
| LI |LAGERSTROEMIA INDICA CREPE MYRTLE 2 gal 24 N/A
SHRUBS
—[IG ILEX GLABRA INKBERRY HOLLY 18 ht. min 23 24 552
IH ITEA VIRGINICA 'HENRY'S GARNET'  [SWEETSPIRE 18 ht. min 26 44 1,144
EXISTING TREES
I[EXSTING LARGE STREET TREE |15"-24" 450 1 450
— | TOTAL CANOPY 5.332
REQUIRED SITE COVERAGE: 10% x 52,320sf = 5,232 sf (5,332 sf PROVIDED)

]

9

PROPOSED TREE
PLANTERS

(TYPICAL)

N\
>
(s
1=

EXISTING OFFSITE TREES
TO REMAIN

N

|
to.e

t

NOTE: CREPE MYRTLE TREES WITHIN
PROPOSED PLANTERS SHALL NOT COUNT
TOWARD THE OVERALL TREE CANOPY BECAUSE
THEY ARE NOT NATIVE VIRGINIA PLANTS

PROPOSED TREE *  ~
» PLANTERS - .
(TYPICAL) *

v 14
9
=

MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING

JE B

(4) PY - STREET TREES

PROPOSED (3) STORY

WITH BASEMENT

N
EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN. CONTRACTOR SHALL HIRE

IFIED ARBORIST WHO SPECIALIZES IN TREE
PR SERVATION AROUND CONSTRUCTION PRIOR TO
| | COMMENCING WORK. SEE EROSION & SEDIMENT

ONTROL SEQUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION NOTE #3
FOR ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.

—

| I I
PROPOSED CITY PUBLIC
DRAINAGE EASEMENT

(36) IH
| Az | E—

L
1

DSCAPING NOTES:

AN

. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY ALL QUANTITIES BETWEEN PLAN AND PLANT LIST AND REPORT ANY
. ALL STREET TREES WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY THE
. ALL PLANTINGS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM HEIGHT OF EIGHTEEN (18) INCHES WHEN PLANTED.

. TOTAL 10TH STREET AND EAST HIGH STREET ROAD FRONTAGE = 530'.

. NO TREES TO BE MAINTAINED BY THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE.
. FIVE LARGE STREET TREES SHALL BE PLANTED WITHIN A PLANTING STRIP WITH A MINIMUM

CONTRACTOR TO USE EXTREME CARE AND CAUTION AS NOT TO DAMAGE ANY TREES
SCHEDULED TO REMAIN OUTSIDE LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION. PROPERTY LINE SERVES AS
LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION.

NO CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT OR STORAGE SHALL OCCUR WITHIN DRIPLINE OF EXISTING
TREES. PRIOR TO MOBILIZATION CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT (LA)
TO DISCUSS TREE PROTECTION EFFORTS. ALL TREE PROTECTION MEASURES SHALL BE
APPROVED BY LA AND/OR TREE ARBORIST BEFORE ANY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES SHALL
TAKE PLACE ON—SITE. CONTRACTOR TO MONITOR TREES FOR STRESS AND/OR DAMAGE AND
ADVISE LA AND TREE ARBORIST IF ANY OCCUR.

CONTRACTOR TO NOTIFY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AND/OR TREE ARBORIST 48—HOURS IN
ADVANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY NEEDED WITHIN ANY TREE PROTECTION MEASURE.
ALL TREE PROTECTION MEASURES SHALL BE REPLACED IN ORIGINAL LOCATION ONCE WORK
HAS BEEN COMPLETED. NO WORK SHALL BE DONE WITHIN DRIPLINE OF EXISTING TREES
UNLESS APPROVED BY TREE ARBORIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO WORK.

ALL WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY THE CONTRACTOR WITHIN THE DRIPLINE OF ANY EXISTING
TREE OR TREE PROTECTION AREA SHALL BE DONE IN A MANNER SENSITIVE TO ENSURING NO
DAMAGE WILL BE DONE TO THE EXISTING TREES. THE PREFERRED METHOD FOR GRADING
SMALL AREAS WITHIN THE DRIPLINE SHALL BE DONE BY HAND. LARGER AREAS TO BE
GRADED MAY BE DONE WITH A SMALL BOBCAT/TRACT—HOE. CONTRACTOR TO DISCUSS
METHODS OF GRADING WORK WITH LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AND TREE ARBORIST PRIOR TO
COMMENCING ANY SUCH WORK WITHIN DESIGNATED TREE PROTECTION AREAS OR WITHIN
EXISTING DRIPLINES.

ALL PLANTS HAVING A QUANTITY GREATER THAN ONE(1) SHALL BE MATCHED AND SUPPLIED
FROM THE SAME SOURCE (PER SPECIES).

CONTACT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AT THE TIME OF PLANT MATERIAL DELIVERY, BEFORE ANY
SUBSTITUTIONS OR CHANGES, IF SCHEDULED TYPES ARE UNAVAILABLE, AND FOLLOWING
INSTALLATION. ALL PLANT SUBSTITUTIONS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT PRIOR TO PLACEMENT OF ORDERS.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL INSPECT AND APPROVE ALL PLANT MATERIAL AT TIME OF
DELIVERY AS WELL AS AFTER INITIAL PLACEMENT PRIOR TO PLANTING. CONTRACTOR TO
NOTIFY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 48—HOURS PRIOR TO DELIVERY.

ZLANT IéOCATIONS TO BE REEVALUATED AND REVISED, IF NECESSARY, AFTER FINISHED
RADING.

MULCH IN PLANTERS AND PLANTING BEDS TO BE CLEAN AND FREE FROM PEST AND
DISEASES. MULCH SHALL BE APPLIED TO A 2—INCH DEPTH. MULCH RINGS 24—INCHES MIN. IN
DIAMETER ARE TO BE PLACED AROUND ALL TREES NOT LOCATED IN PLANTING BEDS. MULCH
TO BE DOUBLE—SHREDDED HARDWOOD.

DISCREPANCIES TO THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO ORDERING.
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT COMPANY.

PLANTINGS SHALL BE EVENLY SPACED IN A ROW, AT INTERVALS SUFFICIENT TO ALLOW FOR
THEIR HEALTHY GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT.

TOTAL STREET TREES REQUIRED: 14
STREET TREES PROVIDED: (14) PROPOSED STREET TREES

OF 8 WIDE, AND SOIL VOLUME OF 900 CF PER TREE, WITH A SPACING OF 30’ MIN.

(24)1G

. \

ROPOSED R/W
DEDICATION TO CITY
CHARLOTTESVILLE

B Voo W

REVISIONS

REVISION DESCRIPTION
SITE PLAN AMENDMENT #3

DATE
4/19/22

(L[ [FL14L
{IRERAAAEE
T

Rt
COLLINS ENGINEERING

200 GARRETT STREET, SUITE K - CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 - 434.293.3719

10th & HIGH STREET - FINAL SITE PLAN AMENDMENT # 3
LANDSCAPING PLAN

PROPOSED STAIRS AND o
LANDING AREA FOR (6)|PY - STREET TREE \ | Tﬁaﬁ\ TS » —
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Attachment 2: CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report July 12, 2022

East High Street Entrance Corridor

(from EC Design Guidelines)
http://weblink.charlottesville.org/public/0/edoc/793363/5 Chapter%20V%20Maps%200f%20Corridors ERB.pdf

Overall Description

High Street is the traditional downtown entry corridor from |-64 and Route 250 east and the growth
areas of the eastern part of Albemarle County. Its character changes as one goes up the hill west
towards downtown. The lower parts of the corridor have older, small retail and auto-oriented service
establishments with no streetscape improvements. Small scale dwellings begin at Gillespie Street and
continue up the hill. Older, larger and more historic residences dominate the closer one gets to the
downtown. Newer medical office infill structures are mixed in with residences along much of this section
of the corridor due to the proximity of Martha Jefferson Hospital.

Positive Aspects

® Hillside corridor provides views and vistas

®  Proximity of Rivanna River offers opportunities for new, more intense uses
® Older residential sections provide transition to downtown historic districts

Vision

The southeast side of High Street from Long Street to the light at Meade Avenue shares similar
characteristics with the Long Street corridor. Properties here have potential to be redeveloped at an
urban scale with shallow setbacks, higher density, and mixed uses. The natural character of the river
should be preserved, and riverfront properties may incorporate the river as a site amenity. Future infill
and redevelopment on the northwest side of High Street from Riverdale Drive to Locust Avenue and on
the southeast side of High Street from Meade Avenue to 10th Street should complement the smaller
scale of the abutting residential neighborhoods on either side. The retail areas of this part of the
corridor will continue to provide basic service-business functions until redeveloped into a mix of uses
including residential. This area may be considered for nearby offsite or shared parking in the future, due
to the small parcel sizes and convenience to transit and the downtown area. From Locust Avenue to
Market Street there will be opportunities for denser development. The area surrounding Martha
Jefferson Hospital is a potential historic district. A pedestrian environment should be encouraged along
the entire corridor with sidewalks, landscaping and transit stops.

Sub-Area C: 9th Street from High to Market Street

Description

Ninth Street between High and Market Streets delineates the northern edge of the central
downtown area. Gas stations are located at both ends of the corridor. Early-twentieth-century
residences converted to professional use for either the adjacent court complex or Martha
Jefferson Hospital are intermingled with offices and banks of more recent construction.

e Streetscape: Mixed-use, mixed-scale, mixed-setback, concrete median, 4 lanes, overhead
utilities, cobra-head lights, concrete sidewalks.

e Site: Parking in front of several structures, large trees on private sites, some edge
landscaping, mixed private site lighting. Tree planting and consistent sidewalks in this area
have started to create a more pedestrian-oriented environment.

e Buildings: 1-3 stories, several older residences, 2 gas stations.
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Attachment 2: CSP for 920 East High Street - ERB Staff Report July 12, 2022

Recommended General Guidelines

e Provide streetscape improvements to give this section of corridor better definition as it
meets the downtown

e Improve edge conditions of site with plantings

e Relate new infill architectural design more to existing character of older buildings

Guidelines Specific to the Zoning

North Downtown Corridor: The Downtown North Corridor district is the historic center of the
City of Charlottesville and contains many historic structures. In more recent years, this area has
also developed as the heart of the city’s legal community, including court buildings and related
law and professional offices, and commercial and retail uses supporting those services. Within
this area, residential uses have been established both in single-use and in mixed-use structures.
Many former single-family dwellings have been converted to office use. The regulations for this
district are intended to continue and protect the nature and scale of these existing patterns of
development.

I
I
E o
o - il
- ::‘;‘:-‘
3 Sentara
[
€. High Street_SN & g .
T | 2 920 E. High St
wv =
I§ =

> Viewshed

Sentara wmm == City Boundary Line
g i
— .
¢ 920 E. High Building Footprint
lo e T . v v ol e e nmm e - e -
Vegetation

CORRIDOR 10: EAST HIGH STREET I Existing Stop Lights
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Attachment 3: Nearby signage in the East High EC - CSP 920 E. High St., July 12, 2022 (pg 1 of 4)
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Attachment 3: Nearby signage in the East High EC - CSP 920 E. High St., July 12, 2022 (pg2of4)

sar=at ) ) e

Page 59 of 125




(pg3 of4)

Page 60 of 125



Attachment 3: Nearby signage in the East High EC - CSP 920 E. High St., July 12, 2022 (pg4 of4)

Page 61 of 125




RESOLUTION
Approving a Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street

WHEREAS the owner of a development located at 920 East High Street (“Landowner”)
submitted an application seeking approval of a comprehensive signage plan for the medical office
building located on this site as presented, referenced, and incorporated into the City staff report
dated July 12, 2022 in this matter (“Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan”); and

WHEREAS on July 12, 2022, the City’s Entrance Corridor Review Board and the
City’s Planning Commission reviewed the Landowner’s Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan
and recommended approval of the plan with conditions; and

WHEREAS in accordance with Section 34-1045(c) of the Charlottesville City Code, City
Council has determined that:

(1) There i1s good cause for deviating from a strict application of the requirements of
Section 34-1020, et seq. (City Code Chapter 34, Article IX, Division 4 — Signs), and

(2) The Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan, with the modifications recommended by the
Planning Commission/Entrance Corridor Review Board, will serve the public purposes and
objectives set forth within City Code Section 34-1021 at least as well, or better, than the
signage that would otherwise be permitted for this development; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council for the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, that the
Proposed Comprehensive Signage Plan for 920 East High Street is approved subject to the
following conditions:

a. Signs NO1, NO5, and N06: (Monuments) Externally lit. Lamping will be dimmable,
have a Color Temperature (CT) not exceeding 3,000K, and have a Color Rendering Index (CRI) not
less than 80, preferably not less than 90, and

b. Signs N02, NO3 and NO04: (Building address numbers) Not illuminated. Holes for
anchors will be within the mortar joints. No holes will be made into the brick and/or stone.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required: Conduct Public Hearing and take action on the second reading of the Proposed
Ordinance

Presenter: Samuel Sanders, Jr., Deputy City Manager

Staff Contacts: Lisa Robertson, City Attorney

Title: Plastic Bag Tax (2nd reading and Public Hearing)

Background

During the 2020 General Assembly session, Virginia localities received enabling authority to impose
a disposable plastic bag tax within their jurisdictional limits. The City of Charlottesville continues to be
keenly concerned about the equity impact of such a tax. The legislation allows localities to impose a
five cent ($.05) per bag tax on disposable plastic bags provided by certain retailers.

