Agenda

PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR DOCKET
TUESDAY, January 9, 2018 - 5:30 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

l. Commission Pre-Meeting (Agenda discussion(s))
Beginning: 4:30 p.m.
Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, NDS Conference

I1.  Commission Regular Meeting
Beginning: 5:30 p.m.
Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, Council Chambers

COMMISSIONERS' REPORTS
UNIVERSITY REPORT
CHAIR'S REPORT
DEPARTMENT OF NDS
MATTERS TO BE PRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE FORMAL
AGENDA
CONSENT AGENDA
(Items removed from the consent agenda will be considered at the end of the regular
agenda)
1. Minutes - November 14, 2017 — Pre- meeting and Regular meeting
2. Minutes - December 12, 2017 — Pre- meeting and Regular meeting
3. Site Plan — Carlton Views Il

moow>

n

I11.  JOINT MEETING OF COMMISSION/ COUNCIL
Beginning: 6:00 p.m.
Continuing: until all public hearings are completed
Format: (i) Staff Report, (ii) Applicant, (iii) Hearing

1. Charlottesville Capital Improvement Program FY 2019-2023: Consideration of the proposed 5-
year Capital Improvement Program totaling $114,227,860 in the areas of Education, Economic
Development, Public Safety & Justice, Facilities Management, Transportation & Access, Parks &
Recreation, Technology Infrastructure, Stormwater Initiatives and General Government
Infrastructure. A copy of the proposed CIP is available for review at
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-a-g/budget-and-performance-
management/fy-2019-budget-development

Report prepared by Ryan Davidson, Office of Budget and Performance Management.

IV. PRESENTATION
Beginning: upon conclusion of all joint public hearings

1. Charlottesville Schools Enrollment http://charlottesvilleschools.org/facilities/

V. COMMISSION’S ACTION ITEMS
Continuing: until all action items are concluded

1. Site Plan — 1011 East Jefferson Street Site Plan


http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-a-g/budget-and-performance-management/fy-2019-budget-development
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-a-g/budget-and-performance-management/fy-2019-budget-development
http://charlottesvilleschools.org/facilities/

VI. FUTURE MEETING SCHEDULE/ADJOURN

Tuesday, January 23, 2018 — 5:00 PM Work Session | Comprehensive Plan

Tuesday, February 13, 2018 — 4:30 PM Pre- Meeting

Tuesday, February 13, 2018 —5:30 PM | Regular Special Permit — 0 Carlton
Meeting Rezoning — 0 Monticello Road
Minutes — November 28, 2017 - Work
Session

Anticipated ltems on Future Agendas

Site Plan - 1233 Cedars Court, Sunrise Park PUD Phase IV

Subdivision - Paynes Mill

Entrance Corridor - 916, 920 East High Street, 325 10" Street NE (10™ & High), °
Seminole Square shopping center

Hydraulic/29 Small Area Plan — April 2018

SUP - 901 River Road

Persons with Disabilities may request reasonable accommodations by contacting
ada@charlottesville.org or (434)970-3182

PLEASE NOTE: THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE PRIOR TO THE MEETING.

PLEASE NOTE: We are including suggested time frames on Agenda items. These times are
subject to change at any time during the meeting.
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LIST OF SITE PLANS AND SUBDIVISIONS APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY
12/1/2017 TO 12/31/2017

1. Preliminary Site Plans

2. Final Site Plans

3. Site Plan Amendments
a. 1317 Carlton Avenue — December 14, 2017

4. Subdivision
a. BLA -2020 & 2024 Spottswood Road (TMP 40 - 17&18) - November 21, 2017
b. BLA — Oaklawn Court (TMP 20 — 24&25) — December 22, 2017



Minutes
PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR DOCKET
TUESDAY, November 14, 2017-5:30 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
NDS Conference Room

l. Commission Work Session (Agenda discussion(s))
Beginning: 4:30 p.m.
Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, NDS Conference Room
Members Present: Chairman Lisa Green, Vice-Chair Corey Clayborne, Commissioners Genevieve
Keller, Jody Lahendro, Kurt Keesecker, and John Santoski.
Members Absent: Taneia Dowell

Chair Green called the meeting to order at 5pm. The Commission discussed the draft meeting procedures
and determined that they would present and vote on them in the regular meeting.

Clarification of the determination to be made on the Brandon Avenue request was provided.

Commissioner Clayborne asked how hearings would be addressed this evening and it was noted that each
item would be completed prior to moving to the next. Chair Green provided a potential timeline for the
evening and it was determined that if Hydraulic/29 could be reviewed prior to the start of public hearings,
that option would be explored.

Commissioner Lahendro asked for clarification of the zoning text amendments on the agenda. Ms.
Robertson provided that noting that she has a presentation which will compare the recommendations that
have been provided.

Commissioner Keller asked about the BZA item which may need input from the Planning Commission. Ms.
Robertson explained the code provision and noted options which could occur.

Il.  Commission Regular Meeting
Beginning: 5:30 p.m.
Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, Council Chambers
Members Present: Chairman Lisa Green, Vice-Chair Corey Clayborne, Commissioners Genevieve
Keller, Jody Lahendro, Kurt Keesecker, and John Santoski.

Members Absent: Taneia Dowell

Staff: Missy Creasy, Carolyn McCray, Lisa Robertson, Brian Haluska
Council: Mike Signor, Bob Fenwick, Kathy Galvin, Wes Bellamy

Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chairman Green at 5:30 pm
A. COMMISSIONERS' REPORTS

Commissioner Lahendro: reported he attended the Tree Commission meeting on October 3rd and there was
considerable discussion concerning the preparation of the next fiscal year CIP request for tree maintenance
and planting. Secondly, the tree planting project plan for Westhaven is to plant 37 canopy trees. The Tree
Commission and the Charlottesville Area Tree Stewards will hold demonstration projects for the residents,
and we reviewed the proposed tree planting list for this fall. There will be 129 trees planted and 30% of
them are to replace dead or dying trees. This coming weekend the Charlottesville Area Tree Stewards and
other volunteers will be planting 30 trees at Penn Park. Lastly, the Virginia Chapter of the American Society
of Landscape Architects presented an award to the Timmons Group for a guide commissioned by
Charlottesville Public Works entitled *“Strategies and Recommendations for street trees and sidewalks.”




Commissioner Keller: reported she attended TIPDC and they accepted the report from the auditors. She said
we had a very good year and had an unqualified report which is the best report you can get. We issued a
resolution and our staff sent a letter in opposition to the increase in admission fees to the natural parks
because of the potential adverse effect on economic development and tourism in our region. She also
attended the PLACE Design Task Force meeting and a very informative presentation was given by Tim
Martin the former director of Community Engagement for the City of Roanoke. He particularly was talking
about their social media and how they organized social media into their City Government. It was a very
good model and very informative. TIPDC and DCR will be hosting a one-day workshop on floodplain
management on December 12™ 9:00am to 5:00pm. The workshop is an opportunity to meet DCR staff and
receive training related to floodplain management requirements. Please see the attached flyer for additional
information.

Commissioner Clayborne: reported he attended the Board of Architectural Review meeting on October 17"
and as usual he likes to highlight a project that might be of interest to citizens and the board. He said as
development continues on West Main Street, the Quirk Hotel gave a presentation which was an interesting
use of adapting the reuse of a couple of existing buildings combined with new construction. There is a
restaurant component that would bring a sense of vibrancy to that area of West Main Street, so overall it was
a good meeting.

Commissioner Santoski: reported he attended the Parks and Recreation meeting. He also attended the MPO
Tech meeting and they talked about the revisions that the state has made on how to submit under the new
Smart Scale program. A lot of the talk was also about the proposed plans that are coming forward from
Albemarle County under Smart Scale and a few things about West Main Street were mentioned by the City
as being a priority for Smart Scale. It was also mentioned how the time lines will have to move very quickly
through their process. We also talked about universal freight where there is money you can designate to
certain parts of highways that have not already been designated that carry freight around the state. The MPO
is looking at designating between mile marker 99 and mile marker 130, because they can do 88.5 miles
designated as this freight, so they are trying to do the whole length of 1-64. Someone else will do the rural
part of it from Route 81 to Afton and somebody else will do it from Zion Crossroads down to Gum Springs.
He said it is fascinating because there are so many different avenues of looking at transportation in addition
to what we normally see come through Smart Scale or other things that are constantly being looked at as to
how to enhance transportation and moving people around the state. A lot of it is also multi-modal bike and
pedestrian, all tying in together. Belmont Bridge steering committee will not be meeting until March or
April of next year mainly because City Council has approved the Belmont Bridge; so at this point the next
public meeting wouldn’t happen until we start to see designs coming in to us for approval. Should you need
additional information please look online under Belmont Bridge.

Commissioner Keesecker: reported he attended the Hydraulic/29 Steering Committee meeting and we will
be looking at Hydraulic/29 later on tonight. It has been going really well and he compliments the work their
team has done with the VDOT guys, it has been an enjoyable process. He attended an AlA conference in
Richmond that Mr. Clayborne and his team help to organize. He went to every seminar that had to do with
engagement, community space, public space, and the civic realm. He said there were about six different
talks he was able to hear and each one made him more excited about the possibilities.

B. UVA REPORT:
Brian Hogg: no report

C. CHAIR'S REPORT:

Lisa Green: reported on the joint work session with City Council on October 26™. At that meeting we talked
about the Planning Commission endorsing the low income housing coalition’s three concerns. The Low
Income Housing Coalition would assist with the selection process for a consultant with the NDS staff. We
talked about Form Based Code, updated timeline, a strategy how to use height bonuses versus density bonus
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as proposed by Form Based Code, so that we can build more affordable units on site. If this works from a
legal standpoint, maybe we would have to get some legislative changes. We also discussed how important it
is to have a housing need assessment here in Charlottesville. We definitely have concerns about things we
need to do better in our city where it relates to affordable housing and onsite affordable housing. | attended
PLACE Design Task Force meeting and we had a great report from Tim Martin, from the City of Roanoke
where he was the Director of Communication and he discussed how the City of Roanoke used Facebook,
Twitter and different social media aspects to do outreach to the community and not necessarily just a small
portion of the community but outreach where we are not always having the best outreach. We are always
looking and trying to figure out better ways for community outreach so that we get the voices from everyone
and not just the few that can afford to show up in the middle of the day or evening because some people
work. Some of the things that they were doing that were also important were surveys on Facebook pages
where people could give us feedback or input. She is hoping we do look into that because it was a great
meeting and hopes it instilled a lot of insight in some people within our organization that we move forward
with something like this. She has also been attending the CIP meeting every Tuesday getting ready to come
before us in December. Ms. Creasy there has been a change, the CIP committee has asked for a little more
time to get ready for the work session. Upcoming is a CTAC meeting tomorrow night at the Water Street.
That is the Charlottesville Transportation Advisory Commission for any of you who would like to attend and
be more engaged in the transportation plans for our MPO. The agenda for tomorrow night includes an initial
discussion on the Cherry Avenue Small Area Plan. They also will be discussing a kick-off meeting time
frame. The final draft of the 1-64 corridor plan, the bike-ped plan regional update, the transit partnership
update which is a ridership report and the long range transportation plan timeline. All of these materials can
be found on the TIPDC website, TIPDC.org, under the MPO program.

We have some formalized rules for public comments that we have been discussing as the Planning
Commission body and we will go over those quickly and take a vote to adopt those. The rules were accepted
and the motion passed.

Commissioner Santoski move to accept the new rules; Seconded by Commissioner Clayborne, motion passes
6-0.

D. DEPARTMENT OF NDS:

Missy Creasy: welcomed the members of Professor Brady’s land use class that are with us for the evening to
observe the activities that occur in our meetings. The Commission has just set up a new series of work
sessions to work through the comprehensive plan. We just got those posted, so we have work sessions on a
number of days between now and December 11", Generally, the November 28th and 29th are 5:00-7:00 pm,
and Friday, December 1% and December 8" are from 11:00 — 1:00; December 11" 5:00 -7:00 pm. These are
all posted in our conference room and they are all posted online. For November 28" we would typically be
scheduled to have our presentation on the CIP and they requested to come to one of our later meetings and
hold the hearing in January. They requested the December 11" and we can do an easy flip-flop because we
can use the time on the 28" to focus on the Comprehensive Plan work and then edge the CIP work in there
once they get to that point in December. Chair Green is on that committee and has been keeping us involved
at this point and time, but if there is no concern from you guys she will let them know that they may come in
for the first few minutes of the discussion.

E. MATTERS TO BE PRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE FORMAL AGENDA

Mark Kavit, 400 Altamont Street: said a week ago Councilor Kathy Galvin spoke on PUD’s concerning
mainly MACAA but he thinks it is anything involving a PUD. He thought it would be good for y’all to read
it and get familiar with it because she made some really good points. He passed out the presentation to all
Planning Commission members.

1. CONSENT AGENDA
(Items removed from the consent agenda will be considered at the end of the regular
Agenda)



1. Minutes - September 12, 2017 — Pre meeting and Regular meeting
2. Site Plan — 1530 E High Street
3. Entrance Corridor Review — 1530 E High Street

Motioned by Commissioner Santoski to approve the Consent Agenda, Seconded by Commissioner
Clayborne, motion passes 6-0.

Hydraulic/29 Small Area Plan — request for plan

Chair Green: said this is the same plan that we had at a joint work session with the County back in
September and what is being asked of us is to endorse the plan in concept knowing that the
transportation plan is still being worked on. They need our endorsement so that TIPDC can apply
for Smart Scale funding and that is a time sensitive issue.

Commissioner Keller: asked if there was a presentation.

Commissioner Santoski: said we have had the discussion and presentation on this before on the
Hydraulic/29 Small Area Plan and it is going to come back to us in early spring once it moves ahead
but he thinks the endorsement part of it is important in order for the TIPDC and the MPO to move
this ahead so they can put it in the queue as they move forward with the Smart Scale submission
because of how tight that time frame is going to be.

Commissioner Keller moved to endorse the concept plan for the Hydraulic/29 Small Area Plan
seconded by Commissioner Keesecker motion passes 6-0.

The plan will come forward as a resolution for adoption as an appendix to the 2013 Comprehensive
Plan in the spring of 2018.

Gavel into to entrance corridor

Entrance Corridor Review Board
1. 916, 920 East High Street
2. 1801 Hydraulic Road (Old Kmart site) Hillsdale Place.

Report by Mary Joy Scala:

The design is generally appropriate, with the following recommended conditions of approval:

1. Additional articulation on the Hillsdale Road facade, preferably using more brick;

2. Signage requires separate permits. All signage shall appear to be lit white at night.

3. The L-7 fixture shall not be used to outline the building, unless the light source is fully concealed,
and not mounted above 20 feet height.

4. All glass must be specified as clear, with minimum 70% visible light transmittance (VLT).

5. A pedestrian walkway shall be added along the main entry drive from the Hydraulic Road City
sidewalk to the building plaza area, and a City sidewalk shall be added to the south side of India
Road from Route 29 to the walkway on the west side of the building.

6. No dumpsters in site of Hillsdale

7. Bus shelter for the bus stop.

Commissioner Clayborne: Is there a bus stop on the site?

Chair Green: Yes | think there is a bus that goes to K-mart. We can ask the applicant.

Commissioner Lahendro: asked Ms. Scala if the drawings we have are schematic at best. What
level of deviation is allowed from these schematic drawings than the final drawings?

Ms. Scala: asked do you mean in terms of dimensions or materials?



Commission Lahendro: said he is particularly interested in the Hillsdale road elevation. Hillsdale
road is a new passageway through the shopping center and it should be treated like a road with
engagement to encourage pedestrian travel, and he would hate to see this come back with a small
amount of opening. What assurance do we have that that is not going to happen?

Ms. Scala: said she always checks the building permit before it is issued to make sure it complies
with what was approved for entrance corridor and if it varies a lot she would bring it back to you.

Commissioner Santoski: asked how this may or may not be impacted by or this may or may not
impact the Hydraulic/29 plan.

Heather Newmyer: noted there have been discussions surrounding increased walkability in this area
and enhanced access for bicyclists/pedestrians. She said staff recognizes this site will have two
phases of development: the later phase to include the overall redevelopment of the site. The
construction of Streets that Work will most likely make sense for the second phase of this site’s
redevelopment. Coordination between the developer, the City and TIPDC will be required given the
Hydraulic/29 ongoing planning process.