Recommendations from organizations advocating for this tax focus on the potential benefit of
creating a local source of funding dedicated to environmental cleanup and litter/ pollution mitigation.
Specifically, the argument that pollution and litter disproportionately impact low wealth communities.
Further, the ability to provide funding for reusable bags and environmental education efforts are
intended to mitigate the cost burden from such a tax.

The enabling legislation does include stipulations on the use of the associated revenues. Revenues
from this tax must be used for programs supporting the following:

1. environmental cleanup,

2. litter and pollution mitigation,

3. environmental education efforts, and/or

4. to provide reusable bags to SNAP or WIC benéefit recipients.

Funding from this tax will not directly or immediately support any administrative responsibilities the
City may undertake to promote this program. Revenue collection and distribution occurs at the State
level and is remitted to the locality exclusively for the purposes listed above. City Staff would likely be
required to engage in outreach to local businesses, agencies providing social services, and citizens
to educate the community about available resources for alternative, re-usable bags. Future City
Councils may have the ability to allocate this remitting tax funding towards providing an ongoing
program for re-useable bags.

Discussion
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Council is required to conduct a public hearing to consider the adoption of an ordinance to impose a
disposable plastic bag tax. Virginia Code § 58.1-17.45 through 58.1-1748 grants localities the
authority to impose a five cent ($.05) per bag tax on disposable plastic bags provided by grocery
stores, convenience stores, or pharmacies. Pursuant to Virginia Code § 58.1-3007, “before any local
tax levy shall be increased in any...city...., such proposed increase shall be published in a
newspaper having general circulation in the locality affected at least seven days before the
increased levy is made and the citizens of the locality shall be given an opportunity to appear
before, and be heard by, the local governing body on the subject of such increase.”

The attached proposed Ordinance would amend City Code Chapter 30, Taxation, Article Il by adding
Division 3 to impose the plastic bag tax. Durable plastic bags designed for repeated use and plastic
bags used solely to wrap, contain, or package certain goods to prevent damage or contamination are
exempt from this tax. This exclusion would include packaging for ice cream, meat, fish, poultry,
produce, unwrapped bulk food items, perishable food items, dry cleaning, prescription drugs, and
multiple bags sold in containers for use as garbage, pet waste, or leaf removal bags. As referenced
above future revenues from such tax must be used for programs supporting environmental cleanup,
litter and pollution mitigation, environmental education efforts or to provide reusable bags to SNAP or
WIC benefit recipients.

Collection of the plastic bag tax would be performed by the State Department of Taxation. State
Code requires localities to provide a certified copy of the ordinance to the Tax Commissioner of the
Commonwealth at least three months prior to the date the ordinance becomes effective. The
effective date for the disposable plastic bag tax is proposed to be January 1, 2023.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan

This proposed ordinance meets the City Council vision to be a leader in innovation, environmental
sustainability, and social and economic justice. The ordinance conforms with the Strategic Plan’s
Goal 2 to be a Healthy and Safe City and Goal 3 to maintain a Beautiful Environment.

Community Engagement

Public hearing is required, after publication of notice, per Va. Code Sec. 58.1-3007. The public
hearing will need to be advertised for the date of the second reading of the proposed ordinance.

Budgetary Impact

Imposing the disposable plastic bag tax would increase revenues. However, these revenues would
be dedicated to qualifying expenditures as listed above.

Recommendation
(1) Conduct a public hearing, then (2) consider the adoption of the Proposed Ordinance by motion.

Suggested Motion: "I move the ORDINANCE amending Chapter 30 of the City Code, to
establish a new article 19 (disposable plastic bag tax)"

Alternatives

By motion, Council may decide not to proceed with a plastic bag tax. Council may also elect to defer
the matter indefinitely without moving forward to a public hearing.
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Attachments
1.  Ordinance - Plastic Bag Tax
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ORDINANCE
TO AMEND AND REENACT CHAPTER 30 (TAXATION) OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
CHARLOTTESVILLE, TO ESTABLISH A NEW ARTICLE XIX
(DISPOSABLE PLASTIC BAG TAX)

WHEREAS the Virginia General Assembly passed Virginia Code § 58.1-17.45 et seq.
enabling localities to enact a disposable plastic bag tax; and

WHEREAS the funds collected from this tax shall be used to provide funding for local
environmental cleanup, litter and pollution mitigation, environmental education efforts, and to
provide reusable bags to SNAP or WIC benefit recipients within the City of Charlottesville; and

WHEREAS the Charlottesville City Council finds that it is in the best interest of the City
to mitigate the use of disposable plastic bags within the City of Charlottesville and collect funds
to promote healthy and safe environmental conditions; and

WHEREAS the Community has been afforded an opportunity to comment on this tax
levy after due notice in accordance with Virginia Code § 58.1-3007 and the City Council has
thoroughly considered the interest of its citizens and the need to issue this tax levy for the benefit
of the City’s overall environment and pollution mitigation efforts; and now, therefore,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, THAT
Chapter 30 (Taxation) is hereby amended and reenacted, as follows:

1. Enact a new Article XIX (DISPOSABLE PLASTIC BAG TAX), as follows:

ARTICLE XIX. DISPOSABLE PLASTIC BAG TAX
Sec. 30-480- - Disposable plastic bag tax imposed; Exceptions.
(a) There is hereby imposed a tax in the amount of five cents ($0.05) for each disposable plastic
bag provided, whether or not provided free of charge, to all consumers of tangible personal
property by retailers in grocery stores, convenience stores, or drug stores.

(b) Any tax imposed pursuant to the provisions of this article shall not apply to the following:

1) Durable plastic bags with handles that are specifically designed and
manufactured for multiple reuse and that are at least four mils thick;

(@) Plastic bags that are solely used to wrap, contain, or package ice cream, meat,
fish, poultry, produce, unwrapped bulk food items, or perishable food items to
avoid damage or contamination;

(3) Plastic bags used to carry dry cleaning or prescription drugs; and

4) Multiple plastic bags sold in packages and intended for use as garbage, pet
waste, or leaf removal bags.

State law reference(s)—Va. Code § 58.1-1745 and 8§ 58.1-1746.
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Sec. 30-481- Definitions.
As used in this Division:

"Convenience store™ means an establishment that (i) has an enclosed room in a permanent
structure where stock is displayed and offered for sale and (ii) maintains an inventory of edible
items intended for human consumption consisting of a variety of such items of the types normally
sold in grocery stores.

"Disposable plastic bag™” means a plastic bag not intended for reuse that is provided by a retail
establishment to a customer at the point of purchase to transport items purchased.

"Drugstore™ means an establishment that sells medicines prepared by a licensed pharmacist
pursuant to a prescription and other medicines and items for home and general use.

"Grocery store™ means an establishment that has an enclosed room in a permanent structure and
that sells food and other items intended for human consumption, including a variety of
ingredients commonly used in the preparation of meals. This definition does not include food
banks, farmers markets, or mobile food units.

"Retail establishment™ means any grocery store, convenience store, or drugstore that maintains
regular business hours at a fixed place of business within the City of Charlottesville. The term
Retail establishment includes any large retailer within the City that contains a grocery store,
convenience store or drug store.

Sec. 30-482 - Collection, Administration, Appropriation of Revenue and Adoption of State
Law.

(a) Any tax imposed under this section shall be collected by the retail establishment, along with
the purchase price and all other fees and taxes, at the time the consumer pays for such personal
property.

(b) All revenue accruing to the City from the tax imposed under this ordinance are to be used for
one or more of the following purposes:
1) environmental cleanup,
@) providing education programs designed to reduce environmental waste,
(3) mitigating pollution and litter, or
4 providing reusable bags to recipients of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP) or Women, Infants, and Children Program (WIC) benefits or such
other programs as authorized by the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

(c) Virginia Code Title 58.1, Chapter 17, Article 12 (Virginia Code § 58.1-1745 et seq.) is
incorporated into this division by reference and made applicable to the City, mutatis mutandis.

State law reference(s)—Va. Code 8§ 58.1-1745 et seq.

2. The Clerk of Council shall provide a certified copy of this ordinance to the Tax
Commissioner of the Commonwealth on or before September 30, 2022; and

3. This ordinance shall become effective January 1, 2023.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA.

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA.
Agenda Date: August 1, 2022.
Actions Required:  Public Hearing/Approval of Resolution to Appropriate Funds (1st of 2
readings).
Presenter: Michael C. Rogers, Interim City Manager.
Staff Contacts: Sam Sanders, Deputy City Manager for Operations.

Ashley Reynolds Marshall, Deputy City Manager for REDI.
Chris Cullinan, Director of Finance.
Krisy Hammill, Director of Budget and Performance Management.

Title: Resolution Appropriating Funds from the American Rescue Plan Act
(ARPA) for Eligible Local Activities - $14,799,565.

Background:

On March 11, 2021, President Biden signed the American Rescue Plan Act 0f2021 (the Act) to provide
additional relief for individuals and businesses affected by the coronavirus pandemic. The Act includes
funding for state, local, and tribal governments as well as education and COVID-19-related testing,
vaccination support, and research.

The City of Charlottesville received a total of $19,609,708 from the US Treasury Department in two equal
tranches in May 2021 and June 2022. These funds must be obligated by December 31, 2024 and spent by
December 31, 2026.

To date, City Council has passed four (4) ARP appropriations totaling $4,810,143 to address urgent
community and organizational needs arising from the impacts of COVID-19.

This agenda item appropriates the remaining ARP funds totaling $14,799,565.

Discussion:

This appropriation includes six requests that are detailed below. These requests are eligible for ARP
funds per the guidance provided by US Treasury in their April 1, 2022 Final Rule. The appropriation

b TY

includes requests to “replace public sector revenue”, “responding to negative economic impacts”, and
1
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“responding to the public health emergency”.

Request #1: Replace Lost Public Sector Revenue.

Amount Requested: $10,000,000.

ARP Eligibility: Replace lost public sector revenue.

Description: ARP recipients are given two options to determine their revenue loss: (1) a standard
allowance of up to $10,000,000, (2) calculating their jurisdiction’s specific revenue loss each year using
US Treasury’s formula which compares actual revenue to a counterfactual trend. The City is electing to
take the standard $10,000,000 allowance.

Recipients must use replacement funds for government services; generally, “services traditionally
provided by recipient governments are government services, unless Treasury has stated otherwise”.

The City proposes to use replacement funds for the following government services in the following
amounts:

Use #1: Charlottesville Fire Department Accreditation Findings.

Amount: $1,104,000.

Description: These funds will address findings from the accreditation team regarding minimum
staffing levels and command and control safety.

Use #2: Charlottesville Fire Department Retention Bonus.

Amount: $450,000.

Description: A $4,000 bonus will be paid all sworn personnel.

Use #3: Sheriff’s Office Retention Bonus.

Amount: $50,000.

Description: A $4,000 bonus will be paid to all sworn personnel.

Use #4: Downtown Mall Improvements.

Amount: $300,000.

Description: As the 50" anniversary of the downtown mall approaches, these funds would be
used to initiate a process to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the City’s
downtown core and develop/implement improvements to ensure success over the
next 50 years.

Use #5: Wayfinding Improvements.

Amount: $100,000.

Description: The City’s current wayfinding program, which is important to visitors, was

2
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Use #6:
Amount:

Description:

Use #7:
Amount:

Description:

Use #8:
Amount:

Description:

Use #9:
Amount:

Description:

Use #10:
Amount:

Description:

Use #11:
Amount:

Description:

installed in 2008 and has not been updated. These funds would be used to conduct
a review and make necessary changes to the signage system.

Additional funds for “Safe Routes to School” program.

$500,000.

With limited bus capacity in the upcoming school year, these funds will provide
additional support for safe, convenient, and fun opportunities for children to bicycle and
walk to and from schools under the City’s “Safe Routes to School” program.

City Shelter Emergency Generator System.

$40,000.

Funds would be used to purchase an emergency generator system for the City
shelter site and Charlottesville High School.

Facilities Repair Fund.

$200,000.

These funds will be used to restore the $400,000 that has historically been allocated
to the Facilities Repair Fund annually. The allocation was reduced back in FY 21
to $200,000 to help offset other budgetary needs during COVID and it has remained
unchanged. These funds will help catch up on some deferred projects.

Equipment Replacement Fund.

$829,000.

These funds will be used to help supplement the amount available for new vehicles
and equipment. The funding for the City’s fleet replacement plan has been reduced
over the last few years due to other competing budget needs relating to COVID.
These additional funds will help to revive the scheduled replacement plan.

Strategic Investment Fund.

$1,000,000.

The funds would be set aside to help the City quickly respond to unique
opportunities having strategic value.

Agency Investment Fund.

$1,000,000.

Nonprofit agencies provide support to citizens in ways that the local government
cannot. This funding support will be open to competitive grant applications from
our local nonprofits in a process that is separate from the Vibrant Communities

3
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Fund due to the requirements that the Department of Treasury has on how ARPA
dollars can be allocated to nonprofit programs. The City Manager seeks innovative
programming that will make a measurable impact in our community. Programing
could include emergency housing assistance, financial services to the
unbanked/underbanked, mental health in-patient treatment, outreach to those who
are not yet engaged in mental health treatment, or evidence-based community
violence intervention programs. A detailed application process will be released in
CY2023 that ensures all applicants are aware of the ARPA regulations, policies,
and guidelines. These will be one-time grants, and funding of applications will not

be guaranteed.
Use #12: Community Arts and Festivals Investments.
Amount: $580,000

Description: Communities are enriched by opportunities that focus on the arts, community
education, cultural celebrations, and family-friendly opportunities. At this time,
the City Manager wishes to be able to consider providing support both internally
and externally for local festivals, cultural events, and educational conferences. This
fund will allow the City Manager to be responsive to some community requests,
but also to potentially ensure that the organization itself can engage the community
through art, education, cultural enrichment, or recreation opportunities.

Use #13: Support for Human Resources Office.

Amount: $270,000.

Description: The Office of Human Resources works diligently to ensure the best people
management possible. In order to accomplish those goals, the City Manager
recognizes that additional staff members need to be added to their team including a
Deputy Director of Human Resources, HR Recruiter, and an HR Labor Manager.
Funding is requested through the revenue loss pool to provide one-year support for
those positions giving the opportunity to engage talent now, but time to ensure those
roles are worked into the FY’24 budget.

Use #14. Strategic Planning.

Amount: $200,000.

Description: These funds will be used to help Council design and implement the City’s
Strategic Plan update.

Use #15: Human Rights Commission Investigator and Administrative Support.

Amount: $176,000.

Description: The Office of Human Rights was asked by City Council in their last ordinance
4
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update to investigate the opportunity to become a HUD Fair Housing Assistance
Program (FHAP). FHAPs are partnerships between the federal government and
local agencies to provide protection to the public against discrimination in housing.
The office has investigated this opportunity, and along with an update to its
ordinance, they would need to ensure that they have the required staffing to provide
critical services to those in our community who have been discriminated against as
they seek a basic need- shelter. The City Manager recognizes these HUD
requirements and proposed to ensure that the Office of Human Rights is equipped
with an Investigator and Administrative Intake Assistance in order to support the
needs of an FHAP. This funding will bridge the office to be able to engage those
employees now, should Council vote to approve the ordinance change that will
allow the Office to be officially recognized as an FHAP. These positions will be
rolled into the City Manager’s FY24 proposed budget to ensure continuity and
stability of this work that also will become a critical part of the City’s Affordable
Housing Plan programing.

Use #16: Affordable Housing and Homeless Services.

Amount: $1,630,000.

Description:  In continuing recognition of the City’s Affordable Housing Plan, the City Manager
recognizes that programing provided by nonprofit organizations is critical to
ensuring that all of our neighbors and friends are able to access a basic need —
shelter. Funding in this area will count towards the City’s Affordable Housing
Goals but will also be a competitive grant application process for local nonprofits
like the Agency Investment Funds. These funds will be a separate process from
current Office of Community Solutions housing funds, as well as Vibrant
Community’s Fund dollars as the Department of Treasury has specific eligible
programs and support limits that must be adhered to. The City Manager seeks
innovative programming that will make a measurable impact in our community.
Treasury-eligible programming could focus on supporting long-term housing
security, providing emergency housing assistance, as well as providing emergency
programs or services for homeless individuals. A detailed application process will
be released in CY2023 that ensures all applicants are aware of the ARPA
regulations, policies, and guidelines. These will be one-time grants, and funding of
applications will not be guaranteed.

Use #17: COVID Contingency.

Amount: $1,571,000.

Description: These funds will be held in reserve to mitigate any future, unforeseen
health/economic/social impacts from COVID on the community and/or City
organization.

Page 72 of 125



Request #2: Funding for Charlottesville-Albemarle Convention and Visitors Bureau (CACVB).

Amount Requested: $750,000.

ARP Eligibility: Responding to negative economic impacts.

Description: The CACVB’s budget is based on the Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT) collections from
two fiscal years ago. As of July 1, 2022, the CACVB’s budget reflects the TOT collection from July 1,
2020 — June 30, 2021 when tourism essentially stopped due to the pandemic. The CACVB uses these
funds to market the City as a premier tourism destination and boost visitation at lodging, retail, restaurant,
attraction and additional partner locations. In 2019, the tourism industry accounted for $350 million direct
visitor spending in Charlottesville City, employing nearly 3,500 people, generating more than $19.4
million in local tax revenue; and a healthy portion of visitor spending goes to locally owned businesses.
The proposed $750,000 ARPA funding from the City would match the County’s contribution and would
reinstate basic CACVB services through December 2024.

Request #3: Pathways Fund Assistance.

Amount Requested: $700,000.

ARP Eligibility: Responding to negative economic impacts.

Description:  Continued support for emergency financial assistance through the Pathways Fund.

Request #4: Community Health Initiative.

Amount Requested: $500,000.

ARP FEligibility: Responding to the public health emergency.

Description: These funds will be used for the City to pilot work that will directly engage members of
our community through a public health lens in order to be more responsive to the emerging needs of our
neighbors and friends. Potential focus areas have been identified as homelessness supports, critical case
management support, as well as mental health and wellness supports.

Request #5: Meadowcreek Trail.

Amount Requested: $500,000.

ARP Eligibility: Responding to negative economic impacts.

Description: These funds will be used to fully fund the completion of this important link in the City’s trail
system and provide safe and healthy pedestrian routes to nearby disproportionately impacted
neighborhoods.

Request #6: Unallocated ARP Balance.

Amount Requested: $2,349,565.

ARP Eligibility: To be determined.

Description: These funds will be allocated in the future for eligible uses.
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Budgetary Impact:
While the City has several years to spend ARP funds, these funds are one-time in nature. Approximately
$1.9M of the proposed requests/uses have on-going costs which will need to be funded in future budgets.

Public Outreach/Input:
A public hearing is required for this item.

Alisnment with Council Vision Areas and Strategic Plan:

This resolution contributes to Goal 1 of the Strategic Plan, to be an inclusive community of self-sufficient
residents; Goal 2 to be a healthy and safe City; and Goal 5 to be a well-managed and responsive
organization.

Recommendation:
Staff recommend that Council approve the attached resolution.

Alternatives:

City Council may elect not to appropriate funding for these purposes at this time or may elect other ARP
eligible program expenditures.

Attachments:

1. Appropriation.
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RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING FUNDING FOR
American Rescue Plan for Eligible Local Activities

$14,799,565

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia that the sum of 14,799,565
from American Rescue Plan funding is hereby designated to be available for expenditure for costs

associated with following eligible purposes and amounts:

Replace Lost Public Sector Revenue.
Funding for CACVB.

Pathways Fund Assistance.
Community Health Initiative.
Meadowcreek Trail.

Unallocated Balance.

TOTAL.

$10,000,000.

$750,000.
$700,000.
$500,000.
$500,000.
$2,349,565.

$14,799,565.

Note: account codes will be established following the first reading and public hearing on this

appropriation for inclusion in the second reading and adoption.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required: Consideration of an application for rezoning

Presenter: Brian Haluska, Principal Planner
Staff Contacts: Brian Haluska, Principal Planner
Title: 415 10th Street NW, Rezoning from R-1S to B-2 (1 of 2 readings)

Background

Dairy Holdings, LLC (owner) has submitted a Rezoning Application pursuant to City Code Sec. 34-41
seeking a zoning map amendment to change the zoning district classification of the above parcel of
land. The application proposes to change the zoning classification of the Subject Property from the
existing R-1S (Residential Small Lot) to B-2 (Commercial) with proffers. The Subject Property has
road frontage on 10th Street NW and Grady Avenue. The Comprehensive Land Use Map for this
area calls for General Residential (Sensitive Community Area).

Discussion

The Planning Commission considered this application at their meeting on July 12, 2022. The
discussion centered on the proposed proffers and how the proposed uses would fit into the potential
new zoning map.

The staff report and supporting documentation presented to the Planning Commission can be found
starting at page 66 at the following link: Planning Commission Packet from July 12, 2022.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan

The City Council Vision of Quality Housing Opportunities for All states that "Our neighborhoods
feature a variety of housing types, including higher density, pedestrian and transit-oriented housing at
employment and cultural centers."

Community Engagement

On April 27, 2022 the applicant held a community meeting at the Brick Cellar inside Dairy Market at
946 Grady Avenue at 6:00pm. Ten members of the public attended the meeting. The meeting was
recorded and is available to the public through the developer.

Several members of the public stated their preference that the owner seek historic designation of the
Subject Property to ensure the building on the site would remain.

On June 14, 2022, the Planning Commission held a joint public hearing on this matter. Members of

Page 76 of 125


https://charlottesvilleva.civicclerk.com/Web/UserControls/DocPreview.aspx?p=1&aoid=1404

the public spoke on the topic, and expressed concern for the lack of benefit to the adjacent
community that the change in use would provide.

Budgetary Impact
No direct budgetary impact is anticipated as a direct result of this rezoning.

Recommendation
Staff recommends the application be approved.

The Planning Commission voted 6-0 to recommend the application be approved.

Alternatives
(1) by motion, City Council may approve the attached Ordinance

(2) by motion, City Council may deny the Rezoning;

(3) by motion, City Council may defer action on the Rezoning.

Attachments

1. Dairy Church Proffer Statement (signed)
2. Ordinance RZO 415 10th St
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PROFFER STATEMENT
ZM22-00001
Project Name: 415 10%™ Street NW (Old Trinity Church)
Real Estate Parcel Identification Number: 040046000
Owner of Record: Dairy Holdings, LLC

Date: 7/14/22
Approximately 0.188 acres to be rezoned from R1S Residential to B-2 Commercial

Dairy Holdings, LLC is the sole owner of Real Estate Identification Number 040046000 (the “Property”),
which is the subject of rezoning application ZM22-00001, a project known as “415 10%" Street (Old Trinity
Church)” (the “Project”).