Kevin Lyon, Lead Architect, gave a brief presentation on the design and key points:
- Creating a better pedestrian experience.

- Have some building mounts to add to the lighting. Dark sky will not be an issue.
- Creating a focal point, typical 15 feet of sidewalk, green elements, special place.

Ms. Scala: said she feels comfortable to approve it tonight.

Commissioner Santoski: said the project looks good to him and he likes Mr. Lahendro’s idea of
putting an entrance on this side of Hillsdale. The other side is probably going to get the most foot
traffic considering that the hotels are right behind there on Hillsdale so most people would be
walking into the shopping center coming down that walkway.

Commissioner Lahendro: said it does comply with the guidelines under which we are reviewing this
which is to improve the pedestrian experience around the building and create connections with the
other parts of the site. He said an entrance on this side would greatly improve that.

Commissioner Keller: said one of the things years ago when we reviewed Whole Foods on
Brandywine Drive and some people scoffed at the time that nobody is going to walk, but she
observed quite a bit of foot traffic there so she thinks the sidewalk addition is very good in keeping
with the policy we have established for several years now.

Chair Green: said just for clarity, we are voting on entrance corridor only for the existing building.
All of the future out buildings are not part of this entrance corridor application.

George Hasser, architect: said the additional entrance on Hillsdale drive is not feasible, and there are
several reasons why that will not work. 1) Internal working at the store: that is where all of the
shelves and dressing rooms are right behind where it says outdoors outfitters; it simply is not going
to work in the plan. 2) The parking that is planned to service this entrance is all around the side in
order to enhance pedestrian use from Hydraulic Road and also from the parking lot. We really want
to channel customers through the main entrance and we don’t want them to go into a side entrance
which is not going to have check outs or security; you would have to have signage within the
entrance also. This is planned to be single tenant on this corner, multiple entrances will be very
difficult for this tenant to handle.



Commissioner Keesecker: said when we were talking about the entrance on this facade was it the
intention of the Commission to suggest that it had to go where the brown area was? We didn’t
necessarily have a specified preference on where we thought it would open for the possibility in the
future for some kind of change of use of the building that benefits from an entrance on this side of
the building.

Chair Green: said with everything we have been discussing with the Small Area Plan, this entire
area which this is in large part about walkability and pedestrians. She said in her opinion, in order to
vote yes on something that is auto-centric which is something that we have discussed is not
something we wanted in this Small Area Plan.

Commissioner Lahendro: said so under provision of the Entrance Corridor design guidelines, #3
says “encourage compact walkable developments, design pedestrian connections from sidewalks and
car to buildings, between buildings, between corridor properties, and adjacent residential areas. He
thinks we are losing that opportunity.

Commissioner Keller: said she thinks we should carry on the same attitude that we have for
downtown and West Main and other commercial areas that are more walkable now in particular for
an establishment that is adjacent to a roadway. We want to have those entrances available, and how
a tenant or owner chooses to use them, actually how they allow access or not, is outside of our
purview. However, we want to do everything we can to encourage that walkability, for users to feel
that it is comfortable and engaging so they will walk.

Commissioner Keesecker: asked in the future to give Ms. Scala guidance and thoughts on the
matter, if she were asked to judge the future permit drawings to this schematic design and the
deviation was that one of the sills of one of those bays was where the door was, where the whole
thing went down to the slab and a door found its way into one of those openings, would we consider
that a major deviation that would not comply with what we are talking about in terms of our
preference for an entrance on that facade. He said if it occurred within the glass opening that’s okay.

Commissioner Clayborne: said he would encourage you to let the architect do pedestrian
engagement in a different way than a door. He said that is the beauty of design; you can engage in
design on Hillsdale Drive whether you have a door or not, let them do what they do. He said he
would not consider this a reason to shut it down.

Commissioner Keller: said could we have a motion tonight and ask that the Hillsdale portion come
back for administrative review or come back here because they should be able to come back with this
project.

Commissioner Keller moved for approval with staff’s recommended conditions the Entrance
Corridor Certificate of Appropriateness application for Hillsdale Place at 1801 Hydraulic Road

Conditions include:

1. Dumpsters and utilities be screened from Hillsdale 2. Add a bus stop and shelter (to be reviewed
administratively) 3. The Hillsdale Pedestrian Engagement is a pedestrian walkway to be added along
the main entry drive from the Hydraulic Road City sidewalk to the building plaza area, and a City
sidewalk shall be added to the south side of India Road from Route 29 to the walkway on the west
side of the building; to come back for review either by staff or the Entrance Corridor Review Board;
referencing the drawings dated 11.3.2017; Additional articulation on the Hillsdale Road fagade,
preferably using more brick; should come back for administrative review; Seconded by
Commissioner Santoski, motion passes 6-0.



The Entrance Corridor Review Board approved an entrance corridor certificate for the building off
Hydraulic Road. It will turn the old space into Hillsdale Place. The commercial project will have
retail and restaurants.

Chair Green: Gavel out of Entrance Corridor

111. JOINT MEETING OF COMMISSION/ COUNCIL
Beginning: 6:00 p.m.

Continuing: until all public hearings are completed
Format:(i) Staff Report, (ii) Applicant, (iii) Hearing

SP17-00005 — 604 Cynthianna Avenue (Pampered Pets) - EFB-JSB, Inc. representing

Landowner Ronald Lee Rhodes has submitted a special use permit for an outdoor dog run at 604
Cynthianna Avenue. The permit would allow the applicant to operate a 2,220 square foot outdoor dog run
on property located at 604 Cynthianna Avenue, adjacent to an existing dog run at 601 Concord Avenue-
also known as Pampered Pets - which EFB-JSB, Inc. owns. The property is further identified on City Real
Property Tax Map 35 Parcel 113. The site is zoned IC (Industrial Corridor District). The property impacted
by the special use permit is approximately 2,220 square feet, or 0.05 acres. The applicant proposes that the
proposed outdoor dog run at 604 Cynthianna Avenue be subject to the conditions of the special use permit
SP-13-07-18 currently in place for 601 Concord. The Comprehensive Plan designates the land use of the
Subject Property as Business and Technology. Information pertaining to the request may be viewed online
at http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhgod- development-
services or obtained from the Department of Neighborhood Development Services, 2"% Fioor of City Hall,
610 East Main Street. Persons interested in this SUP application may contact NDS Planner Brian Haluska
by e-mail (haluska@charlottesville.org) or by telephone (434-970- 3186).

Staff Report by Brian Haluska

Jim Brown, the owner of Pamper Pets said he appreciated the Commission’s time to look at this opportunity.
We are a large employer of youth and seniors in Charlottesville. We operate with 40-45 employees and we
would appreciate the continued support of this small business in Charlottesville.

Questions for clarity:

Commissioner Santoski: asked about the number in the outdoor run and sees 25 dogs from 5:00 pm until
dusk. What happens after dusk?

Mr. Brown: said effectively all the dogs are up by 5:30, there are some of our very good customers that
come and use the play area and so we wanted to make a restriction there but that’s been minimal since we’ve
had the existing end.

Chair Green: said to Mr. Haluska, you mentioned that this could not be used as a dog run independently on
this property since the SUP runs with the land. She asked what if Pampered Pets were to go out of business
and another dog or pet operation moved in.

Mr. Haluska: said in that case they would be able to avail themselves to this area so they would have use of
the back yard of 604 Cynthiana Ave until whatever agreement with the current landowner, and with Mr.
Brown in this specific area.

Open the Public Hearing:
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Ashley Davies, 1000 Locust Ave spoke in favor of Pampered Pets, stating Mr. Brown offers a really
wonderful service to our community that is much needed and he is a lover of animals and a wonderful
neighbor. She hopes you will approve his Special Use Permit.

Closed the Public Hearing

Commissioner Santoski moved to recommend approval of a special use permit as requested in SP17-00005,
amendment to the one use because | find that approval of this request is required for the public necessity,
convenience, general welfare or good zoning practice, seconded by Commissioner Clayborne, motion
passes 6-0.

SP17-00006 — 517 Park Street (STARS) - — Weber Property Management, LLC, landowner

has submitted a special use permit for a residential treatment facility with greater than 8 residents at 517
Park Street. The permit would allow the applicant to operate a residential treatment facility serving up to
16 residents on property located at 517 Park Street. The property is further identified on City Real Property
Tax Map 53 Parcel 9. The site is zoned R-3H (Multifamily Residential with Architectural Design Control
District Overlay.) The property impacted by the special use permit is approximately 10,193.04 square feet,
or 0.234 acres. The Comprehensive Plan designates the land use of the Subject Property as High Density
Residential. Information pertaining to the request may be viewed online at
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h- z/neighborhood-development-
services or obtained from the Department of Neighborhood Development Services, 2" Floor of City Hall,
610 East Main Street. Persons interested in this SUP application may contact NDS Planner Brian Haluska
by e-mail (haluska@charlottesville.org) or by telephone (434-970-3186).

Brian Haluska: The chief concern of staff regarding the request is the potential impact of increased
parking demand on the surrounding properties. The applicant states in correspondence with staff that a
number of factors will lead to less demand on the parking if the SUP is approved. Currently the facility at
517 Park Street houses 8 residents as well as STARS administrative functions. The administrative staff
creates part of the demand for parking, along with the fact that the STARS program brings residents from
other homes in the community to the facility at 517 during the day. The applicant indicates that if the
special use permit is approved, the overall number of residents served by the STARS program will be
reduced by 4, which will lessen the demand at 517 Park Street. Additionally, the STARS program intends
to move its administrative staff off-site, which will also lessen the demand. The applicant indicates that the
current maximum amount of administrative staff on-site during the day is 9 staff members, and if the
special use permit is approved, that will be reduced to 4 staff members.

Kara Gloeckner, applicant said she started the Structured Therapeutic Adolescent Residential Service
(STARS) program in Charlottesville. Five years in, she moved some of the STARS operation into its
current location at 517 Park St., where the organization’s administrative offices are housed and eight girls
rest their heads each night.

She said the house was built in 1984 and was originally designed to house 16 mentally disabled adults so
allowing that many girls to live there would be fulfilling its intended use. She said replacing the offices
with bedrooms would make for a more home-like environment and alleviate parking stress. She said she is
aware of the community’s concern. When she first asked for the permit in 2001, because neighbors were
worried about increasing the number of girls in the home, she withdrew the application. We just felt like
time would help them understand what the experience of being our neighbor would be like. Fifteen years
later, | feel like we’ve been a really great neighbor.
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Questions for clarity:
Commissioner Clayborne: asked what is the actual parking demand you need?

Ms. Gloeckner: said we have the road side permit parking for our STARS vehicles that transport children.
We have 4 spaces but sometimes it’s only 3. We have an overflow section for staff personnel. The other
spaces are just for people who visit during the day.

Commissioner Clayborne: said you have leased 4 spaces. What is the backup plan if that lease fell
through?

Ms. Gloeckner: said we would have the opportunity to have our parking at the church.

Commissioner Keesecker: the packet shows you have 3 bedrooms on the lower level on the bottom floor,
and you have 3 bedrooms on the second floor.

Ms. Gloeckner: said we use those bedrooms as offices. We have 3 bedrooms and an office on the first and
second floors.

Commissioner Keesecker: asked if the residents had cars?

Ms. Gloeckner: said she would never house a youth with a car.

Ms. Creasy: said the rule pertaining to the number of residents allowed has to do with licensure and it will
remain for that as long as it meets a certain criteria. That is a requirement under the state code for
Residential Treatment facilities.

Ms. Gloeckner: said her license has always been through The Department of Social Services but now she
is transitioning to The Department of Behavioral Health which holds us to a better level of care.

Chair Green: asked Brian, she knows this is a high density zoning district, with this addition would it
increase the density past what is allowed in this zoning district?

Mr. Haluska: said not from a zoning perspective. Residential treatment facilities are treated like a single
unit under state law. Any Residential treatment facility of 8 or fewer residents must be treated like a single
family detached house in our zoning ordinance.

Commissioner Keesecker: asked if the office uses in R3 zoning district to some percentage are larger than
or beyond ancillary, or not.

Mr. Haluska: said he doesn’t know that it is in this case because it is all part of the same operation of the
residential treatment facility. You could see where someone might try to use that as a loop hole to try to
operate an office that is not permitted in that zone. He said it still differentiates between a commercial
office and a nonprofit office and they are called out as separate uses. He said that was a big issue with
Common Hall back in the day where there was talk about transitioning, and people trying to sell it as a



commercial office because there were many uses as a nonprofit. He said that is where the defining line for
R-3 zoning comes into play.

Commissioner Keesecker: asked wouldn’t an ancillary use be by-right in a situation that serves the
residents on premises but an office use serving residents that are not on premises seems to be burdening
this location with more office use than the residential treatment facility itself would deserve. It is serving
an office use that is beyond just the people who live here.

Mr. Haluska: said we would have to look up the definition to what an office is to determine how that
works. Certainly there is no commercial activity going on. It is a question ultimately for the zoning
administrator as to whether that office can do certain ancillary activities. Within it those activities are
related to the residential treatment facility of some sort and there are no more than 8 residents on the site.

Chair Green: said this is a residential zoning district and if she moved there with 12 kids and what you just
said is this is an SUP to house people on site. How is that different than if some family moved in with 12
kids?

Mr. Haluska: said because of how the state code is written, we have to allow a residential treatment facility
anywhere we allow single family detached residents.

Open the Public Hearing:

Lisa Brush: She came down from Fairfax, VA, and she was in the STARS care when she was 15 and
didn’t complete the program. She said she wanted to be grown, and while at the group home she made
lasting relationships and they were the only family she had. The staff gives us a home and Kara is a
mother figure. She said denying to increase the girls beds would be harming to those at risk because there
are not many facilities that provide these services. Now, | am an accountant and married with two
children.

LaTasha Adam: said she moved from the Chesapeake area and there was a lack of foster homes and was
in detention centers. In the STARS program she went to Charlottesville High School where she was a
cheerleader and on the step team. She worked at KFC and Subway. She said definitely being in that
program changed her life and the STARS staff are genuine people that care. She supports the request.

Debbie Frances: said she has an adopted daughter who stayed at the STARS program for almost 5 years.
Kara and all her staff were magnificent in raising her. She had many issues and they were wonderful and
her daughter finished high school at CHS and nursing school at PVCC. | don’t know where she would be
today without this program. She hopes you will support their request.

Cheri Lewis, 809 2™ Street, NE: said she was on the planning commission when they reviewed the first
application for this. She wishes the applicant had given this commission a reason to grant this SUP for
increased density. She fears that is not the case by any means. Some concerns are relevant, noise, police
called at midnight, how it impacts the neighbors, and the parking. She begs to differ that this is not just
about the number of people laying their heads at night. It’s about a treatment facility for youth and those
youth are at risk girls. She said this is what has upset the parking situation - for instance, the visitors and
friends that come. The business aspect served the onsite residents but it also served two and three other
facilities located in the city.
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Jackie Lichtman, 336 Parkway Street: said she has lived there 17 years, and she and her husband have
never opposed that house being there. She thinks the fact that these girls are being helped is wonderful.
Right now she has other homes, serving 16 girls. The girls they are serving are not from Charlottesville.
From January to September the police have been called 41 times. She feels that increasing the number of
girls in one house is going to cause more arguments and more disruptions. The question is: is this the best
thing to have so many girls in one house.

Kelly Speasmaker: said some of the concerns from the community meeting were why in Charlottesville
and why on Park Street. It is a strain on our community. They should not be sent here by their localities.
The Virginia Department of Social Services reports that 4,913 youth were in foster care in 2016.
Charlottesville is a great place to serve these girls. It is a wealthy community with a multitude of services.
We feel that we are bringing money to the community resources, and further strengthening our community
service offerings. These youth have been failed by their own communities but there are many success
stories as you have heard.

Bud Treakle, 611 Park Street: said we are talking about a SUP that will change the zoning of this
property. If you allow this and some other use comes in that is not the same type of use, not what Kara
Glocekner is running, you could have 10-12 cars there every day. The state law allows a home of this type
to be in a residential community with 8 residents. You shouldn’t increase the number, because the density
would be too much based on what could happen in the future.

Rhonda Bulliba: said she thinks it’s a great spot, and it is much needed in the community and every
community. She is in support of having this pass tonight and hope you all will be also.

Sherry Kent: said she has been an employee for STARS programs for 15 years and works with a
wonderful team where | am are proud to work there. She said please consider what we are here for.