Pursuant to Section 34-64(c), of the City of Charlottesville Code, the Owner hereby voluntarily proffers
the conditions listed below which shall be applied to the Property if it is rezoned to the zoning district
identified above. These conditions are proffered as a part of the requested rezoning and the Owner
acknowledges that the conditions are reasonable:

1. All non-residential uses allowed under B-2 zoning, other than Art Gallery, Auditorium, Houses of
Worship, Club (private), Music Hall, Educational Facilities, Technology Based Business, and
Offices, shall not be permitted on the subject property.

2. The maximum number of residential dwelling units located on the property shall be one (1).

3. No additional vehicular ingress and egress to the subject property.

OWNER:

(R8s

Dairy Holdings, LLC
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AN ORDINANCE
REZONING LAND FRONTING ON 10" STREET N.W. AND GRADY AVENUE FROM
R-1S (RESIDENTIAL, SINGLE-FAMILY) TO B-2 (COMMERCIAL) SUBJECT TO
PROFFERED DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS

WHEREAS in order to facilitate a specific development project, Dairy Holdings, LLC
(“Landowner”), has submitted rezoning application ZM22-00001, proposing a change in the
zoning classification (“Proposed Rezoning”) of approximately 0.188 acres of land fronting on 10
Street N.W., and identified within the 2022 City real estate records by Real Estate Parcel
Identification Number 040046000 (the “Subject Property”), from “R-1S” to “B-2”, with said
Proposed Rezoning to be subject to several development conditions proffered by Landowner; and

WHEREAS the purpose of the Proposed Rezoning application is to increase the number
of permitted uses within an existing structure; and

WHEREAS a public hearing on the Proposed Rezoning was conducted jointly by City
Council and Planning Commission on July 12, 2022, following notice to the general public, to the
property owner, and to adjacent property owners as required by law; and

WHEREAS on July 12, 2022, the Planning Commission voted to recommend the
Proposed Rezoning to City Council for adoption, finding it to be consistent with the City’s goal of
encouraging the adaptive use of existing buildings; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, THAT the
Zoning District Map Incorporated in Section 34-1 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Code of the City
of Charlottesville, 1990, as amended, be and hereby is amended and reenacted as follows:

Section 34-1. Zoning District Map. Rezoning all of the land designated within te
City’s City real estate assessment records by Parcel Identification Number
040046000 (“Subject Property”), containing, in the aggregate, approximately
0.1888 acres from R-1S (Single-family Residential) to B-1 (Commercial), subject
to the following proffered development conditions (“Proffers”), which were
tendered by the Landowner in accordance with law and are hereby accepted by this
City Council:

Approved Proffers

The use and development of the Subject Property shall be subject to the following development
conditions voluntarily proffered by the Landowner, which conditions shall apply in addition to the
regulations otherwise provided within the City’s zoning ordinance. Such proffers shall be binding
to the Property, which means the proffers shall be transferred to all future property successors of
the land:

1. The Subject Property shall be used for the following non-residential uses: Art Gallery,
Auditorium, Houses of Worship, Club (private), Music Hall, Educational Facilities,

1
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Technology Based Business, and Offices. No other non-residential uses shall be permitted
on the Subject Property, even if said use is otherwise permissible under the City’s B-2
zoning district classification.

2. The maximum number of residential dwelling units located on the Subject Property shall
be one (1).

3. There shall be no additional vehicular ingress or egress to the Subject Property.
BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED THAT the City’s Zoning Administrator shall

update the Zoning District Map to reflect this rezoning of the Subject Property subject to
the proffered development conditions.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022

Action Required:  Adoption of Ordinance to designate 415 and415-B 10" Street N.W. an
Individually Protected Property

Presenter: Jeffrey Werner, Historic Preservation and Design Planner
Staff Contacts: Jeffrey Werner, Historic Preservation and Design Planner
Title: 415 and 415-B 10th Street NW - Designation of Property as an Individually

Protected Property (1 of 2 readings)

Background

Per Sec. 34-274, City Council may make additions and deletions to the list of protected
properties and, in evaluating such requests, consider the recommendations of the Planning
Commission and the Board of Architectural (BAR).

Following discussions during the June 14, 2022 Planning Commission meeting, including the

property owner’s expression of consent for IPP designation for 415/415-B 10t Street NW, an
approximately 0.19-acre parcel with three existing structures—referred to as the church, the parish
hall, and the rectory--at the NE corner of 10th Street, NW and Grady Avenue, staff prepared for the
Planning Commission and the BAR an evaluation of the property and draft language for the zoning
text and map amendments.

On July 12, 2022, the Commission recommended and on July 19, 2022, the BAR recommended that
Council approve the zoning text and zoning map amendments to designate the property an
Individually Protected Property.

Proposed Actions

Revise §34-273. Individually protected properties as follows:
Add 415/415-B 10" Street NW to the list of protected properties, and direct the zoning administrator
to modify the Zoning Map referenced within §34-1 to note that, per the provisions of 34-273(b) the

property at 415/415-B 10t Street N.W. is, by virtue of its designation as an individually protected
property, added as a Minor Design Control District.

Discussion

Overview of Staff Analysis
Staff prepared and submitted to the Planning Commission (July 12, 2022) and the BAR (July 19,
2022) an evaluation of the property applying the eight criteria under Sec. 274(b) and for consistency
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with the 2021 Comprehensive Plan. Staff recommended designation due to the property’s special
historic, cultural, and architectural significance and that designation will meet the Comprehensive
Plan goals to support the recognition of historic properties and seek historic designation as a means
to protect those resources. The Commission and the BAR concurred, approving motions
recommending that Council approve the IPP designation.

Planning Commission
On July 12, 2022, the City’s Planning Commission, following an advertised public hearing and after
consideration of the criteria in Sec. 34-274(b), approved the following:

Recommend that City Council approve ZT-22-00001 and ZM-22-00001 amending and reenacting the
Zoning Map incorporated within Section 34-1 of the Charlottesville City Code, 1990, as amended, by
the rezoning of 415/415-B 10th Street NW (Parcel 4-46) to add a historic overlay district designation
to the property, and also amending and reenacting Section 34-273 of the Charlottesville City Code,
1990 as amended, to add this property to the City’s list of Individually Protected Properties.

Board of Architectural Review
On July 19, 2022, the City’s Board of Architectural Review, following an advertised public hearing
and after consideration of the criteria in Sec. 34-274(b), approved the following:

Having reviewed the criteria for designation of Individually Protected Properties per City Code
Section 34-274, | move the BAR recommend that City Council approve the request to designate
415/415-B 10th Street NW (Parcel 4-46) an Individually Protected Properties.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan

The proposed rezoning supports City Council’s vision for Arts and Culture: Our community has world-
class performing, visual, and literary arts reflective of the unique character, culture, and diversity of
Charlottesville. Charlottesville cherishes and builds programming around the evolving research and
interpretation of our historic heritage and resources....

It also contributes to Goal 2 of the Strategic Plan: Be a safe, equitable, thriving, and beautiful
community; and Objective 2.5: Provide natural and historic resources stewardship.

Community Engagement

On April 27, 2022, the applicant held a community meeting at the Brick Cellar inside Dairy

Market at 946 Grady Avenue at 6:00 pm. Ten members of the public attended the meeting.

The meeting was recorded and is available to the public through the developer. Several members of
the public stated their preference that the owner seek historic designation of the Subject Property to
ensure the building on the site would remain.

On June 10, 2022, the City’s Historic Resources Committee sent to the Planning Commission and
City Council a letter requesting they “initiate the process necessary to establish 415 10th Street, NW,
as a locally designated historic property, with the church, parish hall, and rectory as contributing
structures.”

On July 12, 2022, the City’s Planning Commission, reviewed the request at an advertised public
hearing.
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On July 19, 2022, the City’s Board of Architectural, reviewed the request at an advertised public
hearing.

Budgetary Impact
No budgetary impact.

Recommendation

The Planning Commission voted to recommend City Council approve the proposed designation, and
the BAR voted to recommend City Council approve the proposed designation. Staff recommends City
Council approve the proposed Ordinance.

Suggested Motion: "I move the ORDINANCE amending City Code Section 34-273(b) to add Tax Map 4
Parcel 46 (address 415 and 415-B Tenth Street, N.W.) as an individually protected property and minor
architectural design control district"

Alternatives
City Council may, by motion, decide to deny the proposed designation.

Attachments
1. 415 10th St NW ZTA ZMA for IPP (PC final June 29)_Staff Report and attachments
2. Ordinance - 415 10th Street IPP for CC
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City of Charlottesville
Department of Neighborhood Development Services
Staff Report

Joint City Council And Planning Commission Public Hearing
Application for Designation of Property as an Individually Protected Property
Application Number: ZT-22-00001 and ZM-22-00001
Date of Hearing: July 12, 2022

Project Planner: Brian Haluska, AICP
Staff Report prepared by: Jeff Werner, AICP, Preservation and Design Planner
Date of Staff Report: June 29, 2022

Applicant: Dairy Holdings, LLC
Applicant’s Representative(s): Joe Wregge

Current Property Owner: Dairy Holdings, LLC

Application Information

Property Street Address: 415/415-B 10th Street NW

Tax Map & Parcel: 004046000

Total Square Footage/ Acreage Site: Approx. 0.19 acres (8,450 square feet)
Comprehensive Plan (General Land Use Plan): General Residential (Sensitive Community
Areas)

Current Zoning Classification: R-1S (Residential Single-Family Small Lot)

Proposed Zoning Classification: B-2 Commercial

Overlay District: None (IPP designation requested)

Applicant’s Request:

Dairy Holdings, LLC requests rezoning to designate as an Individually Protected Property (IPP) an
approximately 0.19-acre parcel with three existing structures—referred to as church, parish hall,
and rectory--at the NE corner of 10t Street, NW and Grady Avenue.

This request would amend City Code Section 34-273(b), designating the parcel an IPP, and City
Code Section 34-1, adding to the parcel the overlay of a Minor Architectural Design Control
District. Designation of an IPP follows the process for an amendment to the City's zoning ordinance
and zoning map, including a public hearing and notification. In reviewing the requested
designation, City Council shall consider the recommendations of the Planning Commission and the
Board of Architectural Review (BAR) regarding criteria found in City Code Section 34-274.

The church, parish hall, and rectory were originally constructed elsewhere and relocated to this
site in--or soon after--1939 by the congregation of Trinity Episcopal Church. The church, built in
1910 in Palmyra (Fluvanna County), was disassembled and moved to 10% Street in 1939. According
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to church history, either in 1939 or very soon after, the parish hall and rectory were either moved

to 10t Street from other locations or constructed new; however, their origins and dates of

construction are uncertain. (Between 1919 and 1939, Trinity was located at what is now a pocket
park at intersection of West High Street and Preston Avenue. The acquisition of land for Lane High
School and Mclintire Road forced the congregation’s move to 10™" Street, leaving behind a church
and, possibly, a separate dwelling, which were razed. In 1974, the congregation moved from 10t

Street to its present location at 1118 Preston Avenue.)

Vicinity Map:
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Standard of Review — IPP Desighation

Sec. 34-274. - Additions to and deletions from districts or protected property list.

a) City council may, by ordinance, from time to time, designate additional properties and areas
for inclusion within a major design control district; remove properties from a major design
control district; designate individual buildings, structures or landmarks as protected properties;
or remove individual buildings, structure or landmarks from the city's list of protected
properties. Any such action shall be undertaken following the rules and procedures applicable
to the adoption of amendments to the city's zoning ordinance and zoning map.

b) Prior to the adoption of any such ordinance, the city council shall consider the
recommendations of the planning commission and the board of architectural review ("BAR") as
to the proposed addition, removal or designation. The commission and BAR shall address the
following criteria in making their recommendations: [listed below with staff comments
inserted]

(1) The historic, architectural or cultural significance, if any, of a building, structure or site
and whether it has been listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) or the
Virginia Landmarks Register (VLR);

Staff Comment: The property is not currently listed on the NRHP or the VLR. In 2020,
the City completed an architectural and historical survey of 434 properties within the
10t and Page Neighborhood, which included 415/415-B 10t Street NW and the three
structures on the property. The review board of the Virginia Department of Historic
Resources recommended the 10th and Page Neighborhood Historic District be eligible
for listing on the VLR and NRHP, with Trinity’s former church, parish hall, and rectory
identified as contributing resources; however, the buildings were not recommended for
individual listing at that time. The church and parish hall are significant for their wood-
frame vernacular Gothic architecture as well as for the role Trinity Episcopal Church’s
members played in the Charlottesville community in the twentieth century, especially
during the City’s local civil rights movement.