Mr. James Kent: said he supports Kara and has known her for a very long time. It is a successful business
because she truly cares for these girls and boys. She really helps these kids, but she is not going to do it if
it doesn’t work.

Chris Speasmaker: said he is a local real estate agent. He strongly supports the mission of the STARS
program and remains focused on serving the kids. Once we heard the concerns from our neighbor, we
decided that it would to our best interest to reduce it to 12.

Jennifer Ferguson: said she honors the work that is being done at this facility. But with more girls, there is
more negative energy for them to feed off of. Ms. Ferguson said the proposed expansion is harmful to a
group of girls who need undivided, individualized and committed attention even more than the average
teenage girl. She is opposed to this request to add 8 more girls.

Steve Bolton, 332 Parkway Street: said we support the idea of the facility; we are just concerned about
adding more individuals to it. We think there will be more possibilities for incidents so that is our concern
from that standpoint. We are opposed to expanding the number of individuals.

Carol Green: said she has been Kara’s friend for over 10 years and she trusts her judgment in running her
business very well. She supports her getting the SUP and the STARS is a great asset to this community.
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Jim Dunnivan: said he respects the fact that Kara has decided to move on for SUP reduced from 16 down
to 12. This has a great impact on the neighborhood. There were 51 police calls in 6 months and six of
them were for violence. These people are taught to restrain these young girls. Remember SUP goes with
the land. We don’t have 8 troubled men, or treatment facility, category people in other categories.

Samantha Brandle: said it is extremely scary, a lot of our police calls are for the safety of these girls.
When the police come they don’t use sirens or have their lights flashing, they come up and ask what is
wrong. We clearly explain that we have a girl missing and we are concerned about her. Most of the time,
they come back on their own. They were out being a teenager; they were out having fun. If one of the
girls makes a poor decision, she will be asked to leave our program. Sometimes fights do happen at the
house, and a kid might have to be restrained. She thinks it is ridiculous that we need to decrease from 16
to 12 because we are taking away 4 girls that might be a great candidate because you are worried about
parking.

Mark Kavit, 400 Altamont Street: said he is a board member of NDRA but cannot speak on the behalf of
NDRA because we did not get organized to address this specific subject. In 2001, we did express concerns
about this potential increase. He said he realized that your decision is based on parking, traffic and zoning.
He said recently the applicant got a divorce and she got two houses and he got two houses. It sounds like
she is trying to find some way to increase her revenue without increasing her overhead, but it should not
have an impact on the neighborhood. He took a tour of the house and doesn’t think it is necessary to take
these two offices out.

Jonathan Hornsby: said he lives about 2 blocks from the STARS house. He said some of the neighbors’
concerns are valid. One of the neighbors said the frequent police calls create just a general sense of fear in
the back of their minds which is natural when you see a lot of police cars. The effect on the girls of having
increase density, there is no magic number for the proper density for a house of at-risk youth. It seems that
smaller is better. These kids are already traumatized, so to increase the density would be more harmful to
them. He said 8 is a lot to put into one house and it just seems that 16 would be harmful to the girls there.

Closed the Public Hearing

Commissioner Lahendro: asked if a condition of 5 employees was part of the motion, how would it be
policed?

Mr. Haluska: answered that is a difficult thing to police, but there would be some enforcement in terms of if
the public feels that is being exceeded that, our zoning people would have to go over there to make a call to
the applicant and say remember this is what is going on. If we have been able to collect enough evidence of
that whether we are monitoring the parking out there seeing people potentially coming in and out and how
that is working. If we feel that we have enough documentation that they have exceeded that condition, at that
point we would probably bring it back to the Planning Commission or City Council for potential ramification
of that. That would go with any other conditions that you might add.

Commissioner Lahendro: said it essentially depends upon the neighbors observing and making a complaint.

Mr. Haluska: said or calling Neighborhood Development Services to say this is going on and we would
appreciate you looking into that further.
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Commissioner Santoski: said the Arc of the Piedmont is two doors down from STARS and he has been there
6 years and the STARS have been fairly good neighbors. The two buildings that we own are 515 and 509.
We sold them a few years ago and we now lease them back. The new owners we lease from, and he doesn’t
know the relationship they have tonight, but he does know with Brian Webber that there was a constant feud
over parking spots and they were constantly in the parking lot tagging cars since he didn’t have to tag the
spots. Itis a very limited amount of parking. We need to be really careful like with the MACAA
conversation to keep separate what is going on with a certain program and how we feel about it emotionally
and what is going on with the land use and what is going on with zoning. What is the SUP going to do in the
future and what happens if STARS leave the site; how does that impact what we have to do. These are very
difficult conversations to have because you have to separate all of these things out. We can parade all sorts of
people who are for and against what the program is. We go back to the very thing. This is about land use and
zoning and the impact it is having on us and does it met the criteria we set for ourselves.

Commissioner Clayborne: commented that he doesn’t question the intent or the goodwill of the program.
The part that I’m struggling with is when we’re assessing the impacts, whether it’s parking or whether it’s
noise, we’ve heard the public testimonies that have come before us and have read multiple emails and
documents, and I’m really struggling to see how this benefits the public necessity.

Commissioner Keller: move to recommend denial of this application for a special use permit; second
Commissioner Clayborne: motion passes 6-0.

Recess 9:00

SP17-00001 - 201 West Water Street — Landowner Black Bear Properties, LLC has submitted an
application seeking approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) request to allow for increased height and
increased residential density per City Code Section 34-162(a) at 201 West Water Street with frontage on
West Water Street and 2" Street SW. A residential density of 101 units per acre is proposed (up to 240
DUA by SUP can be requested) for a total of 7 units and additional height of about 24.5 feet is proposed for
a total height of about 95 feet (up to 101 feet can be requested by SUP). The property is further identified on
City Real Property Tax Map 28 Parcel 2. The site is zoned DE (Downtown Corridor Mixed Use District)
with Architectural Design Control and Urban Corridor Parking Zone Overlays. The property is
approximately 0.0690 acres. The Land Use Plan calls for Mixed Use. The Comprehensive Plan specifies
density greater than 15 units per acre. Information pertaining to request may be viewed online at
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhood- development-
services or obtained from the Department of Neighborhood Development Services, 2% Floor of City Hall,
610 East Main Street. Persons interested in this SUP application may contact NDS Planner Brian Haluska
by e-mail (Haluska@charlottesville.org or by telephone (434-970- 3186).

Staff report by Brian Haluska said the Planning Commission should focus on the nature of the zoning as a
mixed use zone and you can’t do a purely residential building in this zone. The applicant has provided a
small office space on the second floor. The BAR expressed concerns for how the street frontage of this
building plays into the activity on the street - how it activates the streets. He said the BAR felt it was going
to be a dead zone: a residential lobby and a parking entrance. The BAR recommended moving parking from
the project completely to better activate 2™ Street frontage.

Jim Grigg, applicant: said the design for this site features seven luxury apartments on all but one of the eight
floors and a small commercial office space on the second floor. We are seeking a special use permit to build
an additional two floors over the 70 foot building height that’s allowed by right.

Questions for clarity
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Commissioner Clayborne: asked is there a certain ratio of retail versus residential mixed use; are we saying
mixed used because of the office on the second floor?

Ms. Creasy: said that is not clear, but there is no ratio in this classification.

Commissioner Keller: asked is there any public benefit to this project? As an applicant, you are asking for a
lot of concessions and you have been very critical of the regulations that we have and why they don’t work
for this particular site. She asked, you want us to work with you and give you something that you don’t have
by right, so what is the benefit for the public if we make that concession.

Mr. Griggs: said you have a small parcel in a desirable location in the city and an owner who is interested in
developing a property that will generate 20 times as much revenue for the city as the parcel generates
currently and if he can find a compelling way to do that he will. He said there is no negative impact to the
adjacent properties from this building being 7 units versus 5 units for example.

Open the Public Hearing:

Carl Schwarz, 700 Anderson Street: added clarification to something the applicant had said. Mr. Schwarz
said when he added that comment (at the BAR meeting), his intent was the applicant presented a certain level
of quality, - high quality materials, high quality design - and it was not that the building should mimic or
look exactly like it was presented to us at first, but it should still maintain that level of quality if it is going to
be worthy of an extra 2 stories in the downtown ADC district.

Closed the Public Hearing

Commissioner Clayborne:, mentioned parking on the ground floor and there are alleys that connect to the
Downtown Mall, retail, restaurants, and people walking up and down there. He thinks it is a shame to vote
this for vehicular parking storage on a very prominent corner, so that part gives him some heartburn. The fact
that we are calling this mixed use, we can’t do that with a little office tucked in the back. The third part is
the back drop behind the Violet Crown Theater. The theater would have a seven story building towering
behind it and that would not do the theater any justice. He cannot support the SUP how it is presented at this
time.

Mr. Grigg: agreed that no, it is not an ideal situation, but if you are parking under the building you can do a
three point turn and furthermore these people will not be using their cars very much.

City Councilor Galvin: said she had similar concerns as expressed by Commissioner Clayborne. She said
there is no specific percentage required for mixed use and that seems very strange because other mixed use
districts have percentages.

Mr. Griggs: said most of the time when people spend a million dollars for a home they like to have a place to
put their car in their property.

Chair Green: asked what are your thoughts about providing affordable housing units.

Mr. Griggs: said not in this property; because he knows a lot about what it costs to build this type of
building. He said you could build housing units in here and subsidize them and make them affordable. You
can’t build them at a price point that is affordable; it is impossible.

Commissioner Santoski: said he agreed that the plan for the garage is not ideal, but disagreed with the
suggestion that the Commission should be making decisions based on the wealth of potential clients or
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residents. He is not supporting it because of what is happening on that first floor, not because it’s a multi-
million dollar apartment building.

Commissioner Lahendro: said he seconds all of the comments made. He said the biggest disappointment for
him is the lack of vitality on the street that a parking garage provides as well as the entrances and exits across
a very busy street. Even though you can back in and out often enough to be able to pull out, he thinks the
temptation to most residents is to back out because it is going to be easier. He worries about what that does
to pedestrian traffic.

Commissioner Lahendro moved to recommend denial of this application for a special use permit; Seconded
by Commissioner Keller motion passes 6-0.

CP17-00003 — Closing of Brandon Avenue and a Portion of Monroe Lane/15th Street - The Planning
Commission and City Council will jointly conduct a public hearing on a request from the University of
Virginia to consider a proposal by the University of Virginia and the University of Virginia Foundation
requesting the City to vacate Brandon Avenue and a portion of Monroe Lane/15™ Street to accommodate a
redevelopment project to construct a model green student community.

Staff Recommendation, regarding Utilities Issues: If no agreement between the City and UVA is reached
prior to the public hearing, as to whether the City will remain the water and wastewater service provider in
the redevelopment area, then the Utility Department and the City Attorney’s Office recommend that
easements be reserved for all existing City utilities, and that the vacation(s) be conditioned upon the City
continuing as the service provider for water and wastewater unless and until a written agreement between
the City and UVA establishes otherwise. Additional public hearings would be required in the future in
order to abandon any public easements reserved as part of the street vacations requested by this petition.

Mr. Lahendro and Mr. Hogg recused themselves.

Alice Raucher, Architect at the University — Presentation
The redevelopment will transform the Brandon area into a model green community where
students will live and learn in a distinctive student experience. Building street fronts will include
teaching and academic spaces, student wellness facilities and housing. The redeveloped street
will incorporate:
e Alandscaped bio-retention area which will be the centerpiece of a multi-functional
green space
e A system of enhanced pedestrian connections to South Lawn, the Academicals Village,
the Health System, and adjacent neighborhoods.
* A mix of uses to include student wellness, academics, and housing all curated to activate
the street and foster a heightened student experience.

Aligned with the City zoning code and Streets That Work program, the redevelopment vision
includes a distribution of academic, research, and residential uses.

The City Attorney’s Office recommends that the City vacate the rights-of-way by one or more
recordable Deeds of Vacation, with any conditions on the vacation being put into the deed(s).
The deed completing the vacation of Brandon Avenue should include a reference plat showing
the width and location of all easements to be reserved granted or abandoned (including those for
utilities and bicycle/ pedestrian connections). The deed should not be executed by the City until
the locations of all easements can be defined and depicted on the reference plat.

Open the Public Hearing: No speakers
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Closed the Public Hearing

Councilor Bellamy: asked how many units will be built on this site?

Ms. Raucher: said we only have plans for 300 units for upper class housing currently, but there is a potential
for another 250 units.

Councilor Bellamy: said potentially 550 units that will be coming into the community and essentially all for
student housing.

Ms. Raucher: said it is a replacement for our upper class housing where now there is a deficit.

Commissioner Clayborne made a motion to certify that the street closing application as presented to
redevelopment Brandon Avenue as a green street in according with the narrative associated with the
application is consistent with the City’s 2013 Comprehensive Plan, and that there be some onsite indication
that this was once part of the development pattern in the City of Charlottesville, seconded by Commissioner
Keesecker, motion passes 6-0.

Mr. Lahendro and Mr. Hogg rejoined the meeting.

ZT1-17-10-03: Building regulations - A proposed amendment to the text of the City’s Zoning Ordinance,
Sections 34-558, 34-1100, 34-1146, 34-1147 and 34-1200 of the Code of the City of Charlottesville

(1990), as amended to in reference to the following: (1) amendment of City Code 34-1200, to delete the
definition of “building height”; (2) amendment of 34-1100 to incorporate a methodology for measurement
of building height, specifying different approaches for buildings close to a public street and for buildings
more than 15 feet away from a public street; (3) amendment of 34-1200, to change the definition of
“grade” from “average level of the ground adjacent to the exterior walls of the building” (current) to “the
level of the ground measured at an adjacent public sidewalk”; (4) modification of the Downtown Mixed
Use Zoning District regulations, in City Code 34-558(a), to clarify that streetwall and stepback
requirements do not apply to the portion of a building facade that fronts on Water Street, but do apply to
all other portions of that building’s fagade; and (5) amendment of City Code 34-1146 and 34-1147, to
allow a limited exception from restrictions on expansion of a nonconforming structure, for nonconforming
structures which are “contributing structures” within a design control district with BAR approval.

Staff report

Lisa Robertson, Deputy City Attorney: said it’s been an important issue for a long time but it’s only
becoming more urgent as more and more people want to actually pursue larger developments in the city.
Right now, we have a height measurement emergency, and | am offering a couple of recommendations for
your consideration in the interim. In one, height is defined as “the distance measured from grade level to
the highest point” of a building. She said another section states that height is to be calculated by
measuring separately the average height of each building wall, then averaging them together. The latter
conflicts with the first and can result in buildings that are higher than the limits specified for individual
zoning districts. She said what she is recommending are changes that would specify very directly that
buildings have to comply with the minimum and maximum height regulations in the zoning district.

She said her recommendation would be a good short-term measure until the full review of city
development guidelines is completed. It may not be the place you want to stay for another decade if you
want to promote different types of development in different types of conditions, and we’ve got to work
through it and somehow make it more user-friendly because this is stuff that staff has to interpret and the
city attorney’s office has to be able to figure it out.
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Open the Public Hearing:

Ashley Davies, a planner with law firm Williams Mullen and a member of CADRe: said we all want to
come up with a resolution that works for the building height issue. That has been under review for several
months and we have been working with staff to make sure the building we design is very context-sensitive
and is actually meeting the current definition of building height, and we don’t want to be caught in a
situation where the building height definition changes mid-stream for our project.

Valerie Long, Attorney with Williams Mullen, who is also working on the project: said the grade of Water
Street drops 19 feet along the span of the proposed building, making it potentially difficult to establish a
height under the proposed change. She said averaging the height provides for flexibility in a hilly city.
The averaging enables that building to be context-sensitive and account for that dramatic change in grade.
She is concerned that this definition, by not taking averaging or differences in grade into account, will
result in a significant impact on the height of that building.

Carl Schwarz: said for the ADC District text you might swap the words “protected property” and
“contributing building,” because a protected property is not within an ADC District. He said he agrees
with Commissioner Lahendro, that if you can have an 18 foot tall parapet you have added a story and a
half to a building. He said an easy solution is to just go with option one as an interim solution. He does
not believe it is a great solution but a very easy one though and fairly closely matching the building code.
To reiterate some of the change of the language that CADRe has suggested, the reason for striking all that
text was in regard to the minimums. It doesn’t make sense that a building can’t have any portion below a
minimum height when they aren’t required to take up their whole site. He believes CADRe and PLACE
worked really hard on that revised definition and he thinks it is really close and he thinks it could actually
be beneficial and it encourages stepping and it encourages buildings to follow topography and it makes
them relate to the street. The height is defined by the public realm, but he is fearful that it does not work
in 3-D. He questioned, if you have two opposing frontages, where do you draw the line as to where a
building has to step down to meet the opposing frontage. So something needs to happen to make that
work. The faster we can get to a good definition the better because he thinks it would create better forms
in our city and closer to what we desire.

Councilor Galvin: asked have we thought about looking back at the original recommendation that was
done by Code Studio with West Main Street. It did have a very clear graphic representation as well as a
definition of height, and it had the bulk plane to deal with adjacencies and behind. You found your
primary street and you could have a secondary street. It is a possibility that we could run this by the Form
Base Code Institute that is currently working on a project to see how this is handled in other parts of the
country.

Ms. Robertson: said she doesn’t remember exactly what Code Studio recommended, but what we did in
West Main Street because of the very issue with the averaging provision we are trying to get rid of. For
everyone else, we moved to a simpler definition that said you measure height from the elevation of West
Main Street to the top of the building. That was easy because it is a relatively small district and
everything was trying to be oriented to one street. In a district where you have more than one and you are
trying to deal with multiple frontages and you care about multiple frontages it is a little more difficult, but
she suggests that the interim easy solution option one is about as close to what you have on West Main
Street as she can get because for most of the areas in which built conditions exist outside of places like
Greenbrier, the buildings are closer than 15 feet to the street and you are measuring from the adjacent
sidewalk.

Closed the Public Hearing

Chairman Green: said is the general public going to understand this or are we going to have to hire one of
these professionals every time we do something?
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Commissioner Keesecker: said he has never been in a ‘height measurement emergency’ before so he
doesn’t exactly know what the safety protocols are and we have been talking about height for a long time.
It feels like the emergency has come on because of one application at the ice park. Commissioner
Keesecker voted against the recommendation because he felt the Charlottesville Technology Center
shouldn’t be held to a different standard than recent construction projects and he wanted to delay
implementation of the new rules.

Ms. Robertson: said her concerns about the discrepancies in the zoning code predate the application of the
Charlottesville Technology Center and that the emergency is due to a sense that there are vulnerabilities in
the code. We keep not taking action and the next application comes in and the next one comes in, and
we’ve been living with some really terrible ordinance provisions for close to two decades now.

Commissioner Santoski: said we have let everybody and their brother look at this: PLACE, CADRe and

anybody else who wants to comment on height. We keep kicking the can down the road to let somebody else

look at this. At some point, we do have to make a decision.

Commissioner Lahendro moved to recommend approval of the amendment to 34-1100; (1) eliminate the
averaging for height, (2) if the building has frontage on Waters Street and any other street, only the facade
on Waters Street is exempt; (3) if the non-conforming structure proposed to be expanded is also a
protected property or a contributing structure within an architectural designed district, and a clarification;
Motion seconded by Commissioner Keller, passes 5-1 ( Commissioner Keesecker voting no)

Mr. Keesecker said there were some comments from the public that should be applied; He asked Ms.
Robertson is there are ever a time when the building code gets updated and is there a time where the new
code is in effect and the new code changes occur. Also, is there a window where the new one is going to
be mandatory by June 1%, but between now and June 1%; could | preempted myself into the new code
where | could still stay under the old one. Does that ever happen in zoning stuff?

Ms. Robertson say no it’s not that complicated; she said on an occasion, City Council has had
development applications that were submitted and were under review by a certain date but will not be
subject to these changes and can continue under the ordinance that they were submitted under.

Commissioner Keesecker said people have told him that the confusion of not knowing how these issues
are going to fall out has made it difficult to make any moves toward making a project happen, so either
there is a rush to get something in or there is the wait and see to what comes out of it. He recommends
that it take effect February 1%, and have three months to get it in the door.

Chair Green said she did not want to stop because here is one application and we have been talking about
this for a whole year. As the Planning Commission we have to continue moving forward, we can’t stop
something because of one project.

Commissioner Keller said we should acknowledge and say thank you to CADRe, PLACE and Mike
Stoneking for his leadership, BAR, SELC and others who contributed to this process and that work is not
going away out of good comments in letters.

Ms. Robertson said the other list of interim things that you approved for at least further public discussion.
The future amendments we will be looking at will include things such as interim provisions for dealing
with the lack of definition of mixed use.

Commissioner Keller and Chair Green agreed that the next amendment to look at is mixed use.

Vice Chair Clayborne motion to Adjourn: 11:10
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Minutes
PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR DOCKET
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 2017-5:30 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
NDS Conference Room

. Commission Work Session (Agenda discussion(s))
Beginning: 4:30 p.m.
Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, NDS Conference
Members Present: Chairman Lisa Green Vice-Chair; Corey Clayborne, Commissioners Genevieve
Keller, Jody Lahendro, Taneia Dowell, and John Santoski.

Members Absent: Kurt Keesecker

Chair Green called the meeting to order at 4:50pm. A request was made to provide an overview of the
process for the E&S appeal and that information was provided. Commissioner Clayborne asked if the
applicant for West2nd had provided information on how the affordable housing requirements would be met.
Mr. Haluska noted that there is information on what would be required if payment or physical units are
chosen but the applicant has not determined what choice they are making.

The Commission asked for clarification of the changes made to the Water Street Promenade site and to
verify that the IPP for the Coal Tower structure will remain. It was noted that a future discussion on

guidance for when changes to a PUD which can be handled administratively and those needing PC review
could be appropriate.

1. Commission Regular Meeting

Beginning: 5:30 p.m.

Location: City Hall, 2nd Floor, Council Chambers

Members Present: Chairman Lisa Green Vice-Chair; Corey Clayborne, Commissioners Genevieve
Keller, Jody Lahendro, Taneia Dowell, and John Santoski.

Members Absent: Kurt Keesecker
Staff: Missy Creasy, Carolyn McCray, Lisa Robertson, Brian Haluska, Marty Silman, David Frazier
Council: Mike Signor, Bob Fenwick, Kathy Galvin, Wes Bellamy

Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chairman Green at 5:30 pm

A COMMISSIONERS' REPORTS

Commissioner Lahendro: reported he attended the Tree Commission meeting on December 5th. A report
was presented from the Charlottesville Tree Stewards which have grown to 150 members. They donate
6,000 saplings a year to public education. It was approved to donate two trees to Emancipation Park.
Lastly, some of the existing trees on city property are damaged due to construction. Currently the arborist
only reviews preliminary site plans, not final contract documents or construction activities. The Tree
Commission will be developing recommendations for improving city over site for protecting and saving
trees during construction. The Housing Advisory Committee will meet tomorrow Wednesday, December
13" in the city hall basement conference room from 12:00 — 2:00 pm.



Commissioner Keller: said she has no formal report but in speaking with Edwina St Rose, from the
Preservers of the Daughters of Zion has specifically ask that she invite the Planning Commission to attend
the dedication of the memorial to the unknown at Daughters of Zion Cemetery, this coming Saturday from
2:00 to 4:00 and refreshments will be served following at Tonsler Park and Recreation Center and this
invitation would include the public.

Commissioner Dowell: reported on Thursday November 30" she attended the Small School Capital
Improvement committee meeting at Public Works. The goal is to figure out how we are going to modernize
many of our schools. The newest school we have was built in 1976 which was Jackson Via Elementary
School. She said many of the schools need improvement but the decision is whether or not to make small
improvements which cost large capital dollars or do we try to figure out how to modernize the schools all
together. The first school to get improvements will be Clark Elementary School; and the field house at
Charlottesville High School.

Commissioner Clayborne: no report; He recognized Mary Joy Scala, the staff liaison for the Board of
Architectural Review who is retiring at the end of this year. He said it was tremendous to work with her and
the city will definitely be missing someone special.

Commissioner Santoski: no report

B. UVA REPORT: Brian Hogg: no report; He commented that things are getting started with the
Brandon Avenue project and plans are in order for the lvy Corridor site (the Cavalier site).

C. CHAIR'S REPORT: Lisa Green, no formal report; She noted that the Planning Commission has been
meeting sometimes three times a week on the up-coming Comprehensive Plan; and we will meet one
more time before the holidays, have a break and start again with discussion before we take our third
round of outreach documents to the community. Chair Green also echoed thanks to Mary Joy Scala for
all of her help and guidance through entrance corridor review, plans and projects. She will be missed.
Commissioner Keller: asked would it be possible to send her a letter of good wishes on her retirement
and thanks for her years of staffing the Entrance Corridor Review Board.

The Planning Commissioners all agreed to have the letter sent to Ms. Scala.

D. DEPARTMENT OF NDS: Missy Creasy said it is the 5" quarter of the regulatory review process,
and she is working with staff to finish up the draft of the report to forward to Chair
Green. We will turn it into Council by the deadline of December 18" which will give them the update
of where we are with the Comprehensive Plan, the Legal Review project, and the Standards and
Design Manual project. In this last quarter the Planning Commission had about fifteen work sessions.
The update will be completed on time and we will be working to coordinate the future work sessions for
our next group discussions for the Comp Plan land use map.

MATTERS TO BE PRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE FORMAL AGENDA
CONSENT AGENDA
(Items removed from the consent agenda will be considered at the end of the regular
agenda)
1. Minutes - October 10, 2017- Pre meeting and Regular meeting
2. Minutes — October 24, 2017 - Work Session
3. Site Plan — Cedars Court Apartments

mm

Motioned by Commissioner Lahendro to approve the Consent Agenda, Seconded by Commissioner
Clayborne, motion passes 6-0; (with one minor change)

Adjourned for a break at 5:45 until 6:00

I11.  JOINT MEETING OF COMMISSION/ COUNCIL
Beginning: 6:00 p.m.



Continuing: until all public hearings are completed
Format: (i) Staff Report, (ii) Applicant, (iii) Hearing

1.SP17-00007 - 200 2nd Street SW (West2nd)

Brian Haluska, Principal Planner, said the staff does support the increase in residential density on the site.
Where the debate on this falls is in the proposed amendments to those conditions that the applicant has
requested. Under the new proposal, there would be 46,035 square feet of office space, 16,190 square feet of
retail space and a 24,390 square foot open plaza in the southeast corner of the lot that would serve as the
market. There would be 252 parking spaces built into the structure. Of those, 156 must be made available to
the public based on the terms of the City Council’s request for proposals. Since the original permit was
approved, affordable housing has become a much more pressing issue in the community. Commissioners
had asked for more information on how the West2nd project would comply. Mr. Haluska stated that with
this project, Stacy Pethia, City Housing Coordinator did review the proposal and did make a note based on
the drawings, their requirements are for 25 affordable unit’s on- or off-site or an approximate cost of
$450,000 and they are actively pursuing off-site units.

Sacha Rosen, R2L Architects: said | am speaking for Keith Woodard, developer and we would be starting
construction of this project if everything was ready, but however, the project due to increasing construction
costs and complexity of design it was no longer feasible. He said the project was revised to find ways to
bring down the cost of construction. For instance, 3%z levels of underground parking have become two. An
indoor space that had been intended to serve as a public event space will now be retail. Mr. Woodard is
now requesting an amendment to the permit to increase the allowed residential density to 83 units per acre,
which would allow for a total of 97 residential units. That’s up from 69 units and also substitutes new design
drawings. Mr. Woodard said his plan is to build affordable units elsewhere in the city.

Commissioner Dowell: asked what made you take some of the interior market space away?

Mr. Rosen: said the market would use that space one morning per week. In the previous design they were
trying to find some alternative use for that space the rest of the week, and an idea that was brought was to
use it as an event space. In order to use it as an event space you would need a kitchen, a clearer floor space
and attempt to make it a double height space.All of those things were quite expensive and drove up the cost.

Commissioner Lahendro asked about the size of a typical market stall size, square footage wise.

Mr. Rosen: said the typical model they are using is 10ft x 10ft. In this particular plan, there are some stalls
that are 10ft x 20ft. We are now working with Parks and Recreation and have discovered the stall sizes
range from 6ft x 6ft up to about 12ft x 20ft.

Commissioner Santoski: said he sees a lot of stalls on South Street which would mean closing South Street
off which he doesn’t think it was intended in the previous plan.

Mr. Rosen: said it was intended in the previous plan to close off South Street during the market.

Commissioner Santoski: said not to put stalls there; in the original plan?

Mr. Rosen said there are stalls along the sidewalk so the public would be walking in South Street - that is a
change; and this plan is several weeks old and during the public meeting we did hear of concerns regarding
the privately used parking space. We have revised our stall lay out to not use that so those folks can
continue to use their cars to pull in and out even on market days. He said the design of South Street had



continued to evolve. We are trying to work with all of the stakeholders on the use of South Street.

Chair Green said in mentioning the stakeholders, the original stakeholders were the city market users and
vendors, not fire and rescue, etc. She said have you met with the original market vendors and users for this
original RFP.

Mr. Rosen said they are getting information from Parks and Recreation and interpreting what the vendors
want.

Chair Green said the short answer is you have not met with the vendors.
Mr. Rosen said correct.

Brian Hogg, said you show all residential floors 10 feet except the top two floors which are 11 and 12; is
that constant with how the building was approve initially?

Mr. Rosen said no, the floor to floor heights have changed. For the residential floors they were 10 feet
before, but there was not enough clear height on some of the floor to allow duct transfers and other
mechanical equipment so, for that reason we have had to adjust some of the floor and floor heights.

Commissioner Lahendro said it doesn’t look as significant to him as before; what is the difference in how
far the building is stepping back after 45 feet? He said maybe it was the difference in materials because the
prior design had a darker color brick for the street wall up to 45 foot and then setback with lighter material
and that might be what he did perceive not necessarily was the depth of the setback.

Mr. Rosen said our setback is greater than what was previously approved. He said both are open to
exploring new colors for the building.

Commissioner Lahendro asked what will animate the park as you are designing it now.

Mr. Rosen said we are adding a series of eight trees along South Street and two on Water Street. The trees
will be set in planters and raised eighteen inches above the plaza paving.

Commissioner Santoski: said from the previous plan it looks like you are losing about 26 parking spots.

Mr. Rosen said the previous SUP showed 262 parking spaces, and the final approved plans that had a
building permit had 256 parking spaces and we are proposing 251.

Commissioner Santoski said you are showing 100 spaces for the public to use but a lot more people are
driving larger cars than compact cars, so is the space going to be usable due to the smaller spaces for
compact cars?

Mr. Rosen said that is true because one of the major changes was we went from three levels to two levels,
and saved quite a bit of money. We continue to make modifications to the parking garage and we have
converted a substantial number of compact spaces to full size spaces.

Commissioner Santoski: said the original SUP that was approved was based off the original RFP, which
was replied to and everybody responded to, do you believe that the SUP that you are asking to be amended
now responds to the original RFP that Council set forth many years ago?




Mr. Rosen said he does believe it responds to the RFP and it does respond to the approved SUP with the
modifications set forth for requested.

Councilor Szakos, How many units will there be?

Mr. Rosen said we are asking for approval for 97 units but we will probably have 87 units and providing
one parking space per unit

Councilor Szakos said at the very bottom of the right hand picture are those vendor spots, and are those
spots necessary to fullfill the obligation for the number of spots that are required in the SUP?

Mr. Rosen said those spots are not required to meet the requirements of the SUP. The requirement in the
SUP is one hundred 10 x 10 stalls and there is no requirement for the width of stalls.

Councilor Szakos said when this first started the appurtenance, the top was more than a mechanical room, is
it a mechanical room?

Mr. Rosen said as of today we have included two residential units in the roof top structure. The zoning use
has changed since that time.

Councilor Szakos said 25 affordable units and we can’t require them on site so where are you envisioning
those?

Mr. Rosen said the applicant is attempting to provide the affordable housing off site on Harris Street.

Councilor Fenwick, said you are building 97 units?

Mr. Rosen said we are asking for an approval of 97 but out current plan today is 87 units.

Mr. Fenwick said what you are contributing to the affordable housing fund is $450,000 which is $18,000 per
unit.

Keith Woodward, the developer, said he is not sure how this number of twenty-five came about because our
calculations have been more like six or eight or maybe ten units but it is all based on the formula that is
required and we will certainly meet that formula. We plan to build twelve or sixteen units on Harris Street;
not twenty-five units.