(2) The association of the building, structure or site with an historic person or event or with a
renowned architect or master craftsman;

415 10" IPP — ZT and ZM (June 29, 2022) 3
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Staff Comment: The property contains three structures, but only the history of the
church building is clearly known. The building was built in 1910 in Palmyra, Fluvanna
County, and was designed by C. Chastain Cocke. Preliminary research identifies Cocke
as a contractor and bridge builder in Fluvanna County, but neither his architecture or
other buildings are renowned or prominent.

The property is associated with those twentieth-century leaders of the City’s African-
American community who attended Trinity Episcopal Church and the church itself
made significant strides to unite and empower Black Charlottesville residents during
the City’s era of segregation.

Rev. Cornelius Dawson, Rev. Henry Mitchell, and George Ferguson were part of the
Trinity Church community and all distinguished leaders in Charlottesville’s civil rights
movement.

Rev. Dawson led Trinity Episcopal Church between 1936 and 1946 and assisted local
nurse Daisy Green in founding the Janie Porter Barrett Nursery School, a preschool that
first served African-American families and remains Virginia’s longest-operating daycare.

Rev. Mitchell helmed the church between 1958 and 1977 and launched the Trinity
Program in 1964, which provided Black children with summer camp activities as well as
year-round preschool services. Rev. Mitchell was also the first Black president of the
Charlottesville school board.

George Ferguson was an active congregant at the church and a prominent Black
undertaker in Charlottesville. Ferguson led the Charlottesville NAACP as president and
campaigned to integrate the University of Virginia hospital.

Given Trinity Church’s ties with these three significant leaders and the services that the
church itself sponsored, like the Trinity Program, to serve Charlottesville’s Black
community during the twentieth century, the three buildings are significant for their
association with historic people and events.

(3) The overall aesthetic quality of the building, structure or site and whether it is or
would be an integral part of an existing design control district;

Staff Comment: The three buildings are striking and attractive framed structures that
are significantly visible at the busy intersection of 10t Street NW and Preston and
Grady avenues. The church building is the most prominent of the three buildings. The
wood-frame vernacular Gothic building is articulated with a steep front-end gable roof
and inset pointed-arch bargeboard that creates a recess framing a circular window and
the front entrance beneath. The building is further complemented by pointed-arch
windows that illuminate the sanctuary.
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The former parish hall and rectory, are architecturally simpler than the church building.
The parish hall is a one-story gable-roofed wood building with two-over-two sash
windows and asbestos siding. The rectory resembles many other early twentieth-
century dwellings in Charlottesville: it is a two-story wood house with a front-facing
gable roof, one-over-one sash windows, and a gable-roofed front porch.

Even though the church possesses more striking visual qualities than the parish hall or
rectory, all three buildings complement each other and together are still clearly legible
as a mid-twentieth-century church campus.

The property is not within an existing City-designated Architectural Design Control
(ADC) District. It is %a-mile east of the Rugby Road-University Circle-Venable
Neighborhood ADC District; 1/3-mile north of the Wertland Street and West Main ADC
Districts; and within a few blocks of three IPPs.
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(4) The age and condition of a building or structure;

Staff Comment: Only construction date of the church is confidently known: 1910 in
Palmyra, VA, then disassembled and moved in 1939. The parish hall and rectory were
reportedly relocated from other sites, though possibly constructed as new buildings at
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the present site. A 1937 aerial image (below) of the site suggests that neither building
was present at least two years prior to the church being relocated here in in 1939.

All three buildings have existed at the present site for 83 years. The present owner
recently conducted exterior repairs to the church and parish hall. The buildings are in
good to fair condition. (During the July 12, 2022 Planning Commission meeting, the
owner’s representative commented that in 2020 the following had been completed on
the church and parish hall: misc. repairs and panting of exterior; reglaze the windows;
update the MEP systems and equipment; alterations for ADA accessibility; repairs to a
foundation wall; and expose the rafters within the parish hall.)

S L o
FC e
1937 aerial image of site. Parcel highlighted in orange. No buildings present.
(https://geoportal.lib.virginia.edu/UVAImageDiscovery/)

(5) Whether a building or structure is of old or distinctive design, texture and material;

Staff Comment: The vernacular Gothic architectural language employed on the church is
relatively uncommon in the city and distinguishes the church from other buildings in
Charlottesville. This vernacular Gothic style is conveyed through the pointed-arch
bargeboard in the front gable, the circular window on its facade, and the pointed-arch
windows on all elevations. Its wood construction is also uncommon for church buildings in
the city.

(6) The degree to which the distinguishing character, qualities or materials of a building,
structure or site have been retained;

Staff Comment: The vernacular Gothic architectural language employed at the church is
relatively uncommon in the city and distinguishes the church from other buildings in
Charlottesville.
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The completeness of the church campus is also a distinguishing quality of the site;
together, the church building, parish hall, and rectory all served essential purposes for a
functioning church in the twentieth century. All three buildings were critical to Trinity
Episcopal Church operations and together, still contribute to the site’s historic character.

(7) Whether a building or structure, or any of its features, represents an infrequent or the first or
last remaining example of a particular detail or type of architecture in the city;

Staff Comment: The church and parish hall are rare surviving examples of wood church
buildings within Charlottesville city limits. Most of the City’s surviving churches built before
1960 are masonry (brick or concrete block). Of the City’s landmark church buildings that
are historically associated with Charlottesville’s African-American community, most are
masonry: Mt. Zion Baptist Church (105 Ridge Street, constructed 1884), First Baptist Church
[also Delevan Baptist Church] (632 West Main Street, constructed 1877), Ebenezer Baptist
Church (113 6th Street NW, constructed 1894, rebuilt 1907), and Church of God in Christ
(132 Rosser Avenue East, constructed 1947).

Within the City, staff identified only two other surviving wood churches built before 1960:
the Woolen Mills Chapel (1819 E. Market Street, constructed 1887) and the former Bethel
Baptist Church building (501 Commerce Street, constructed 1920). Given the rarity of wood
churches in Charlottesville, the church and parish hall at 415 10t Street merit protection.

From the 2020 survey: This site has been the location of a neighborhood religious
organization for over fifty years. The architecture of both the dwelling and the church
building complex is one of the few intact examples of a mid-20th century African American
religious landscape in Charlottesville. While, some of the original fabric has been altered on
the parish house and the church annex, the chapel remains intact.

The value of Trinity Episcopal lies in its role as a community gathering place and house of
worship serving the 10th and Page neighborhood and the larger city of Charlottesville.

(8) Whether a building or structure is part of a geographically definable area within

which there exists a significant concentration or continuity of buildings or structures that are
linked by past events or, aesthetically, by plan or physical development, or within which there
exist a number of buildings or structures separated geographically but linked by association or
history.

Staff Comment: The buildings lie at the NE corner of the historically working-class,
predominately African American neighborhood known as 10t and Page. The church was
culturally and historically an integral part of that neighborhood, more so than representing
an aesthetic or architectural relationship to the neighborhood.

The property is also linked to other landmark church buildings historically associated with
Charlottesville’s Black community. Of these, three are within City-designated Architectural
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Design Control Districts and one is designated an Individually Protected Property: Mt. Zion
Baptist Church (105 Ridge Street, constructed 1884), First Baptist Church [also Delevan
Baptist Church] (632 West Main Street, constructed 1877), Ebenezer Baptist Church (113
6t Street NW, constructed 1894, rebuilt 1907), and Church of God in Christ (132 Rosser
Avenue East, IPP, constructed 1947).

Standard of Review — Rezoning

The Planning Commission must make an advisory recommendation to the City Council. Council
may amend the zoning district classification of this property upon finding that the proposed
amendment would serve the interests of “public necessity, convenience, general welfare, or good
zoning practice.” To advise Council, the Planning should evaluate:

1) Whether the proposed amendment conforms to the general guidelines and policies
contained in the comprehensive plan;

Staff Comment: The IPP designation is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

From Chapter 4 - Land Use, Urban Form, And Historic & Cultural Preservation:

e Goal 3. Balance Conservation and Preservation With Change: Protect and enhance the
existing distinct identities of the city’s neighborhoods and places while promoting and
prioritizing infill development, housing options, a mix of uses, and sustainable reuse in
our community.

e Goal 6. Design Excellence: Continue Charlottesville’s history of architectural and design
excellence by maintaining traditional urban design features and valuing historic
resources while encouraging creative, context-sensitive, contemporary planning and
design that supports the goals of the Comprehensive Plan.

e Goal 8. Expand Understanding and Recognition Of Community History And Culture:
Identify ways to expand the understanding, presentation, and interpretation of the
varied histories, cultures, and experiences of the city’s residents and neighborhoods.

e Goal 11. Historic Resource Protection: Provide effective protection of Charlottesville’s
historic resources, including through recognition and incentives.

o Strategy 11.1 Preserve historic resources through education and collaboration
focused on maintaining our neighborhoods’ core historic fabric (while
encouraging reuse of structures), our major routes of tourism, and our public
spaces.

o Strategy 11.2 When appropriate, consider neighborhoods or areas for
designation as local historic districts (either Architectural Design Control
Districts or Historic Conservation Districts), and consider Individually Protected
Property designations, based on architectural and historic survey results.

2) Whether the proposed amendment will further the purposes of this chapter and the general
welfare of the entire community;
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Staff Comment: No longer used by an active congregation—though that is permitted by
the requested B-2 zoning—the former Trinity Episcopal Church is an important cultural and
historical landmark for the City and especially for the surrounding neighborhoods. During
the 1950s, 60s, and 70s, Trinity’s clergy and congregation were leaders in the City’s Civil
Rights movement. Historically, this parcel anchored the NE corner of the 10t and Page
Neighborhood, where the residential character transitioned to commercial/industrial
employment center along Preston Avenue, such as the City Laundry, Monticello Dairy, and
several automobile service businesses.

3) Whether there is a need and justification for the change; and

Staff Comment: IPP designation is an overlay and will not impact the underlying zoning or
the uses allowed by it. BAR approval is required for certain demolition, new construction,
and alterations associated with an IPP, thus the designation is reasonable and appropriate
as a method to further protect the character and integrity of this property.

4) When pertaining to a change in the zoning district classification of property, the effect of the
proposed change, if any, on the property itself, on surrounding property, and on public

services and facilities.

Staff Comment: |PP designation is an overlay and will not impact the underlying zoning or
the uses allowed by it.

Public Comments Received:

Community Meeting Required by Z.0. Sec. 34-41(c)(2) and the Community Engagement
meeting Requirements during the COVID -19 Emergency approved by City Council on July 20,
2020

On April 27, 2022 the applicant held a community meeting at the Brick Cellar inside Dairy

Market at 946 Grady Avenue at 6:00 pm. Ten members of the public attended the meeting.

The meeting was recorded and is available to the public through the developer. Several members
of the public stated their preference that the owner seek historic designation of the Subject
Property to ensure the building on the site would remain.

On June 10, 2022 the City’s Historic Resources Committee sent to the Planning Commission and
City Council a letter requesting they “initiate the process necessary to establish 415 10th Street,
NW, as a locally designated historic property, with the church, parish hall, and rectory as
contributing structures.”

Note: At its July 19, 2022 meeting the City’s Board of Architectural review will the proposed IPP
and make a recommendation to Council, per Sec. 34-274. Additions to and deletions from districts
or protected property list.
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Staff Recommendation:

The Planning Commission should recommend, based on the criteria found in Section 34-274, that
it is appropriate for Council to amend Code Sec. 34-273 the add this parcel to the list of IPPs and to
amend the Zoning Map to designate this parcel as an IPP, with the church, parish hall, and rectory
as contributing structures.

Suggested Motions:

1. “I move to recommend that City Council approve ZT-22-00001 and ZM-22-00001 amending
and reenacting the Zoning Map incorporated within Section 34-1 of the Charlottesville City
Code, 1990, as amended, by the rezoning of 415/415-B 10t Street NW (Parcel 4-46) to add
a historic overlay district designation to the property, and also amending and reenacting
Section 34-273 of the Charlottesville City Code, 1990 as amended, to add this property to
the City’s list of Individually Protected Properties.