Councilor Fenwick said you mentioned efficiencies, are they still going to be marketed as luxury units.

Mr. Rosen said when speaking about efficiencies and he means the amount of sellable square footage to the
total gross square footage constructed and that means more of the space inside the building is usable.

Councilor Fenwick asked about the number of reserved units, what was the deposit to reserve them?

Keith Woodward said that depends on the size of the unit and it was either 10,000, 20,000, 30,000 dollars.
Yes they are all refundable deposits at this point and will convert to contract once we have more documents.

Mayor Signor, regarding the construction, what have you done to insure what happen last time won’t
happen again?



Mr. Rosen said Mr. Woodard has brought in an experienced team to work together to deliver a number of
high rise projects. We have a long strong history of completing these projects. We strongly believe that we
are going to make this happen and we have never failed before as a team.

Open the Public Hearing

Jennifer Larimer: said she is in objection to the closure of South Street and against the closing of South
Street on Saturdays which is one of the most difficult times for us to exit our homes. As residents and
business owners and tenants fronting on and gaining principle access from South Street we strenuously
object to any closure of South Street. We have significant concerns over impacts to accessibility for
emergency vehicles serving the South Street property. If the development program cannot be accommodated
within the limits of the private property and outside the limits of private right-of-ways, perhaps it is time for
the developers and the city to take pause and reconsider the design and the economics of the project. If the
project cannot be financial viable without the extraordinary and unprecedented consumption of public right-
of-way then the city and the developer should return to the basics. They should re-negotiate the purchase
agreement, and redesign the project to fit within the limits of the property available for development. She
presented a petition of 59 signatures from residents on South Street.

Beverly Ball, 100 Ridge Street, Midway Manor: said she was very happy to hear Mr. Santoski say he didn’t
know South Street is going to be closed. She said that is the way she feels, because she is 81 years old and
in the last four months she’s been to the emergency room three times. She is just one of the 100 residents at
Midway Manor. She said the rescue squad comes quite often to Midway Manor and the fire engine too. We
have visitors who can only come to us on Saturday morning. Please do not let them close South Street on
Saturday mornings because we do need that excess.

Michael Allenby: said he has lived in downtown Charlottesville for 17 years and his front window looks
onto the parking lot that we are talking about tonight. He said when looking out his window he sees two
very tall buildings with unfullfilled purposes. He remembers having a conversation with the original
architect in 2014; and he asked him why they were intending to do this project and the sole answer was
because the city asked. He said this is in the city’s hands. He said he saw the sign about the zoning and he
wondered was this an opportunity to reconsider what is going on due to the transition that Charlottesville
has gone through since this original project was intended, and to influence the vision and the purpose of the
project. With what is is being considered with the parks and the statues and there is a lot of real estate in
the hands of Charlottesville. He thinks this is an opportunity to think about what the purpose of the project
is.

Morgan Butler: Southern Environmental Law Center: First, we are not opposed to increasing the density of
the project. However, we agree with staff’s recommendation that any additional density should be
accommodated in the building design that was originally approved. This is because the significant design
changes the applicant is proposing would worsen the impacts to adjacent properties and the historic district.
Most notably, the height of the building would now rise nearly another 20 feet, reaching right around 130
feet at its highest point. That would dwarf the one to four story buildings that surround it, and make it
among the tallest—if not the tallest—building in the City. Also, along Water Street and along 2nd Street,
the new design would provide only a 5 (or 6) foot stepback before then climbing to 107 feet. That minimal
stepback will do little to mitigate the impacts that 107 foot walls would have on those streets. Second, the
applicant is not entitled to the additional height. Though the new design may arguably fit within the 101
feet allowed in this district if the applicant is allowed to average the streetwall into their height calculation,
their special use permit allowing that height is clearly conditioned on building the design that was publicly
vetted and approved back in 2014. They do not have a blanket permit to build whatever design they want to
up to 101 feet. So please do not overlook or give a free pass to the substantial design changes being
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requested here. These changes and their impacts should be front and center in your evaluation of this SUP
request. Finally, taking a step back and weighing the positives of this proposal against its negative
impacts—which is what review of a special use permit request is all about—we don’t see how this could be
justified to the public. For one thing, it seems half-baked: the applicant has mentioned several important
things tonight that have changed since the submission that is presented in your packet. It’s not even clear
what you’re being asked to approved. But more importantly, it appears to us that, at its core, this request is
an attempt to take advantage of the problematic way the City has been measuring building height so that the
applicant can include more high-end condos in what they themselves label a “luxury living” project. Any
public benefit here seems minimal.

Mark Rinaldi: said | am Mark Rinaldi, representing the owners of 100 Ridge Street, who fully support the
request to increase the height and density but strongly oppose closure of South Street in any way. As the
downtown’s primary provider of affordable housing to the elderly and disabled, it is unconscionable that the
City would consider closing a street so essential to the ability of emergency vehicles to quickly transport our
residents at times when they need it most. Downtown Charlottesville enjoys a gridded street system. Grids
are clear, rationale and efficient and are best able to support strategic urbanization. Gridded street systems
most efficiently move traffic in areas of higher density and intensity because of the multiple alternative
routes afforded. In gridded systems, all streets contribute to the overall efficiency of the system by
distributing traffic across the system. Closure of street segments disrupts order and predictability, increases
congestion and decreases capacity. Statistics compiled by UVAs Weldon Cooper Center for Public Service
reveal that the City will need to accommodate thousands of new housing units by 2025, 2035 and 2045
based on its population projections. Citizens, through on-going Comprehensive Plan input, believe much of
the city’s residential and economic growth should be accommodated in and near the Downtown. Sound
planning practice dictates that efforts to enhance traffic bearing capacity into, through and within the
Downtown are essential for accommodating this growth and the long-term viability and vitality of the City’s
center. City’s properly close streets as elements of strategic transportation planning initiatives when other
system improvements are provided to off-set system inefficiencies arising from a closure. That a City
would close a city street, whether permanently or intermittently, because of a private development’s
financial infeasibility is troubling and poor community development policy. Sacrificing transportation
system efficiency and the utility of the existing system for all other users, many of whom rely on the
existing street system for access and the provision of essential and time-sensitive emergency services, would
establish a troubling precedent that the City should be loath to set. Some cities have addressed unique
situational circumstances through the strategic granting of limited air rights over public rights-of-way, but
always premised on the insistence that the utility of the underlying transportation infrastructure not be
compromised or degraded in any way. First Street is already proposed to close to vehicular traffic and
convert to pedestrian use only. The closure of another street in this section of the Downtown presents an
unacceptable imposition upon the public convenience, welfare and safety and will ultimately undermine the
City Center’s ability to accommodate the growth it is otherwise best suited to accept. Increased building
height and density support a long-term vision for a vibrant and mixed-use Downtown; additional street
closures do not.

Brent Nelson: said he has owned the house at 214 1st South Street for 32 years and 20 of which he lived
there. He is extremely familiar with the neighborhood and he is here with Mary Gilliam who is the resident
and owner of 218 South Street and Roulhac Toledano who is the resident and owner of the pink warehouse
building of 100 South Street. We object to increased height already on a building that is way out of scale for
the neighborhood and a building that has an improved design that in no way sufficiently mitigates the visual
impact of its mass with its design and colors. We are very much opposed to the closing of any portion of
South Street for any day of the week. We signed the petition, it makes no sense and it would be reckless for
the city to do this. Here we are increasing density downtown and a street system. If you use South Street
and Water Street, you will know it is very difficult as it is. So, to do this it would be reckless and it would
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be difficult for emergency vehicles; and absolutely makes no sense whatsoever. It is his understanding that
Ms. Toledano who lives across from this will be the most impacted of anyone in this room and has not been
contacted at all by the applicant and hasn’t been part of discussions on this which he finds appalling. He
recently discovered by talking to the City Attorney’s office that the city has removed any noise protection
for the South Street, Water Street corridor. We have absolutely no protection at all. You can do any decibel
at any time of the day that you want. We can call the police and there is nothing that they can do and this
was done without his knowledge and he has live there for 20 plus years. He has called the police many
times when we had an ordinance that would allow the police to go and have a restaurant lower the volume
but we have no protection now; and here we are proposing a development that is going to have an outdoor
venue year-round.

Robert Maushammer: said he is not an accomplished speaker but he has some views on this. He said there
is 2100 foot height maximum in this district, why anybody would say this is something new. According to
the city code, that provision was put into code on May 19, 2008, everybody that should have known that it is
101 feet from the beginning of this project going back to the RFP the first bids etc. The 101ft. is also meant
to include appurtenance levels if there is a residence at that level and that hasn’t changed either. The city in
approving 101 feet in the original SUP did not say anything about the appurtenance level, in fact it was only
the applicant who tried to shoe horn it in as part of 101 feet plus appurtenance which does not work as far as
he can tell. The city market provisions they are proposing are inadequate especially the proposal to have
market stalls on South Street. Even if they only close that one block they would be interfering with the
traffic, including bicycle traffic and that street is part of the east west bicycle route that was just established
and painted a year or two ago. The City Park and Recreation is presumably negotiating this and he certainly
hopes the city fathers will support Parks and Recreation and the vendors to get a good solution to those
problems. The only one who mentioned appurtenance is being in addition to the 101 feet is the applicant.
The city came back and said just 101 feet. The DUA is okay but not if that means increasing the height.

He urges that you decide to approve the increase in DUA without the approval of height and defer approval
regarding the market.

Gennie Maushammer: said there is a question of fairness involved in this decision whether the submission
is adequate. It was an open competition to develop this site and now, years later the winning bidder has said
he needs a do over. That is not fair to the other bidders or to the citizens as a whole. The only fair thing to
do as it seems to her is to re-open the bids for all of the original parties and any new bidders. The request
for added density is brought forth by the developer feeling that the building cannot be completed as planned
and still be profitable so the request is to add height, additional stories, appurtenances, and reduce the
parking. She has heard the discussion about size but overall if you take a floor and a half out of the parking
lot she really doesn’t see how you are going to have that many spaces. They also plan to reconfigure the city
market based on what was originally proposed. | believe the SUP revision request should be denied and if
the developer cannot deliver the current review plan then the property should be opened to new bids and
plans. The 99 year lease to the market should also be denied until plans provide adequate parking and
spaces for all the vendors and all of the public.

Rick Jones: said he has worked in the city 51 years, and has known Keith for 25 years, and this structure is
what the city asked for. They asked for it because they needed it; and they wanted it, and it has already been
approved. South Street was already planned to be closed. He thinks from the rendering that you have seen
from the elevations, and whatever the height is, it is not significant. He has been to many of your hearings
on the Comp Plan and he has heard you talk over and over again about the growth that coming to
Charlottesville and how you need to meet that growth and how the only way to do that is by increased
density. No locality in the country decides that a city is not the best place to have the highest density and
the highest height. There is not a more perfect place than this location than what Keith has planned. This is
not a freebee for Keith. This is a huge risk; nobody else here is going to sign on a note for probably 60

8



million dollars and be personally be responsible for it and hope that all of those people who are interested in
closing on one of those units actually do it. The only reason he is here is to make that vision come true.
There are a lot of people who have come to Charlottesville and have sold the city on a bill of goods. There is
a big one sitting down on the mall right now and it is not happening. He has seen the work that Keith has
done on Allied Street and it has been transformative. He has bought Dogwood Housing. He has preserved
affordable housing and he has promised to meet the mandate that you all require for affordable housing for
either money or off site.

Mayor Satyendra Huja: of Holly Road said that he requested that a project occur on this site. This
application was selected as the best project. We need development downtown and this meets the
Comprehensive Plan. This will be home to the City Market, will contribute to affordable housing and
provide for significant taxes and jobs. Please approve this project.

Susan Kreschel: said she lives in the apartment building that is directly across the street from this proposed
development on Water Street and 1% Street. When she first heard of this project she was against it because
she didn’t want to look outside her building and see a tall massive building outside. Over the years since
2014, she has learned a lot about what this city needs and her opinion has begun to change in response to
that. She can’t speak directly to the closing of South Street but wants to speak to height and density. We
have in this city some very hard decisions that we have to make. Some of these decisions are not going to
be pleasing to all individual residents here and there. We have a crisis on our hands regarding affordable
housing. We have competing commercial corridors that are opening up throughout Charlottesville and we
know that growth is coming. The decisions that we have to make, is how to bring economic vitality to what
is our urban core and this neighborhood is the urban core of Charlottesville. 1 do not know very many
developers in town who are as conscienous as Keith Woodard. He is interested in affordable housing,
greenery, civic space, and interested in bringing that economic vitality to downtown. While some people
may think it is all about profit often times it is also about the risk that these developers have to under-take in
order to create that type of economic vitality and this is a very risky business. The City asked for this
project and then the city put in a whole bunch of obstacles in this developers’ way which cause him to go
through about eight different site plans before we got to this stage. The City needs to make some very big
decisions as to how committed are you in bringing this economic vitality downtown. | am going to ask if
you will please consider approving this development.

Closed the Public Hearing

Chair Green: extended a thank you and appreciation to Councilors Szakos and Fenwick as this will be their
last meeting with the Planning Commission.

Commissioner Dowell: said if this is the best proposal that they had but if the city thought that was the best
proposal that they had; it couldn’t have been the best proposal we ever had because they’re changed it.
Should we not go back to the drawing board?

Commissioner Keller: said conditions do change over time and one would expect there could be some
changes. She said she is of the opinion that these are major changes and they are inextricably linked and she
thinks this is a really important project for the urban core but she thinks it desires another look.

Commissioner Lahendro: said the path that the developer has already gone down the developer has invested
a great deal of money in this project all ready and they deserve a fair hearing.

Commissioner Green: said she agrees, however, this is city owned property that the city is selling and a
RFP to provide a city market for the public. We did have people in a competition so don’t you think it’s just
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a little bit disingenuous for this to be the winner and now we have something totally different and South
Street wasn’t closed. There were market spaces on there but it was on that sidewalk as you saw to remain so
it could remain open because we are closing 1st street but it is a little disingenuous to the public since we
had meeting after meeting after meeting and it was about meeting with the vendors. She said this was all
about our city market and the people who come to our city market and the vendors to give them a permanent
home. That’s why this was called city market. Now it’s called West 2™. The market is decreasing in size
and the parking was not economy parking or compact parking so our vendors had spaces to park.

Commissioner Lahendro: said what we saw were very conceptual designs and as a design goes forward and
more detailed information is discover and more existing conditions are known it changes sometimes. That
is just part of the architectural process, and he didn’t say he wasn’t agreeing with everything that is being
proposed. He’s not sure he is agreeing with much of it. They deserve a hearing.

Commissioner Keller: said we are here at a hearing and while this project was about the market and that
was the genesis of its inception; she doesn’t think it is up to us the Planning Commission to speak to the
fairness of the RFP process because that is beyond our purview because that belongs to Council and not to
us. She feels that the Planning Commission should not engage in an extensive debate on the project details
tonight because there are such significant changes to the 2014 SUP and she said they appear to go beyond
the scope of a simple amendment and they all are extricable linked with a market, a street, the changes of
the number of parking spaces, the loss of the interior market and she could go on. Any one or two of these
changes might be a simple amendment to an SUP but they all go together and they speak to the
architecturally changes that happened as the project progresses. She thinks they warrant a new SUP
application, not to stop this project, and not to delay it but to make sure that we ensure that this very very
important project retains the integrity and creditability of the SUP process for our community. In these
troubled times it is very important that we hold on to the process and that we follow the rules. She said this
plans shows multiple and significant changes to the really important components in condition one of the
original plan and substantial time and expertise when into the development of those original conditions both
on the part of the applicant and city staff, the Planning Commission and the City Council. She has to say
while there are things about the project that she has not always been pleased with, she is very pleased with
the process we undertook and she thinks it was precedent setting for our community and this project
deserves that we hold ourselves to that standard because we addressed the conditions that were unique to its
site and to the neighborhood and actually to our entire city.

Lisa Robertson: said there is no separate process for a minor Special Use Permit amendment versus
something else. There is a Special Use Permit amendment it’s all the same process. When someone asks
you to amend their Special Use Permit, it’s always as you are looking at it as a new one. So whether or not
you feel you can adequately evaluate all the aspects of it is still something that is in front of you with all of
the changes presented including the changes proposed to the various conditions and it’s as if it is a brand
new SUP, so there is not separate procedures for SUP amendments versus a brand new SUP - it’s one in the
same procedure. Having heard tonight that South Street is not proposed to be permanently closed, but the
idea is that either the street itself or the sidewalk would be closed on a regular basis every Saturday. That is
not something that as a zoning matter you should be looking at whether or not the market as proposed on the
site is appropriate and what it needs to be. There are different processes for closing a street or allowing
somebody to set up stands on a sidewalk every Saturday morning. That is a separate procedure and that is
not a zoning procedure. The zoning issue is whether there are adequate accommodations for the market on
the site; and if as proposed and organized that presents a good use of the land that’s the site for the market.

Commissioner Lahendro: said he evaluates the application based upon this proposal against what was
approved before. We, as the Commission, went through a lot of work and discussion with the applicant to
come up with the approved designed. He said he looks at this design and he thinks that it is a poor design
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and it has less benefit. The massing is greater compared to the massing of the project before, the setbacks
were better proportioned and placed before, the transparency of the walls was more effective the way it was
before, related better to the blocks and the activity around this structure, and the market place experience is
so much poorer in this current design. He said taking away that openness at the ground level looking toward
2" street, and putting the market in smaller vendor footprints, squeezed in to this corner it almost makes it
look like an afterthought. It looks like “we’re going to accommodate you for a while and we know you are
going to grow so big that you will leave at some point.” He said it is a poor experience for the public and
that is why I will vote against the design changes.

Commissioner Clayborne: said the motion that is on the table is only to increase the density but everything
else of the previous SUP will stick is that correct? It was answered yes, so he spoke to Commissioner
Lahendro points that | would be okay because we need more density downtown.

Chair Green: said her comments about the public good and the public benefit are about the decrease or the
appearance of the decrease in size of this city market. Again, that is what the original RFP was about -
creating the space. We had many discussions about the indoor market for weather like last Saturday when
we had our holiday market, just for that, we still had the space.

Commissioner Lahendro: said that was going to be a public space for the rest of the week to allow other
public assemblies and events to happen.

Commissioner Clayborne: said he had a comment that we cannot control what the developer does whether it
is the affordable units versus the cash but for one we need to get that number clarified because there seems
to be some confusion and if it really is 25 affordable units versus the 450K roughly in cash, he is hopeful
that we get the actual units because that is what we need. He said in my opinion the 450k is a horrible trade
because we really do need the units from personal experience, | am a CEO and | barely can afford to buy a
new home in this city; that’s pretty dag-gone bad. We really need to work on the units and the cash, when
you do the math, it’s a horrible deal. He said he wanted to voice that from the discussion we’ve had about
affordable housing.

Commissioner Dowell: said in our Comp Plan discussions we seem to be okay with more density and she is
okay with that. With the affordable housing crisis that we have, she needs to know are we getting units or
are we getting cash and the developer has already said he is not giveing us 25 units and if he does it is less
than that. She said there are so many pieces to this puzzle that we just don’t know the answers for and for
her she doesn’t feel comfortable moving forward until we have all of those answers. She asked is it possible
to defer, while she doesn’t think it is a horrible project but it definitely can become more prepared than what
we got tonight. She said the developer just said on record that he is not offering 25 affordable units.

Ms. Roberson: said that is not the developer’s choice, it gets calculated by the gross floor area of the actual
construction plans. You can’t have a building permit to proceed until (developers do get the choice between
cash and units) but they do not get to pick the number because there is a formula that Stacy Pethia has it is
worked out on a spreadsheet and you plug in the gross floor area and the formula tells you what the number
is. Based on the square footages that are represented in the plans you are looking at it was 455,000 and 25
units.

Commissioner Keller moved to recommend an approval of this amendment to special use permit SP-
13-10-19, but specifically subject to the conditions that the only amendment to this SUP is for the
increased density at an residential density of 83 units per acre as proposed because | find that
approval of this part of the request is required for the public necessity, convenience, general welfare
of good zoning practice. The motion includes references to staff recommendation that the application
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be approved with no other alteration through this motion to the conditions currently operable to the
existing Special Use Permit on the site that was issued in 2014. The motion includes a
recommendation for the conditions referenced in the staff report SUP revision dated 10/17/2017, and is
subject to the updated conditions, Seconded by Commissioner Clayborne, motion passes to increase
density only 5-1, (Commissioner Dowell voting no)

V. COMMISSION’S ACTION ITEMS
Beginning: upon conclusion of all joint public hearings
Continuing: until all action items are concluded

1. Site Plan & Subdivision - Water Street Promenade, Report by Missy Creasy, NDSAssistant Director
Scott Collins of Collins Engineering, LLC, acting as agent for Riverbend Development, Inc. and
Choco-Cruz, LLC, is requesting approval of a final site plan to amend the final site plan approved
on December 22, 2015 for the Water Street Promenade development (Tax Map 57 Parcel157.A).
The Planning Commission approved the preliminary site plan on August 12, 2014.

Alan Taylor of Riverbend Development Inc. said the site plan amendment contains a substantial change
from the preliminary site plan that was approved by the Planning Commission, and must be approved by the
Planning Commission per Section 34-822(c)(1). The amended subdivision plat associated with the site plan
amendment is also before the Planning Commission for approval. The square footage of the lot containing
the coal tower has increased in size from 4000sf to 6638sf.

Mr. Taylor proposes modifications to several sheets in the approved site plan (Sheets 1, 3, 14, 16, 18, and
20). The locations of information relevant to the modifications are underlined below under Site Plan
Compliance. Substantial changes include:

- Amending from 24 single family detached dwellings to 18 single family detached
dwellings and six (6) single family attached dwellings. Mr. Ikefuna, Director of NDS,
determined on May 25, 2017 that this modification does not violate the PUD
Development Plan and is a minor change per Section 34-519(1). The PUD Development
Plan approved by City Council on February 18, 2014 allows zero (0) foot side yard
setbacks west of the Coal Tower, where the single family attached units are proposed.

- Amending the minimum lot frontage west of the Coal Tower from 30 feet to 24 feet.

- Mr. Ikefuna, Director of NDS, determined on May 25, 2017 that this modification does not
violate the PUD Development Plan and is a minor change per Section 34-519(1).

- Amending the utility plan to reflect the modification to the single family dwelling units.

- Amending the stormwater management plan to include a dry detention pond.

- The phasing plan is amended to three (3) phases from the approved two (2) phases.

- The site plan was reviewed and met site plan requirement.

Ashley Davies: said this is a very unique and unusual site. It has taken a very unique and creative vision to
figure out this piece of leftover property that really wasn’t serving purpose and really transform it into a
great urban streetscape that connects two parts of the city. She said half of those units are going up and four
families have moved into the project. They have found after getting into the project that to be able to
construct and maneuver in the site you actually needed a safe egress for folks that are going into the phase
one section of the project. There is a section where the property narrows down so the phase one section has
parking on the alley behind the units but as you get further west of the property it nets down so you really
have the drive aisle behind the units. She said as we looked at the logistics of developing the site it became
necessary that we needed another egress going forward but also architecturally the way the units are divided
up, the west of the coal tower versus the east you get better groupings of units and you get better breaks
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between where you have areas of landscape visual interest. She said the new layout works well and has
been a good transition. We are basically just asking for this minor change in moving the one unit from one
side to the other. She said they have been working with the Board of Architectural Review on the actual
park design of the coal tower park to envision the preserving and protection of the coal tower. The project
does have the affordable housing proffer that comes along with it. That is a total of a $100,000 going to the
city affordable housing fund.

Ms. Creasy said the drawings are labeled existing lots, and easement plats, and all of the square footages are
different. She said when you start on page 7 of 13, you get to the actual changes. The first 7 pages are what
is currently approved and the others are what are being proposed; 4,900 square feet.

Commission Lahendro: asked why is the open space now subdivided in 3 categories - a b and c.

Ashley Davies: she said she asked the engineer today because it did not seem to make sense to her either.
He took her back to the original PUD document had open spaces a b and ¢ on them. The reasoning behind
that is so it would match the original PUD documents. It doesn’t serve any additional purpose. There were
three areas of open space in the approved PUD document plan that went with the PUD so the actual play is
just matching.

Commission Lahendro: said we have 6 attached dwelling lots, how will the large unit be architecturally
treated as a one unit with 6 doors.

Ashley Davies: said the units are quite close to one another so you experience them as attached row houses
even though they have a slight detachment between them. The idea of the attached units is they will still
carry on the same row house unique individual style as if you were in the capitol hill area of D.C. They will
still read as individual highly crafted units, the same as the architectural nature that was approved in the
original PUD.

Alan Taylor: said the interior floor plan is identically the same, they are being smashed together. They are
six feet apart right now and we are removing the six feet, but we will still articulate them and will carry the
exact same theme down. The idea was to come from somewhere further away from the mall and create a
little more urban product as you get closer to the mall.

Commissioner Lahendro: said the frontage of the coal tower has been decreased to 94 feet from 78 feet on
the street, and he doesn’t see a plan to show how much that squeezes the appearance of the coal tower.

Ms. Davies: showed them the concept plans designed by the Board of Architectural Review with a 78 foot
frontage as it will exist.

Commissioners were a little troubled because this concept plan was not in their packet for them to review
prior to the meeting.

Commissioner Santoski moved to approve the final site plan as submitted, seconded Commissioner
Clayborne, 6-0.

2. Appeal — Erosion & Sediment Determination — Marty Silman, David Frazier
a. Woodland Drive, Dickerson Homes and Development, LLC (Beau Dickerson, Member)

Appeal Procedures
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Appeals from decisions made by staff pursuant to the Water Protection Ordinance are governed by City
Code 810-8. Initially, each appeal must be referred to the Planning Commission for review and findings of
fact. The Planning Commission is required to review the appeal at its next regular meeting following the
date of the notice of appeal, and report its findings of fact to City Council in timely fashion (City Council is
required to review the appeal itself, within 30 days after the PC Meeting). Attached as Exhibit F are the
Findings of Fact that the City’s VESCP/ VSMP Administrator request the Planning Commission to make.

Stop Work Order—On October 27, 2017, City staff issued a Stop Work Order (SWO) to the Landowner
(attached as Exhibit D) to provide notice of the E&S and Stormwater violations, and to put the owner on
notice of requirements in accordance with Chapter 10 of the City Code (Water Protection Ordinance), which
contains both the City’s Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program (VESCP) regulations and the
City’s Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) regulations. The SWO was issued by the City’s
VESCP/VSMP Administrator, after reviewing the condition of the site, based on observations of staff at that
time.

Notice of Appeal: On November 9, 2017, the owner gave notice of this appeal. A copy of the Appeal
Notice is attached as Exhibit E. The Appeal Notice lists four statements in support of the appeal. The City’s
response to each statement is provided below:

1. Statement: “Approximately 1pm on Friday, the 27th of October, Mr. David Frazier inspected the
subdivision commonly known as Oak Lawn. Attached are photos showing the site at 1pm on the 27th of
October taken by Mr. Frazier. Mr. Frazier did not contact me to discuss the goings on at the site he simply
sent a Stop work order, which is within his right, | received the order through email at 3:15pm on the 27th of

Staff’s Recommendation

Staff recommends that, by motion, the Planning Commission should make the findings of fact referenced in
Exhibit F.

Commissioner Santoski moved that this Planning Commission should make the following findings of fact
set forth in Exhibit F to the Staff Report for this appeal, and that we refer those finding to City Council,
Seconded by Commissioner Dowell, motion passes 6-0.

Adjournment: 8:20 pm

14



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF
FINAL SITE PLAN

PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING
DATE OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: January 9, 2018
APPLICATION NUMBER: P17-0161

Author of Staff Report: Matt Alfele

Date of Staff Report: December 22, 2017

Project Name: Carlton Views Il

Tax Map Parcel ID No. 560043100

Applicant: Hydro Falls LLC, Attn: Bernard Harkless Jr.

Applicant’s Representative: Scott Collins, Collins Engineering

Applicable City Code Provisions: 34-800 — 34-827 (Site Plans)

Zoning District: M-I (Manufacturing Industrial) with a Special Use Overlay
Date of Preliminary Site Plan Submission: September 13, 2017

Date of Site Plan Review Conference: October 4, 2017

Reason for Planning Commission Review: All Site Plans associated with a Special Use
Designation are subject to review by the Planning Commission.

Vicinity Map

()




Legal Standard of Review

Approval of a site plan is a ministerial function, as to which the Planning Commission has little
or no discretion. When an applicant has submitted a site plan that complies with the
requirements of the City’s Site Plan Ordinance, then approval of the plan must be granted. Inthe
event the Planning Commission determines there are grounds upon which to deny approval of a
site plan, the motion must clearly identify the deficiencies in the plan, that are the basis for the
denial, by reference to specific City Code sections and requirements. Further, upon disapproval
of a site plan, the Planning Commission must identify the modifications or corrections that
would permit approval of the plan.

Executive Summary

Bernard Harkless, with Hydro Falls LLC (property owner) is requesting approval of a
preliminary site plan for a (48) unit apartment building that has road frontage on Carlton Avenue.
The Site Plan proposes to build (48) one and two bedroom apartments on an undeveloped lot.
This is phase 111 of the development plan (phase | was the PACE Center and phase Il was
Carlton Views Apartments). The proposed building is four stories and approximately (39,147)
square feet. The subject parcel is identified on City Real Property Tax Map 56 Parcel 431. The
site is zoned M-I (Industrial) with a Special Use Permit overlay and is approximately 0.527
acres. The Land Use Plan calls for Business and Technology. This parcel is part of an SUP that
was approved by City Council on September 16, 2013.

Site Plan Compliance

The preliminary site plan went through two rounds of review and the applicant has addressed
comments to the satisfaction of staff. Outstanding comments referenced in the Comment Letter
dated December 21, 2017 will be addressed with final site plan submittal. Site plans are
reviewed for compliance with City codes and standards. An overview of site plan requirements
and the location of those items on the site plan are outlined below.

Site Plan Requirements

A. Compliance with applicable zoning district regulation
M-I District (per Zoning Ordinance 8§34-440 - - §34-480)
The property was originally rezoned Industrial in 1976 and a Special Use Permit to allow
residential units was approved September 16, 2013. The preliminary site plan complies
with §34-440 through §34-480.



B. Section 34-82 Preliminary Site Plan requirements:

1.

The name of the development; names of the owner(s), developer(s) and
individual(s) who prepared the plan; tax map and parcel number; zoning district
classification(s); descriptions of all variances, zoning proffers and bonus factors
applicable to the site; description of affordable dwelling unit requirements
applicable to the subject property pursuant to section 34-12(a) or section 34-
12(d)(1); city and state; north point; scale; one (1) datum reference for elevation
(where a flood hazard overlay district is involved, U.S. Geological Survey vertical
datum shall be shown and/or correlated to plan topography); source of the
topography; source of the survey; sheet number and total number of sheets; date
of drawing; date and description of latest revision; zoning district, tax map and
parcel number, and present use, of each adjacent parcel; departing lot lines;
minimum setback lines, yard and building separation requirements; a vicinity
sketch showing the property and its relationship with adjoining streets,
subdivisions and other landmarks; and boundary dimensions. Sheet 1.

Written schedules or data as necessary to demonstrate that the site can
accommodate the proposed use, including: proposed uses and maximum acreage
occupied by each use; maximum number of dwelling units by type; gross
residential density; square footage of recreation area(s); percent and acreage of
open space; maximum square footage for non-residential uses; maximum lot
coverage; maximum height of all structures; schedule of parking, including
maximum amount required and amount provided; maximum amount of
impervious cover on the site; and if a landscape plan is required, maximum
amount of paved parking and vehicular circulation areas. Sheet 1.

If phasing is planned, phase lines and proposed timing of development; Sheet 1
and Sheet 2

Existing topography for the entire site at maximum five-foot contours; proposed
grading (maximum two-foot contours), supplemented where necessary by spot
elevations; and sufficient offsite topography to describe prominent and pertinent
offsite features and physical characteristics, but in no case less than fifty (50) feet
outside of the site unless otherwise approved by the director. Topographic
information submitted with a preliminary plat shall be in the form of a
topographic survey, which shall identify areas of critical slopes, as defined in
section 29-3, natural streams, natural drainage areas, and other topographic
features of the site. Sheet 2.