Or

2. “I move to recommend that City Council deny the petitions (ZT-22-00001 and ZM-22-
00001) to rezone this property as an Individually Protected Property.”

Attachments:

1. Zoning text amendment ZT22-00001 — Proposed language
2. City’s 1981 Historical Survey of 415 10 Street NW.

3. VDHR VCRIS documentation from the 2020 survey.

4. Photos and maps.

Other citations for additional reference:

e Trinity Episcopal Church: Our History. https://trinityepiscopalcville.org/about-us/our-history/

e 106 Group, April 2020. [VDHR] Preliminary Information Form for 10th and Page Historic
District.

e 106 Group, June 2020. Reconnaissance Architectural History Survey Of The 10th And Page
Neighborhood: Charlottesville, Virginia.

e Brennan, Eryn, 2012. Religious Communities in Transition: Three African-American Churches in
Preston Heights.
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Attachment 1

Sec. 34-273. - Individually protected properties.
[...]

(b) Following is a list of landmarks, buildings and structures outside the city's major design control
districts, which are deemed by city council to be of special historic, cultural, or architectural value
(each, individually, a "Protected Property"). Each parcel containing a protected property is hereby
designated a minor design control district.

[...]

71.1 414/415-B Tenth [10™] Street, NW Tax Map 4 Parcel 46

Note: The number 71.1 is used to maintain the alphabetical order of the IPP list.
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STREET ADDRESS: 415 Tenth Street, NW HISTORIC NAME ©  Trinity Episcopal Church
MAP & PARCEL: L-4e DATE / PERIOD : 1910; moved to present site 1939
CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK . 2-402 STYLE : Victorian Vernacular
PRESENT ZONING: R-2 HEIGHT (to cornice) OR STORIES: 1 storey
ORIGINAL OWNER: Episcopal Church of the Ascension DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA . 75' x 105' (7875 sq. ft.)
ORIGINAL USE:. Church CONDITION Good
PRESENT USE: Church SURVEYOR Bibb
PRESENT OWNER . Monticello Dairy, Inc. DATE OF SURVEY . Winter 1981
ADDRESS . P. 0. Box 77 SOURCES: The Daily Progress, Ch'ville Bicentennal Edition

Charlottesville, Virginia 22902 City Records April 13, 1962
Trinity Episcopal Church

Minnie L. McGehee of Fluvanna Co. Hist. Society
Bulletin of Fluvanna Co. Historical Society #34

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

Trinity Church is a very simple one-storey rectangular weatherboarded building set on a cinderblock foundation with
a full basement. It is three bays wide and five bays long. There is a marble cornerstone inscribed "Trinity Church,
1939''.  The weatherboarding on both sides of the building is beaded, but not on the front and rear. It is painted
white with dark green trim. The steep gable roof is covered with slate and has a boxed cornice with returns. A
simple pointed-arched bargeboard of vertical beaded siding dominates the facade. There is a wheel window under
the arch. Windows on the sides of the building are double-sash, pointed-arched, Gothic windows with tinted glass
i and architrave trim. There are narrower lancet windows in the side bays of the facade. The pointed-arched pair
of entrance doors in the center bay is of simple beaded board-&-batten construction. A photograph of the building
before it was moved shows a square bell tower centered above the facade, and a small gable-roofed entrance vestibule,
neither of which was reconstructed on the Charlottesville site. The rear elevation has simple cornice returns without
the bargeboard and is broken only by a pointed-arched attic level window above the altar. A small wing covers the
rear bay of the south side. |t matches in most details, including beaded weatherboarding, and is probably original.

An enclosed shed-roofed porch behind it serves as a hyphen between the church building and the parish house to the
west.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

This building was designed and built in 1910 by C. Chastain Cocke for the Episcopal Church of the Ascension on the
eastern edge of Palmyra. When the congregation disbanded less than three decades later, the building was given

or sold to Trinity Episcopal Mansion in Charlottesville. Established in 1919, Trinity had been holding services
in a building at the foot of Beck's Hill. In 1939, when the City began acquiring all the land in that area for
the construction of Lane High School, the Diocese bought this lot at the corner of Tenth Street and Grady Avenue
(City DB 100-202). The church building was dismantled and moved from Palmyra that same year. The new Trinity
Episcopal Church building on Preston Avenue was completed in 1974, and this building was sold to the Monticello
Dairy, Inc. (DB 357-422). It is now occupied by the Pentecostal Assembly Church. Additional Reference: City

PB 197-321.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
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415 10th Street, NW (2019/2020 survey)

Virginia Department of Historic Resources

Architectural Survey Form

DHR ID: 104-5655
Other DHR ID: No Data

Property Information

Property Names

Name Explanation Name
Function/Location Church, 415 10th Street NW
Historic Trinity Episcopal Church

Property Addresses
Current - 415 10th Street NW

County/Independent City(s): Charlottesville (Ind. City)
Incorporated Town(s): No Data

Zip Code(s): 22903

Magisterial District(s): Neo Datq

Tax Parcel(s): No Datq

USGS Quad(s): CHARLOTTESVILLE EAST

Property Evaluation Status

Additional Property Information

Architecture Setting: Urban
Acreage: Ne Data

Site Description:

2016: This property was surveyed in 2012-2016 by City of Charlottesville Neighborhood Development Services. This property
consists of three buildings that make up Trinity Episcopal Church. The main chapel sits on the corner of 10th Street NW and Grady
Avenue, and the church annex is attached to the main chapel. The parish house stands separately to the south. The church is set above
street grade and so a large concrete broad stepped walkway connects the sidewalk to the main chapel entrance. A privet hedge lines the

front yard separating the property from the sidewalk.
Surveyor Assessment:

2016: Ownership History

Lot #1: T. Arthur Barbour and wife Fannie C. to Bertha and Granville Cooper on Nov. 27, 1933 (City 80 — 284). Bertha and Granville
Cooper sold to Trustees of the Diocesan Missionary Society of Virginia in 1939 (City 100 — 202).

Lot #2: T. Arthur Barbour and wife sold to Ellis and Pauline Wars on Aug 24, 1929(City 67 — 372). The DMSV bought this lot in 1939
(City 100 — 201).

Lot #3 T. Arthur Barbour and wife sold to Nancy Brown on Dec. 23, 1930(City 72 -1). Nancy Brown sold it to DMSV in 1939 (City
100-203).

All three lots were then sold to Trinity Episcopal Church Trusttee William H. Gibbons in 1957(City 197 — 321). The Church still owns
the property today.

Social History

Beginning in 1939, the Diocesan Missionary Society worked on the construction of the parish house and church building at 415 10th
Street, before selling the buildings and land to Trinity Episcopal Church in 1957. From 1957 until 1959, Reverend Charles W. Fox. his
wife Lucille P. Fox and their family lived in the parish house. From 1960 until 1964 Rev. Henry B. Mitchell. his wife Gertrude P.
Mitchell, and their family lived there.

Statement of Significance

This site has been the location of a neighborhood religious organization for over fifty years. The architecture of both the dwelling and
the church building complex is one of the few intact examples of a mid-20th century African American religious landscape in
Charlottesville. While. some of the original fabric has been altered on the parish house and the church annex. the chapel remains intact.
The value of Trinity Episcopal lies in its role as a community gathering place and house of worship serving the 10th and Page
neighborhood and the larger city of Charlottesville.

2020: This property is located in the potential 10th & Page Historic District, which is recommended as potentially eligible for listing in
the NRHP. Further study is recommended to determine if the 10th & Page Historic District is eligible for listing in the NRHP under
Criterion A in the areas of Ethnic Heritage, Community Planning and Development. and Social History. and under Criterion C in the
area of Architecture. This property includes one contributing primary resource and one contributing secondary resource.

Surveyor Recommendation: Recommended Not Eligible
Ownership
Ownership Category Ownership Entity
Private No Data

May 21, 2020

Page: 1 of 3
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415 10th Street, NW (2019/2020 survey)

Virginia Department of Historic Resources

Architectural Survey Form

DHR ID: 104-5655
Other DHR ID: No Data

Primary Resource Information

Resource Category: Religion
Resource Type: Church/Chapel
NR Resource Type: Building

Date of Construction: ca 1939

Local Records

World War T to World War IT (1917 - 1945)
Religion

No Data

Date Source:

Historic Time Period:
Historic Context(s):
Other ID Number:

Architectural Style: Gothic Revival

Form: No Data
Number of Stories: 1.0
Condition: Fair

Threats to Resource: None Known

Architectural Description:

2016: Built around 1939. this vernacular gothic frame building with wood siding has a steeply pitched, front facing gable roof with slate
shingles. The main entrance on 10th Street is three-bays with a decorative pediment in the gable with a pointed gable cutout. The gable also has
a round window with wood tracery (a simple form of the gothic rose window found in cathedrals). Two gothic-style, pointed arch windows with
wood tracery flank a central double door entrance with a closed transom window over the doorway. The foundation is brick veneer and there is
a brick exterior chimney on the south side of the chapel. Both north and south sides of the chapel are five bays with gothic-style windows. There
is a small one-bay. cross-gable wing at the southwest corner of the chapel. Running perpendicular and to the west of the chapel is the church
annex which is another front-facing gable, three-bay by five-bay structure with a high pitched roof but with more modest asbestos siding and
asphalt shingle. The church annex has a simple facade which faces Grady and has projecting shed entry.

Exterior Components

Component Component Type Material Material Treatment
Structural System and Wood Frame Wood Siding

Exterior Treatment

Foundation Solid/Continuous Brick Veneer

Windows Arch Wood No Da

Roof Front Gable Asphalt No L

Porch Stoop/Deck Concrete Not Visible

Secondary Resource Information

Secondary Resource #1

Resource Category: Religion

Resource Type: Parsonage/Glebe
Building

ca 1939

Local Records

World War I to World War IT (1917 - 1945)

NR Resource Type:
Date of Construction:
Date Source:

Historic Time Period:

Historic Context(s): Religion
Other ID Number: No Data
Architectural Style: Vernacular
Form: No Data
Number of Stories: 2.5
Condition: Good

Threats to Resource: None Known

Architectural Description:

2016: Parallel to the chapel. there is a two-bay. two-story frame vernacular parish house with front-facing gable roof and asbestos siding. The
house has a pedimented front porch with rectangular wood supports and wood railing and stair which faces the chapel. The house sits up
elevated over a full garage/basement level and has a gravel driveway in front of it. Windows are 1/1 vinyl sash single and paired and there is a
rectangular louvered vent in the gable.

Exterior Components

Material
Asphalt

Component
Roof

Material Treatment
No Data

Component Type
Front Gable

May 21, 2020
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415 10th Street, NW (2019/2020 survey)

Virginia Department of Historic Resources

Architectural Survey Form

DHR ID: 104-5655
Other DHR ID: No Data

Structural System and Wood Frame Asbestos Siding
Exterior Treatment

Porch 1-Story Full-Width Wood Posts
Windows Double-hung Vinyl No
Foundation English/Raised No Datc \

Historic District Name:
Local Historic District Name:

Historic District Significance:

Historic District Information

CRM Events

Dhr Library Report Number:
Project Staff/Notes:

Event Type: Survey:Phase I/Reconnaissance

Project Review File Number: No Data
Investigator: Erin Que
Organization/Company: The 106 Group Ltd.
Photographic Media: Digital

Survey Date: 2/5/2020

No Data

Erin Que. Principal Investigator and Sr. Architectural Historian
Holly Good. Architectural Historian
Saleh Miller, Sr. Architectural Historian

Project Bibliographic Information:

City of Charlottesville GIS Viewer
2020 Property Record. Electronic document, http://gisweb.charlottesville.org/GisViewer/, accessed January 27, 2020.

Hill Directory Co.
1931, 1940, 1950. 1959 Hill's Charlottesville City Directory. Hill Directory Co.. Inc.. Publishers, Richmond, Virginia.

National Environmental Title Research, LLC [NETR]
1963-2016 Historical Aerial Photograph. Charlottesville Independent City. Virginia. Electronic document. http:/historicaerials.cony/. accessed
March 19, 2020.

Neighborhood Development Services
2012-2016 The 10th and Page Historic Survey. On file at the City of Charlottesville Neighborhood Development Services, Charlottesville,

Virginia.

Sanborn Map Company
1907, 1913, 1920. 1929, 1950 Fire Insurance Map of Charlottesville, Virginia. Sanborn Map Company. New York. New York.

United States Geological Survey [USGS]
1994-2019 Historical Aerial Photograph, Charlottesville Independent City, Virginia. Electronic document, accessed on Google Earth. February
20, 2020.

Bibliographic Information

Bibliography:
No Data
Property Notes:
No Data

May 21. 2020
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415 10th Street, NW (2019/2020 survey)
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415 10th Street, NW (2019/2020 survey)
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Attachment 4: Photos and maps for 415 10th St NW IPP - July 12, 2022 Page 1 of 5

1920 location of Trinity Episcopal Church: 213 W. High Street
i )i?‘ / )\“‘\ b s |

$ / . W =
4 £ A
: o >;"\:~|‘ \
S : )
2K
A0 A
% \

232

(88) D

JEEEEDRSON DLW, Siers greiee 3

1920 Sanborn Map

Note: This is the location of the congregation
in 1920. This building was reportedly razed
after the congregation relocated to 10th Street.
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Attachment 4: Photos and maps for 415 10th St NW IPP - July 12, 2022 Page 2 of 5

¢1937 location of Trinity Episcopal Church: 213 W. High Street

https://geoportal.lib.virginia.edu/UVAImageDiscovery/

https://geoportal.lib.virginia.edu/UVAlmageDiscovery/

City GIS
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Attachment 4: Photos and maps for 415 10th St NW IPP - July 12, 2022 Page 3 of 5

https://geoportal.lib.virginia.edu/UVAImageDiscovery/

Images not at same scale

1957 location of Trinity Episcopal Church on 10th Street, NW

p

ttps://geoportal.lib.virginia.edu/UVAlmageDiscovery/
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Attachment 4: Photos and maps for 415 10th St NW IPP - July 12, 2022
1920 Sanborn Map at 10th Street and Grady Avenue
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Attachment 4: Photos and maps for 415 10th St NW IPP - July 12, 2022 Page 5 of 5

¢1960 Sanborn Map at 10th Street and Grady Avenue

| e

cragyave  Grady Ave

10th Street

City GIS (current)

¢1960 Sanborn Map
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AN ORDINANCE
AMENDING AND REENACTING CHAPTER 34 (ZONING), ARTICLE 1I
(OVERLAY DISTRICTS), DIVISION 2 (HISTORICAL PRESERVATION AND
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN CONTROL OVERLAY DISTRICTS, TO
DESIGNATE TAX MAP 4 PARCEL 46 (414 AND 415-B TENTH STREET, N.W.) AS
AN INDIVIDUALLY PROTECTED PROPERTY AND MINOR DESIGN CONTROL
DISTRICT.

WHEREAS during a joint meeting of the City Council and Planning Commission on
June 14, 2022, the owner of the property at 415/415-B 10th Street NW expressed consent for
the City to research and pursue individually protected property designation of the property;
and

WHEREAS on July 12, 2022, the Planning Commission considered the factors set
forth within Sec. 34-274 of the City Code and recommended the designation of property
identified on City Tax Map 4 as Parcel 46 (415 and 415-B 10th Street N.W.) (the "Subject
Property") to the City’s list of individually protected properties set forth within Sec. 34-
273(b) of the Charlottesville City Code (together, the "Proposed Text and Map
Amendment"); and

WHEREAS a public hearing on the Proposed Text and Map Amendment was
conducted jointly by City Council and Planning Commission on July 12, 2022, following
notice to the public, to the property owner, and adjacent property owners, as required by law;
and

WHEREAS on July 12, 2022 the Planning Commission voted to recommend the
Proposed Text and Map Amendment to City Council for adoption; and

WHEREAS on July 19, 2022, at a regular meeting and following notice to the public,
to the property owner, and adjacent property owners as required by law, the Board of
Architectural Review voted to recommend the Proposed Text and Map Amendment; and

WHEREAS upon consideration of the goals and criteria set forth within Sections 34-
273 and 34-274 of the City Code, the recommendations of the City Planning Commission and
Board of Architectural Review, and the information and analysis set forth within the Staff
Report submitted to City Council for this proposed designation, City Council finds and
determines that the Subject Property is suitable and appropriate to be individually protected
and that the Proposed Text and Map Amendment is required by the public necessity,
convenience, general welfare or good zoning practice; now, therefore,
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BE IT ORDAINED by the Council for the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, that
the Code of the City of Charlottesville (1990), as amended, Chapter 34 (Zoning), Article
II (Overlay Districts), Division 2 (Historical Preservation and Architectural Design
Control Overlay Districts) is hereby amended and reordained, as follows:

Sec. 34-273. Individually protected properties.

@[]

(b) Following is a list of landmarks, buildings and structures outside the city's major design
control districts, which are deemed by city council to be of special historic, cultural, or
architectural value (each, individually, a "Protected Property"). Each parcel containing a
protected property is hereby designated a minor design control district.

[....] [....] [....] [....] [....]

69.1. 104 Stadium Road Tax Map 16 Parcel 2
70. 214 Stribling Avenue Tax Map Parcel 33
18A
71. 134 Tenth Street, N.W. Tax Map 31 Parcel 56
71.1* 414 and Tenth Street, N.W. Tax Map 4 Parcel 46
415-B
72. 309 Twelfth-Street, NE——TFax Map 54 Parcel 211

[*Note: The number 71.1 is used to maintain the alphabetical order of the list.]

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED that the Zoning Map is hereby amended to apply an
overlay district designation to Tax Map Parcel 46 (414 and 415-B Tenth Street, N.S.) as a
minor design control district, as specified by the provisions of City Code §34-273(b).
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022
Action Required:  Council Approval

Presenter: Christine Jacobs Executive Director Thomas Jefferson Planning District
Commission (TJPDC), Ryan Michkles Regional Planner Ill TUPDC

Staff Contacts: Sandy Shackelford Director of Planning & Transportation TIPDC
Chuck Protor Culpeper District Planning Manager Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT)
Jeanette Janiczek, UCI| Program Manager

Title: Resolution of Support for four (4) TJIPDC / MPO Grant Applications (1
reading)

Background

Virginia’s SMART SCALE (§33.2-214.1) is a grant process where transportation projects are scored
and funded based on an objective, outcome-based process that is transparent to the public. The
Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) continues to refine the process in each round, with this
being the fifth round.

Eligible projects include newly constructed facilities that increase capacity, provide safety elements
or improve operations for vehicles, transit, bicyclists and/or pedestrians.

Project applications must also meet an identified need in the Commonwealth’s long-range
transportation plan — VTrans2040 - under one or more of the following categories:

» Corridors of Statewide Significance (CoSS) — certain key multimodal corridors

* Regional Networks — certain multimodal networks that serve urbanized or intraregional travel
areas

* Urban Development Areas (UDA) — areas of identified concentrated growth and development
« Transportation Safety Needs — Statewide safety needs identified in VTrans2040

Each project in the Culpeper District is scored by six (6) factors and their weighted basis:
Safety — 20%

Congestion Mitigation — 15%

Accessibility — 25%

Environmental Quality — 10%

Economic Development — 20%

Land Use — 10%

Once a project is scored, that score is divided by its submitted budget/estimate to create its final
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ranking/funding priority. Even if a project has many benefits, if the cost of implementation is too high,
it will receive a low final ranking/ funding priority. One method of improving a project’s score is to
commit additional funding to lower the amount of funding being sought, or cost of the project for the
SmartScale application.

Next Steps: VDOT will evaluate all applications received and will issue a Recommended Funding
Scenario for projects to receive funding in January 2023. From February to April 2023, public
meetings will be held to discuss Funding Scenario to inform the Commonwealth Transportation
Board's adoption of the Six Year Improvement Plan (SYIP) which finalized awards to projects in the
Funding Scenario in June 2023.

Discussion

The Charlottesville-Albemarle Metropolitan Organization (CA-MPO) and the Thomas Jefferson
Planning District Commission (TJPDC) have the opportunity to submit Smart Scale applications in
addition to the applications submitted by localities.

The projects addressed herein are competing for VDOT’s High-Priority Projects funds against
projects across the state due to the estimated benefits in providing capacity on a Corridor of
Statewide Significance and regional network. These four grant applications would not be competing
against the City’s grant applications.

Letters of Resolution have been provided for these three grant applications by the Charlottesville-
Albemarle MPO as well as County of Albemarle and the Thomas Jefferson Planning District
Commission. Since these grant applications impact land located within the City, a Resolution of
Support is being sought from the Charlottesville City Council tonight on all three projects.

The following projects were identified as critical needs in previous planning documents (Hydraulic
Small Area Plan, Long Range Transportation Plan 2045, Jefferson Area Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan).

Each project has been evaluated to ensure it meets Smart Scale eligibility as well as address the 6
scoring factors.

1) Avon Street Multimodal Improvements

Preliminary Cost Estimate (with contingency) $9.4 million
Application Project Manager Ryan Mickles, TIPDC

Scope — This project includes multiple elements to improve safety and mobility. The project will
develop a package of multimodal transportation improvements along Avon Street between Druid
Avenue and Fifth Street Station Parkway. Improvements include bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and
roadway widening on the west side of Avon Street among other improvements.

Current Plan Development Status and Public Engagement —A public webinar was held in
February 2022 to obtain feedback from the community.

Additional Details— Improvements were identified in the Avon Street Corridor Study.
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2) District Avenue (at Hydraulic Road) Roundabout

Preliminary Cost Estimate (with contingency) $10.3 million
Application Project Manager Ryan Mickles, TIPDC

Scope — The project will improve vehicular movement at the intersection with Hydraulic Road/Cedar
Hill Road, along with the provision of bicycle and pedestrian safety and mobility accommodations.

Current Plan Development Status and Public Engagement — A public webinar was held in
February 2022 to obtain feedback from the community.

Additional Details—The city is working with VDOT on how to best accommodate the residents of the
Cedar Hill neighborhood regarding access and mitigating residential impacts.

3) Fifth Street Multimodal Improvements

Preliminary Cost Estimate (with contingency) $9.4 million
Application Project Manager Ryan Mickles, TUPDC

Scope — The project will address capacity issues along a major local roadway between Harris Road
and the Moores Creek Trail, facilitate vehicular movement and help provide for accommodations for
bicyclists and pedestrians.

Current Plan Development Status and Public Engagement — A public webinar was held in
February 2022 to obtain feedback from the community.

Additional Details— Improvements were identified in the Fifth Street Corridor Study.

4) Rivanna River Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge Crossing

Preliminary Cost Estimate (with contingency) $34.2 million

Application Project Manager Sandy Shackelford, TIPDC

Scope — This project improves bicycle and pedestrian bridge access across the Rivanna River at
East Market Street in Woolen Mills, connecting two important development areas on either side of
the river. An additional shared use path will be constructed from the eastern landing site in Pantops
to connect the bridge to the transportation network at the intersection of Peter Jefferson Parkway and
State Farm Boulevard.

Current Plan Development Status and Public Engagement — A public webinar was held in
February 2022 to obtain feedback from the community. Public comments have been recorded and

filed at the Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission (Charlottesville-Abemarle MPO).

Additional Details — In May 2022, VDOT provided the MPO with a bridge design concept/rendering
that would reduce the final cost once determined.
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Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strateqgic Plan

Approval of these agenda items upholds the City’s commitment to create “a green city", “America’s
healthiest city", and “a connected community” by expanding sustainable and healthy transportation
options and improving regional transportation efficiency. Furthermore, these projects expand
transportation options that will be available to residents “of all ages and incomes".

Community Engagement
Provided in the Discussion Section for each project proposal.

Budgetary Impact
No funding is requested from the City of Charlottesville for these projects.

Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of the attached Resolutions of Support for the 4 projects

Suggested Motion: "I move the RESOLUTION endorsing the submission of Smart Scale
(House Bill 2) Applications Requesting transportation funding by the Charlottesville
Albemarle Metropolitan Planning Organization”

Alternatives

1. Avon Street Multimodal Improvements

2. District Avenue (at Hydraulic Road) Roundabout

3. Fifth Street Multimodal Improvements

4. Rivanna River Bycycle and Pedestrian Bridge Crossing

Remove one or all of the projects from the Resolutions of Support so that support from the City of
Charlottesville would not be included with the grant applications, which may impact the ability of the
project(s) to receive funding.