Existing landscape features as described in section 34-867 (requirements of
landscape plans), including all individual trees of six (6) inch caliper or greater.
Sheet 2.

The name and location of all watercourses, waterways, wetlands and other bodies
of water adjacent to or on the site. N/A.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

One hundred-year flood plain limits, as shown on the official flood insurance
maps for the City of Charlottesville, as well as the limits of all floodway areas and
base flood elevation data required by section 34-253. Sheet 1.

Existing and proposed streets, access easements, alley easements and rights-of-
way, and other vehicular travelways, together with street names, highway route
numbers, right-of-way lines and widths, centerline radii, and pavement widths.
Sheets 1 through 6.

Location and size of drainage channels, and existing and proposed drainage
easements; and a stormwater management concept detailing how the applicant
will achieve adequate drainage post-development, including a description of the
specific design concept the applicant plans to apply. N/A.

Location and size of existing water, sanitary and storm sewer facilities and
easements, and proposed conceptual layout for water and sanitary sewer facilities
and public storm sewer facilities. Sheets 1 through 3.

Location of other existing and proposed utilities and utility easements. Sheets 1
through 6.

Location of existing and proposed ingress to and egress from the property,
showing the distance to the centerline of the nearest existing street intersection.
Sheet 5.

Location and dimensions of all existing and proposed improvements, including:
buildings (maximum footprint and height) and other structures (principal as well
as accessory); walkways; fences; walls; trash containers; outdoor lighting;
landscaped areas and open space; recreational areas and facilities; parking lots
and other paved areas; loading and service areas, together with the proposed
paving material types for all walks, parking lots and driveways. Sheet 3.

All areas intended to be dedicated or reserved for public use. Sheet 3.
Landscape plan, in accordance with section 34-867, if the proposed site plan is
subject to entrance corridor review. N/A.

Where deemed appropriate by the director due to intensity of development,
estimated traffic generation figures for the site based upon current VDOT rates,
indicating the estimated vehicles per day and the direction of travel for all
connections to a public road. N/A.

C. Additional information needed for review.
Per 834-974 the applicant has requested a reduction in parking through the use of a
cooperative parking arrangement. The director of NDS has granted preliminary approval
of the cooperative parking arrangement contingent on final site plan approval.



D. Compliance with the City’s Erosion and Sediment Control ordinance, City Code,
Chapter 10:
City Code §34-828(d)(6)(g) requires information, details, calculations, plans and other
documents or data required by Chapter 10 City Code for an erosion and sediment control
plan. These materials will be reviewed by the City’s VESCP staff during final site plan
review. Per City Code §10-36(5) no land disturbing activity will be authorized to be
commenced unless and until a property owner obtains approval of a (final) site plan.

E. Compliance with Additional Standards for Specific Uses (Site Plan Ordinance §834-
930 - 34-938)
City Code §34-828(d)(6)(f) requires information, details, calculations, construction plans
and other materials required by City Code Chapter 10 for a final SWM Plan to be
included with a proposed final site plan. The applicant will submit the required
components for a proposed final SWM Plan with their final site plan. In accordance with
City Code 810-9(c) , no authorization or permit for any construction, land use or
development involving any land disturbing activity, including any grading / building /
foundation / demolition or other development permit, will be issued until a final SWM
Plan has been approved.

Public Comments Received

A Site Plan Review Conference was held on October 4, 2017 and was attended by one (1)
member of the public. Parking and adequate public transpiration options were concerns raised.
The attendee was concerned with the reduction in parking that the applicant was requesting. The
attendee did not want onsite parking to impact employee parking causing additional parking on
the street and the surrounding neighborhood. Having a bus stop convenient to the existing
apartment building and the proposed apartment building was also a concern.

Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of the preliminary site plan with the following condition
e All outstanding comments from the Comment Letter dated December 21, 2017 are
addressed during final site plan review.

Attachments

Preliminary Site Plan Dated December 21, 2017
Comment Letter Dated December 21, 2017
Cooperative parking Plan Dated September 6, 2017
SUP Resolution Dated September 16, 2013

oo o



T T
I "SN00¥038 € 0330X3 LON TIVHS LINN ONITIING ANY NI SNO0¥A38 40 ¥3BNNN WONXYN 3HL “OL
oN 1335 r SIONYAIOSI ANY T NOLLVIOSNI TYNOLLIGGY | U T SR
40 ¥3IINIONI AJLON TIVHS ONY NOLONMISNOD OL ¥ORMd ATIVINOZIMOH ANV ATIVOLY3A 'LNINJOTIAIQ | o NG v aa T | sv. i 0 S
NMOHS SY/| 30¥d OILONHISNOD ATINIDIH FHL INIANTONI ‘SNOILOINNOD AVOH TI¥ AJIMIA TIVHS HOLOVMINOD ‘6 'NOILYA3 13 43d0dd JHL LV 38 TIM 1S
330L00 TIN3 38 TIVHS ONY 1HOBH NI 0Z Q330)3 LON TIVHS SIINLXI3 LHON TI¥ ‘q350d0¥d SY & - TSR T IS LSS - -
awos .21 40 JONVAVITO 3AISNI 3L AVAOVO 31 10 SNRBINGD 42D -
WNWININ V' 3AYH 38 TIVHS ONIN3JO ¥00Q 3LV 3HL % .Z} AB LHOI3H ¥31SdANQ 3HL SQ330X3 LVHL ux;sn%wﬂwwdqﬂbwﬂwbwﬁwom oI SN ML
vL022T LHOIIH WANININ ¥ 3AVH TIYHS 30N34 NIQOOM 3HL 'SHO0J ALVO % 3IONI4 NICOOM ¥ VIA QINIIHOS 38 ONOTY IVM3QIS FLFNONGD 3IM 5 5000 I ISOTONIT)
N 900 TIVHS ¥3LSdNNG "ANVAWNOD 3LV¥Vd3S ¥V A8 031037100 ® ¥3LSdNNG 3HL NI 030¥vOSIA 38 TIVHS HSVHL 'L NV ¥311N9 B 8412 9-93 LINALSNOD. (16 38A1 ano"
— = “NOILYWHOINI A3ABNS ONV 'SONNOS_ONV S3LIN ‘SNOISNIWID AMVONNOE ¥04 ¢ 133HS 335 °9 N ——— .
2 2 IN3NINO3 HONS 40 LHOI3H 3HL 3A08Y .2l NYHL 34OW ON ONIONLX3 ‘0301O¥d 38 TIVHS N3RS €5 eosvsisnovizos |
] ] NV_‘SLOISIQ TVILNIQISIY LNIDVIQY_WO¥I NV AVM—340-SLHOR OMBNd TV NO¥d MIA WOH4 TINIIHOS e L Jaat [ar—
El 9 I 38 TIVHS ONMO¥O 3HL NO JALVOO0T ININGINOI WOINYHOIN NIHL ‘J00d 3HL NO @30v1d LON SI SLINM ‘GITIN 38 TIVHS ININIAYA OF 13 35 15V3 L
m OVAH 3HL 40 NOILYOOT LTINBSY TWNIJ 3HL LN3A3 3HL NI "3¥NLONYLS ¥O ONIOTING 3HL 40 30VOV4 3JHL FHL AVMAYOR 3HL 40 INMH3. :n..ni\zm%mﬂggﬁﬁﬂw
m HLIM SNOINOWMYH TVIMILYN ¥ 40 ILONMISNOD 38 OL TIVM HONS ‘LN3WJIND3 HONS 40 LHOEH 3HL 3A0BY . FHLOLINNANY NOLTEV A

ZL NVHL JHOW ON 9NIONILX3 “F4NSOTONT Ar0S ¥IHLO ¥0 TIVM ¥ ONIHIE NIAQH 38 TIVHS FUNLONAULS
¥0 9NITIING ¥ 40 4004 3HL NO Q3LYIOT INIAINDI TYIINVHOIN ‘SLNINFUMOIY ALID HLIM 3IINVQH0IIY
NI G3N3340S 38 TIVHS % SONIGNNE IHL 40 S008 3HL NO_03L¥OOT 38 TIVHS ININGIND3 OVAH TI¥

- SQHYANYLS GOLAN HLIM LNILSISNOD O3TIVLSNI 38 TIVHS SONDMVYA LNINIAVA % ONINDIS TT¥
"SY3YY ONLLSIX3 3SIHL

NI NDILONYLSNOO OL HORdd ¥3INION3 Ol44vdl ALID 3HL AB TYAO¥ddY OL 1D3'ENS SAYMAYOH ® SIOVS
ONDI¥Vd ‘SYTYMIAIS 40 3WNSOTO H04 LINY3d FYNSOTO 133UUS AUVHOdWAL ¥ NIVIBO TIVHS ¥OIOVINOD ‘&
‘SOY¥ANYLS ALMIBISSIOOY YAV NANININ 133W TIVHS SONISSOHO AVMYIYM TI¥ 2

L

5}

MG ONOI IS
214 0350408 [

oG rans anma )
TSSO T oA

. . YRV YZVId % SIS HOOND INOS HUN ONOTY 3D

<6

Carsamvy
93 Q1S ALD

404 £501 095N WA ONY ALTBISSIIOY HoJ GOV NOLTIS OB S00E LT3N TS NOLOTALSNGS NGB TG S

O SN Y SIS SN SIVAIDS 10 NS0 S50 SRS S LAt BHNSoRS LIS L ¥

LN 3HL HIN LIGLSSNGO 38 TRHS SONDRYN LNV GHY SNIIS TIY

R QS YIAIAY

NOLD ONILSXS X
Sy OL KON N
R £ Q350408IINND

~ W

.G 40 HLAM WANININ ¥ 3AVH TIVHS SAVMYTYM ONY SYTYMIAIS TIV |
“SILON Nv1d 3Ll5 TvaINT

S S NOLONMISHC) LENDSa D1 300 UMK 305 3L NI D3LANED S5 SN B0, i HAIDS Y

3L Oy SUVIS SHL N G380 Wi¥0 19 3L 20 JOVAIO0N 50 THSNGSSH 0N & TTASILIOTND 10 A0

S01d 3 N0
NADHS_JON. AUTAN AN 10 JAAGOSIO NOdY Ol “LoLNGD ¥ 3001 Sy REHL A1 S 3HL 10 MK iy
WOHS B0 S NS 50 NS0T 3 TSI SN oGS ok, SNLawES Gl S0t NOUSORISN0S
"3 Siv N1 SIId NG RAGHE ST ONAGSERAONN T 20 NELYIST3 QN RLYOGT A4ei3h TVHS. BOLWADICS

TanL) 030104 51 DNV
40, 1VHLHONS Q1Y 38 TIVHS
SOV SOV NS SENINY /N /8
3HLWOM * G3NOLLISOd SOVA AN
(G34VHS. 140 NOLLY207 0350408

=7 oo - 3 /
o

Jois dots.
Q3504084

sovasas
SNaIng o

[npes)

IS AL S0 0108 D404 21 W 0N S IS NS TN 42 NS NS

3 90 ONILS)
40 9NNNT3E -

AVAO-L1oR
SYNOLTEVD ONILSDG

‘SIOVIS 81 =THANOUA TWIOL
NIV I 3SVHE.

6033203 01
LONNSIS XTTNO
INSWLEVAY NOLYO0T
ALVNXOUY

NMOHS 5¥ ‘SN0 MaN TIVASNI
3 9IS dOLS ONLLSHG:
‘A0 OL HOLVEINGD

Canneoy
Qs

NN
Ssvao ©
&

T

350vi0
NV NSIS
(NDIS 40

%

VIMSSON) 3ddLS
LIVHASV NY R SLD N0 MIN-
OMLTIVISNIOL 30LVRING)

4MaS ONOD A,
3LYA 03504034

LNOAVT TIVH3A0 B ¥IA0D
NV1d 3LIS AdVNIWITIYd IT SMIIA NOLTAVO

6LL£°€6Z'VEY - 20622 VA ‘TTNUASILLOTHVHO - M ILINS ‘1IIYLS L13HHVD 002

DNIDA3IINIDNZE SNITT0D

INVIGNO>

“ONIMIINIONI SNITIOD 40 JUSEUOD UILM SE2J0X B3 JOLIIA DUNDIS LOLIMASUCD Jo/PUd ‘DUPPIA "UORINISLG 03 PRVl 10U 1N "AASNIUL A0S0 350diNd ALD Joj PSEN aq 10U IDUS PUD 140d Ui J0 2ioUN U PaoNpoJds) aq 10U ADLL PUD ONREINIONI SNITIDD 10 A1adod AENOXB SU) D SUSWNIOP PAIDOEED PUD SDId asaul

) Fo— [
_ onas so1 135 s 3
\— i 3sodow prTr A
— SRS CHS04004
B . 111 3SYHd ,m
Aar” , .
HNOLNOD G3S0d0dd /
YNOLNOD ONILSIXT - — — — ~ o0z- — — — -
NIIS GISOdOSd a
3did F9YNIVET INILSIXI ——
ANINIAYL LIVYHPSY 0IS0d0dd W enwren
8IND ONILSIX] —— S5 oW s
ANIN3AVS ONUSIXI 40 3943 ——— \ LB, 101 . . e
83N TIS0d0dd —— = L], agesooz Lozt LsNI SISATYNY 3DNVLSIQ 1 DV SHL OGS NG 3 A UK TIM 30w IHL 0 0D HL 1Y CYGDT DVAR M NUSKS 1Y WS TASIVIED ik
ANINIAYL 0FS0d0dd 40 3907 ———— X ) ZEY=95 diL S 404 5133HS 335
INToTT 30N ~ S e
slzle S133HS 4O d38WNN TVLOL 9
=32 m NY1d INFWIOVNYIN JILYMAIOLS 9 -
SIS " SISATYNY 3ONVISIO LHOIS S
S1IvL3d ® S3LON hd 51 Y "TUINS T SW AHIIEOADL “LIGR 0 KDG0LO0 N SHUTAMTS WONT B CBUAOKS M LS L 0 JAKINTE QWY JHINISORL AH0RL
Nv1d ONIQV&D % ALMLN 3 § ~ S P S R e
N¥1d NOILITOW3d % SNOILIONOD 9NILSIX3 Z / “
LNOAYT TI¥H3A0 % ¥3A0D ] - ~_/ " R
SRILI9RYS T5quAN193YS T
S SqeL ¥ 199 ~ o soncs
E ) 9eL 135345 N ~ IS0 5 173 1o 151 AT W T L T 5 O T i NS 3 T 5 S o
EIR [~ - e s o et o e e v s i
512 < ,000T = ,T :31V0S s S e e 5 e B S A Sooes
2|z i . et o 1 e e e A 1 s e
A dVIW ALINIJIA E
58|58 =
MEERL ) A3 R—
2| Q 1708 10 N
HHAHE :
RIEE (1 35VHd) h
EERIE ey B e
EIEIEL,] 30V 03N0dY [
SEIE]
Szl 2
]
g% i S o 875 o T i S S0
2 1 T S U s 0 306 15 N0 Y T WSO AT N 0 LI L W3
= e/ a7 e s 100 0 v 1 ¥ 10D
g 0 T s 0 S e 3 en ¥ 5 PO S o ot
e+ s s e o o e 2283 0 RS s 2373 T4 4
peelyihiagd
€520 o 00wt s s o e 2. <RI 7 5 1 TN Wk, s i 5
i oot i o e 1 e 0 S ¢ O
o S S~ et 1 s g TR 2 s S 5 S0t 9
o oo € ot 0 et S e
‘miamton 4 el SR € G583 T 1 . s AR R Y St
e e, e v o e . e s o v o eren o 21
e e o i 42 o 0 o S 15 e o e PO o ¢ ¢
VINIDYIA ‘ITIIASILLOTYVHD 40 ALID R
[ F— ¥ it 50 v 1220 A WL T 0L 111/ 10 G s ot 1
T8AZE0 "ON 9T O \ ( azas N1 ) ol oz o9 plck 2 ey
SNITIOD d 11095, S Coleo0ss L Taoua S O B ok
e S ez v ovomo
] I g e
e — SO oo
HH m;m H> zo-—-l—m<u :S3LON TVUINID

e Jjuswyoeny



SNNSAV NOLTEVO HO3 800-60F 1026128 £06Z0% ¥ B00-60F 1026128 ZESTOF ONY 1S351S NIDINVES SS

404 8009411026128 000204 ¥ 800-91110261.28 6vG10% FuY SHIBWNN 134011 FHL 'SNYId 3LIS NI ¥IINIO 30Vd
G3NOMAdY FHL HLIM GISSIO0Nd ATSNOINTHd SYM LOINOMd SIHL O3 H3EWNN LIHOLL NOISIA ALIILA SSIN IHL
“133Y1S NITINVY NI 3NN ¥31VM ONILSIX3 40 NOLLYIO1 B JdAL ‘3ZIS AdIY3IA TIVHS HOLOVHLNOD

z

ON 1334S

“ONIgTINg
= 0350d0Yd 3HL Y04 GITIVLSNI 38 TIVHS SIDIAYIS MIN “318YD11ddV 31 133U1S 3HL NI SINI YIM3S AYVLINYS ONY INIT YILYM. /
NIVIA 3HL 0L D8 G3HSNOW3A ANV YOLOVHINOD 3HL A8 G3141LN3AI 38 TIVHS STVY3LV] Y3M3S AUVLINYS ONV ¥3LVM TV 4