Attachments

1. RESOLUTION ENDORSING MPO _ TJPDC SMART SCALE SUBMISSIONS
2. 2022-07-2 0 CAT Support Letter

3.  Visuals_MPO project as of 07-13-2022 Proposed Concepts
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RESOLUTION

Endorsing the Submission of Smart Scale (HB2) Applications Requesting Transportation Funding
by the Charlottesville-Albemarle Metropolitan Planning Organization

WHEREAS the Charlottesville-Albemarle Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), in
cooperation with the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) and the Thomas Jefferson Planning
District Commission (TJPDC) completed a comprehensive Long Range Transportation Plan (“2045
LRTP”) in May 2019; and

WHEREAS the 2045 LRTP includes certain transportation improvements described within this
resolution; and

WHEREAS the Hydraulic Small Area Plan was adopted as an amendment to the Charlottesville
Comprehensive Plan on May 7, 2018; and

WHEREAS the MPO Policy Board has identified transportation projects which are critical to
improve safe and efficient movement of people and goods along public roadways in the Charlottesville-
Albemarle Metropolitan area; and

WHEREAS during its 2014 session, the Virginia General Assembly enacted legislation in the form
of House Bill 2 (“HB2”) which established new criteria for the allocation of transportation funding for
projects within the state (“Smart Scale”); and

WHEREAS the Commonwealth Transportation Board, during its board meeting on June 17,2015,
approved the Policy and Guidelines for Implementation of a Project Prioritization Process in accordance
with Smart Scale; and

WHEREAS many of the transportation projects identified by the MPO meet the eligibility criteria
for Smart Scale funding; and

WHEREAS it is in the best interests of the Charlottesville-Albemarle Metropolitan Transportation
Planning Area that the City of Charlottesville, Albemarle County, and the MPO should submit Smart Scale
applications requesting state funding for eligible transportation projects; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville that the Council fully endorses
the submission of a Smart Scale application by the MPO to the Commonwealth to seek funding for the
following transportation projects:

Projects within the City of Charlottesville:
1. Avon Street Multimodal Improvements
2. District Avenue (at Hydraulic Road) Roundabout
3. Fifth Street Multimodal Improvements
4. Rivanna River Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge Crossing

ADOPTED the day of , 2022 by the Charlottesville City Council
ATTEST:

Kyna Thomas, Council Clerk
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"To be one community filled
with opportunity”

July 20, 2022

Charlottesville Area Transit (CAT) supports the Round 5 projects and any transit

accommodations as a result or indirect result of the transportation improvements identified in
the scopes of work.

Currently, transit routes 2 and 3 services the Fifth Street corridor which includes the area
within the Fifth Street Multimodal Improvements project limits. Transit route 2 services the
Avon Street corridor which include the area within the Avon Street Extended Multimodal
Improvements project limits. Transit routes 7 and 8 services Hydraulic Road/District Avenue
area, and transit route 10 services US250 Pantops area.

It is CAT’s long term vision to have its stops accessible via walking and biking, and equipped
with bicycle and pedestrian amenities so that the transit system compliments and facilitates
transportation flow and movement within the MPO area.

ssistant Director, Operations
Charlottesville Area Transit

1545 Avon Street Ext. (434) 970-3649 transit@charlottesvillegov @CATCHTHECAT.ORG

Charlottesville, VA 22902
Page 115 of 125



B
(APPROXIMATE FOOT PRINT .OF

-| NEW CONSTRUCTION)
‘

Hydraulic Rd (743) / Dlstrlct Ave Roundaout - Albe./Cville

‘*‘ .

o

RESIDENCE TO

8E IIMOUSNED

(GRADING WILL UKELY IMPACT |\ iR
MAJORITY OF PROPERTY TO
ACHIEVE ACCEPTABLE
APPROACH GRADE)

Status De sign Reision

CEDAR HILL RD

\WwDOT |

Virginia Department of Transportation

Page 116 of 125



Rlvanna Rlver Blke and Pedestrlan Crossmg Albemarle

PROPOSED VDOT
STD CG-12

VARIABLE  HEIGHT
RETANNG WAL

BRIDGE LIMITS(SEE
/APPENDIX AFO! 4
BR#IDG!/-;} TYPICAL)

S o YOOI STD HR14Z
VARMBLE HEIGHT el 3! y HMDRAL
RETANNG WALL

‘Status: 2" Review

Page 117 of 125



Avon S '
| tret Multi-Modal Improvements — Albe/Cville

N
I* 1
—- | |

A BEMARLE COUNTY \\ c{TY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE == b

-

AV aIN¥a

_EXISTING BRIDGE TO REMAIN\\ 777 o
AVON STREET \

5 © sROPOSED PEDESTRIAN
BRIDGE- SEE APPENDIX A FOR
TYPICAL SECTIONS AND |
ELEVATION VIEW * J 3,000 SQFT. =

; ( LEVEL1
PROPOSED PIER /| 1 L ETENTION S s

LOCATIONS

VARIABLE WIOTH
PANTED MEDIAK

Status: Design Revision

Page 118 of 125
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Agenda Date: August 1, 2022
Action Required: For review
Presenter: Daman Irby

Staff Contacts: Maxicelia Robinson, Deputy Clerk of Council
Kyna Thomas, Clerk of Council

Title: Sister Cities Commission Annual Report (written report only)

Background
The Charlottesville Sister Cities Commission was established on June 19, 2006, to provide
leadership on international outreach programs with partner cities.

The purpose of a sister city is to promote understanding and foster relationships among individuals,
communities, and cities of the world through cultural, economic, educational and humanitarian
activities.

Discussion

According to its Bylaws, the Sister Cities Commission is responsible for filing an annual report of
activities and finances with the Clerk of Council at the conclusion of the fiscal year.

Alignment with City Council's Vision and Strategic Plan

The Sister Cities Commission actively contributes to the Vision for Economic Sustainability, C'Ville
Arts and Culture, and A Center for Lifelong Learning.

Community Engagement

Citizen engagement is a major part of the Sister Cities grants program and the CSCC plans to
expand community engagement through showcasing completed grants projects.

Budgetary Impact

The Sister Cities Commission has traditionally received an allotment of $15,000 annually to carry out
programs. During several recent budget cycles, the annual allotment was not granted. The Sister
Cities Commission budget request for $30,000 during the FY23 budget cycle was approved.

Recommendation
The Sister Cities Commission looks forward to continued support from City Council.
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Alternatives
This is a report only.

Attachments
1. CSCC Annual Report FY21-22 Report 7-20-22
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CHARLOTTESVILLE

SISTER
CITIES

C OM M 1T S ST O N

a

Charlottesville City Council
City of Charlottesville

PO Box 911
Charlottesville, VA 22902

Report: FY 2021/2022 Activities of the Charlottesville Sister Cities Commission

To The Honorable Mayor and City Council of Charlottesville:

The 2021/2022 fiscal year for the Charlottesville Sister Cities Commission proved to be
a positive return from the COVID nadir. The Commission’s grant programs resumed
their activities, engagement both virtual and in-person returned, and relationships
between the citizens of Charlottesville and those of Besancon, Huehuetenango, Poggio
a Caiano, and Winneba developed. The following are highlights of the year related to
each of the Sister/Friendship Cities along with the Commission’s general organization.

BESANCON:

The year began with the hope of renewing in-person exchanges which has long been a
cornerstone of the Besancon/Charlottesville relationship. It was ultimately determined
to not yet be possible to due to the COVID situation and Charlottesville City Schools’
continued moratorium on international exchanges. A special effort this year was made
to reestablish a strong Sister City relationship due to COVID strain and changes within
the government in Besancon. CSCC Besancon Representative Elizabeth Smiley began
making plans for travel to Besancon to reestablish these bonds. However, former
Charlottesville City Council Member Kristin Szakos informed the CSCC of a trip she
planned to make to the city. She ultimately met with newly elected Besancon city
officials and was effective in promoting the importance of the relationship. Ms. Smiley
chose not to travel during this fiscal year considering Ms. Szakos’ successful visit. Ms.
Smiley received visiting officials from the University of Franche-Comte, provided them
a tour of Charlottesville including the University of Virginia, Monticello, and other sites
and provided small gifts to return for Besancon officials.

HUEHUETENANGO:

The CSCC opened the year with a Zoom meeting between city officials and those
involved in the Sister City program in Huehuetenango which was the first time direct
communication occurred between the groups. A positive rapport was established which
has proven important to the further establishment of the Friendship status.
Mountainside Arts which won a CSCC grant exhibited artwork through portraiture and
creative expression from the children of each city at the Northside Library throughout
the month of October. Another grant connected to Huehuetenango with the purpose of
building closer ties was with the Ixtatan Foundation to assist in establishing stable
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internet connectivity and a website. This effort in association with Code for
Charlottesville helped further establish cultural, economic, and civic ties between the
cities and provide member of the public with free WiFi access.

POGGIO A CAIANO:

Poggio representative Stella Mattioli worked diligently to reestablish Sister City
activities through personal visits to the city and the furthering of programmatic
engagement. She made a point of connecting with newly elected public officials and
members of the local school district. A 2020 grant named “Storie Musicali” was
completed with a trip in March 2022 by Charlottesville citizens Wes Swing and Kelley
Libby. Swing and Kelley recorded sounds, music, and images of both Poggio and
Charlottesville and ultimately created a YouTube event called Poggio a Caiano-
Charlottesville: Sister Cities in Stereo. A new grant was won this year by local student
Henry Pollard which focuses on creating a website with photos of how young people in
both cities lived during the pandemic. This project is currently in development. Plans
are in progress to bring the winners of a public Poggio music contest to Charlottesville
for a performance.

WINNEBA

Sister City activities with Winneba, Ghana, continued engaging citizens of both cities.
Commission representatives Nana Ghartey and David Norris led two delegations of
Charlottesville citizens, six in December 2021 and 26 citizens on a trip in May 2022, to
meet with public officials and learn of the culture and historical relevance of the city.
As a part of program, the CSCC provided the opportunity for citizens to apply for
financial assistance to assure that the opportunity was not strictly for those with a higher
level of financial means. This program successful continued the rich engagement
between the citizens of each city. The CSCC joined in the effort to provide a
functioning but no longer used Charlottesville firetruck to Winneba to help further
safeguard the city and strengthen bonds. A representative from the Charlottesville Fire
Department participated in the May trip to Winneba to join in ceremonies and activities
between the cities. Charlottesville and Winneba maintain a close relationship due to the
efforts of the commission members and a close relationship with the Charlottesville-
Winneba Foundation.

OTHER ACTIVITIES:

The CSCC worked on other activities during the year which focused on multiple Sister
Cities or the Sister City program in general. Sister Cities International hosts the Young
Artist and Authors Competition each year which is meant to engage students from
Sister Cities globally to join in sharing each other’s cities and cultures. The CSCC
participated in this program for the first time in 2021 by partnering with Charlottesville
City Schools to recruit participants. CSCC Youth Representative Vivien Wong is
leading the 2022 efforts to continue the growth of Charlottesville participation in this
activity. In a separate effort through CSCC grant funding, The Bridge art gallery
completed the “Face to Face International” art exhibit which featured the work of eight
local artists who created portraits through a variety of mediums of citizens from each of
the Sister Cities. These works were on display at The Bridge prior to their return to the
people who were depicted.

Following an extended period of significantly reduced activity due to the COVID 19

pandemic, the 2021/2022 fiscal year was dedicated by the CSCC to the restoration of
relationships and activities between Charlottesville and its Sister Cities. Each of the
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established Sister Cities during the COVID period experienced turnover in their local
governments which provided additional impetus for renewing relationships among the
cities. The CSCC continues to be in the process of returning to the level of activity it
experienced prior to the pandemic. An important part of this was with reestablishment
of funding provided by the Charlottesville City Council for which the CSCC
representatives are most grateful. That funding will provide the opportunity to further
strengthen the relationships between citizens of Charlottesville with those in our Sister
Cities.

With sincere regards,

[ o S

Daman Irby
Chairman, Charlottesville Sister Cities Commission
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