02 =T

s

)

“3115 13(0¥d IHL ONIA¥IS SILIILN ™~
d A8 GIINYO4Y3d 38 LSNIAI LVHL 15310¥d OL G3LY13Y YHOM ¥O4 VLV NOLLYIOT HSINYN TIVHS YOLOVHINOD 3HL ~
11N ¥3HLO ONY ‘S3DIA3S TYDIYLI313 ONNOYOYIANN ‘ONIdid IDIAYIS-HILYM ANV U3IM3S NHOLS ¥IMIS AUVLINVS ~

X
S
N
~
~
—
—
—

40 NOILDINNOD 40 SINIOd LY SNOILVATTI LYIANI ONY NOLLYIOT FHL AI4IA TIVHS YOLOVYINOD IHL NOLLINYISNOD ~

2 3 340438 “HYOM IHL ONILII4IY NOILINYLSNOD YIHLO ANV ‘SINILSAS T¥IIHLII13 ONV IWIINVHII ‘SILLITLLN ANNOYOHIANN

E] [ 40 NOILY201 GNY 3DNILSIX 3HL AJI¥3A ONY 3LYOLLSIANI TIVHS HOLOVELNO FHL HHOM 3LIS ONINNIOFE 240338

a3 “AL¥3MO01S L3TENS IHLNO SISE 334 AVALS ON

3 “G68Z0JE00TS # dYIAI NIV1dO0O0Td VN34 ¥3d 3LIS 193r8NS FHL NO SLSIX3 NIY1dd001d ON

m ) ) *SILON TIONYd IWHINID .
7 /) /> ™~

VA STINSILLOTAVHD
8, INNEAY NOLTHYO 005
'NOLTIOB) AT THIHS
® ol uozﬁwzoo ‘NoL08
S il
ooﬁmaomm dnL

/ WWE, INOH FIBON 1351 / y
" J -

|~
Ovels N3do :3sn

ujs 31107V HO
LS NiyW M 615

S TS
0z and
BOD9S n\

TN
1 38 OL N
OO Haw v

\ 2Ny NOLTSVO

TYILNIAISY 350
VA ‘ITIASILLOTHVHO
1338S NIVN M 616
OT1 “Mavd 3SRINNS

W3 38 0L
=1H mb(-%XOK&&(
STV oNINV LY oNLSXE

/ “NOILO(IHLSNOO ¥3M3S WHOLS
3 ALTIN SHL ONRNG-GIOVAVA

OL ALINIOIA SIHL

NIYMIQIS D118Nd ONILSIX3

dAL) GIONVHONN
MIYW3Y 0L 3N

gase”
20666
36501 ¢ soN

seadk 4o 21 40
hibig

INZWOT3AIa
Q3S040Yd
SHLHLIM 0321110 38 ; S SO W
o OL 137KI dOYA ONLSIX3

YGa1vo0124 38 o1 x08 ¥ A16H
ALIMILN ONILSIX3 ¥ A30V1d3Y

/38 OLNOIS ONLSHA

NY1d NOLLITOW3A 8 SNOLLIANOD ONILSIX3
NV1d 31IS AYVYNIWITIAd IT SMIIA NOLTIVO

6L2£°€6Z'¥EY - 20622 VA ‘TTNASILLOTHVHO - M ILINS ‘LIFYLS L1IHHYVO 002

DONIDI3INIDNZI SNITT0OD

aortLz=y /|
000°02=4 ‘626921

OV 12870
WV, 1071
Ly 93 diL

1v1d ¥OL Ll
1V 59ttt sﬁv/
(dAL) O3NOWS e, szmwﬁmwa &
38 01 370d ¥3mod
QALVOVA 38 OL. s3aN u . NOGMVEY ONILSIX3:

x»pxmaoma OZ_Fm_xww Y

SN 4

L1/1zfen
ilez/t
£119/6
wva

4 0
/343HM ‘GIAOWIY 38 OL

# 540078500 ONILSIX3

2 “HEE
%W\zﬁsmm IUvvdas ivzvdi N\
DIVISOS NS 730NN G3LLINGNS 38 »ﬁ@ 1075 N 3 WIKOM _Ewm:/.#
% "7 oL wNanLsnrav 3nn TIVM NIVAZ OL ALYI0Nd
"y AN
< AHVANNOS ammo.mozH_S h IHL 30HVIY 3HL 1Y :«aﬁdnf -
E P O SR SIS UOGR.
Ef m 3T Al oo / ~ ~ /107 oNbev 30
g ZEr-8s d (‘dAL) G3AOW3Y 38 OL / SL9Y N VA-ITIASILIOTEVHD
2 A IAVI ¥IddN NO T3AVED MiSTOE LS o85S s * Y 13301S SIMHYH 00LL
s i ® 3LFHONOD ONILSIXT— RN V% OTI_NOLTHYO 3NQ -
G KMWN =N
% (2] o%mv.v 095 oL
[ X N\

3 \
H (=]
2 =

£1/92/01 G31¥0 SINIWNOD ¥3d Q3SINZY
WVLLIWGNS TVLLIND
NOLLATDSIA NOISIAZY

~
.
N3O ALY Ava 1m0y 3sA -/
09252 VA "ONOWHOIY AN
292 X08 0d \
9T 'IMIAD N Sav ~

ININOZ L—W -
002€+0008 dNL

15303y

INRIINIONI SNITI0D 40 1UeSUG UeTiuM 550dxe ouy INOUIM BUDIDIS UORONASUOS Jo/PuD ‘BUIPPLY 'WoLONABUOD 0} PO 10U 1n4 'oSMIOU UoAoomoUM 9s0cind AuUD o POSN B9 10U [I9U PUD 15d UL o SIOUM Ul PEONPoAdes o4 10U KDL PUD ONIIINIONT SNTI0O Jo A1edosd SAEIOKS GUY 5.0 GLUSWINOOp Pelpto0ssD puUD SUPId oBOLL

| 3SVYHd

5164250 "N o o
WmE.:S ¥ L0osE,

0,
2,
4

e uswyoeny




‘SNINTINIONT SNITIOO JO }US5U05 UaYM S61dka 34} 1WA BUDDIS UORINISUOD Jo/puUb 'BUIPpI "UOI}ONIISUSD 53 PO 10U INq "SNSNIoU, “Jah30}ouA 550dind AU 10} Pasn q Jou [loys pUD 1od Uy 1o BIoLA Uy paonpoidal 3q Jou AbL pud ONIIINIONI SNITIOD 0 A113d0Id SASTIOX> BU} 3o EYUBWINGGp PAYoIPOSSD pub SUDId 83Ul

£

‘ON 133HS.

NMOHS S¥Y

Twos

FUIL 133HS

NY1d ONIQVYD B ALIILLN
NV1d 31IS AYVNIWITI™d IT SMIIA NOLTEVD

6LLE'E6CYEY - 20622 VA ‘TTNUASILLOTHVHO - "M ILINS "LIIHLS L1IHHVO 002

DONIDIINIDNZE SNITT0OD

=4

'dIQ 25 SSY10 40 GILONYLSNOD 38 TIVHS STVINALYW INITHZLYM TIV i
GINTOANI ALYIONd IHL 4O LNIDV YIHISIH HO HINMO

[* 3HL A8 Q3TIVLSNI ONY G3QIAONd 38 TIVHS “IVIDI440 3¥id IHL AS GILYNOISIQ SY 'SINV 313 JLVANITIA OL SONDIEVIA ONY SNOIS
‘SHIAVd HO SNV ¥31LNO 'SBAND JHL NIHLIM G31INHLSNOD 38 LON TTVHS SIATVA 3LvD.

‘S3LMILN G3SO40¥d IHL ANV S3LLILN ONLLSIX3 IHL NIIMLIE SIDNVAIHISI ANY 4O ¥3INIONT IHL ONIAZILON 404 I18ISNOAS3 SI
HOLOVALNOD "FHNIONNLSYAINI NOLLINHLSNOD ¥3ANN 4O ONILSIX3 OL SNOLLIINNOD NI-3LL ALIILLN TIV AJ¥3A TIVHS HOLOVIINOD
(218€-046-5£%) NN93A SYH NOLLONYLSNOD JONO SO FTIASILLOTHYHO 40 NOS¥IL3d INIHI LOVLNOO TIVHS MOLOVAHLNOO

SN HIMIS ASVLINVS JHL 40 dOL HL ANY INIT¥ILYM 3HL 40 WOLLO8 3HL NIIMLIE QFHINOIM S|

81 40 NOILV¥VA3S TYOILLYIA WNWININ ¥ "G3NIVLNIVIV 38 TIVHS .21 40 NOLLYXVA3S TYOLLYIA WNIININ ¥ SONISSOND ALIILLN TTV 1Y

e

.S

LESL0 ONY 13HLS NNV HO4 800-04 41026128 000204 ® B00-0444026128 6v640# JHY SHISWNN LIHOLL IHL 'SNYId
Y3LNID JOVd 0IA0MAY THL HLIM ISSID0Nd ATSNOIATd SYAN LOFMOM SIHL ¥Od HIGWNN 13DLL NOISTA ALITILA SSIN FHL

“S3LON ALIMILN IVEIANTD

— 7 ]

g UM — ]

e

T

T

e ——

R R R T e

T T =

o]

(@anvesa1s0
3 on s
RO

“Nv1d JOVYINI NV LS3a3d

A
.1 3OS

SAVMTIVH
378ISS300V HUM
034dinD3 (43INID

\ v oniawng
RN

P =
TaD

11’71 S35VHd O ININA0T3A30
‘SHLONDIN YTVMIAIS (1 SMAIA

IO THY 3

=

/
- ‘_W\aa\ 0 0 |
m :,\){ir\ﬁ

——

Nownlioan whouuga
0u 7 13516 N0 30
335" IN3HEAVG ONILSIG OLN

79 .7 ¥ ONIZIILN IATWA 3 3N3TS

W09

SNIISIG

ol

e

11976

a1va

DI344L ¥3d SNV1d 03Lvadn

15303y

£1/92/0T Q31¥Q SINIWWOD ¥3d Q3SIARY

WLLINGNS VLLINI
KOLLOS3A NOISIAZY

SNOISIAIY

140 SNOILYOA TIY 3AOW34 ONY SL0OH INNOHO-FA0BY HIFHL ONY ‘SAINLS
SSVED ‘830 NOLLINHISNOD 11

GNNOYO 0IAOY4 OL YOLVEINGD

I0SGOL NVTD ¥ 3AVH TIVHS 30V HSi

SIV130 04 SNV
335 AL 30VD O3HSINIA
3HL ONY SNOILVATT3 0G4 GIHSINIS
SHLNZZML38 QIATIHOY 38 LONNYD .6

14 OLYOLOVEINGD 3115 3HL 30vHD
D411 SSY1> %0 340H 38 TIVHS "3LYAINA ONY 18Nd HLOR
54050 40 34075 W

' HLIM 57 40 ¥3L3WVIQ WNININ Y 3AVH ONY 3dQH 4O 24 HLIM QILONULSNO? 38 TIVHS AVA 40 LHOIM ALID J118Nd NIHLIA 03L¥207 SINI NIVHQ WO,
355 3HL LNOBY ¥IANINVI NV HIVH T33HAMY NI TYNQIAIGNI NY LYHL HONS SHOONHLYE ONY SNIHOLIX 318VS1

SNOLLY201 J1GISSTODV NI S104LNDD TYINFNOHIAN 43HLO ONY *
o

@nvr V14 5A3LIHOUY 3L
) ONY “ZNVITANOD 404 SNYTd .LO3LIHDHY 3HL 335 3531 ‘SHVHO133HA NI SNOSH.

sasind

31108 316155309 NMOHS 3HL ¥IA SNOS¥3d G4V INVH

A8 318V GNY OL 318ISSZ00Y AIQY34 38 TIVHS Sv2HY 35N NOWO ONY 350 d1Ter 708 NOILI3S 15Y ONISNIOH 41V 3HL HLIM 3NYAH0DIY NI

R
33HS AJNANS 11V AJRIN

T o101 T100 OL SAULFILLN 40 'OVNIVAA ‘SNIBHND 0 NOLLYTIVLSNI OL

0Id SN 'SLNONVAT: 'S101ONbRAvd T TIVHS HOLOVHINGD 6

QDVIZONZE
TIVHS HOLOVHINGD ¥ILLND 7 BUND
VAING) ‘NOLL

NG ANY 0L HORd NOLDINN

GNY 31105 GNY BT

LN3WaNYA ' AYAQYOH ‘84N) 1I34SNI OL 333NIONG 1OVINO)
D3INNOD NI3LL TIY AJRI3A TIVHS HOLOVAING) T

E

oL

NIKLIM SINIL TV v o
‘SLIN AL¥34ONA SHL NIHLIM G31¥007 33HM 01 TVILINI SHL MO . 43 f 30 WANININ ¥ 0340TS 38 TIVHS ONIVOSANYT SIOIAN3d GNY SILNON
N8SSI00V IHL & ONIQING 3HL WOM4 ks, soiva

‘SINLLTIV Lv FOVNIVA JAILISOH ONINSNS LI HOM3 AVAY SNIVQ F4ONMY LYHL HONS ONITTING 3HL ONIGNNOMINS SVaNY 3HL J0VEO TIVHS MOLOVIINGD 6
'NOLLVOLR{ZA 404 NOLLONMLSNOD OL HORid ONAIINIONT

SNITIOO OL G30IAONd 38 TIVHS 40 SNOISZ0 NS T
SHLNIVIZ OL STIVM ONINIVLT SNLISIG FHL 40 ALNSILN| TVNLOMKLS AJRI3N OL HIINIONT TNLOMKLS G3SNION TYNOISSIH0A V LNISNOD TIVHS.
HOLOVHINGD 3HL NOLLVAIXONGY NY 34V SLOHS LOS 11V G300 3HL ¥ NOISIA 3HL OMA ANVA AYI SLHOIZH TIVM TYILOY 3HL NOLLONHLSNOD ONRNG
NMOHS SIONVHO S0V G3S0dOd SHL

o

04 MOTIV O LOALHONY FHL 387 sl SHL ¥ SI0VOV ‘STIVIL SHLIONOISIO TWNII L
.06 ONIG330¥3 20V NI 30NZUZIQ ¥ HLIM NV 40 dOL 3HL LY E401
102 i ALID INZSHND TV TV N
00134'S TNSNI NV 31 AUYSSIOIN SV AIGON ONY TIVASNI TIVHS HOLOVALNOD '3
3 LIVHASY 3HL OL A1ddV LON S300 SIHL ¥E0¢ NOLLO3S ¥2d 900 40 501 SNOLLOZS
HLIM AT4NOD. TIVHS HOIH £ N¥HL 13/ NI JONVHD ANY ATIVNOLLIGGY * 362 NVHL ¥3d3315 38 LON TVHS S T¥M30IS 0380408d
Em QUVONVLS 316ISS300V VQY L33 TIVHS SINIO] ONISSONO NOLLONMLSNOD M3N TV

S 3L NIHLIAA TIVHS ¥ 30H 5O doi 38 T
A3IS NHOLS ONY AMVLINYS T3TIVAV N3IML38 G3NVINIVIV I8 TIVHS TINOZROH
NIVINIVH 38 /635 VINOZINOH 0} ¥ VLLNIA .81 40 WNWININ Y

5 NV VOILN3A 21 40 WIWININ ¥ 3M3S

TIV SIANTONI SHL NIVI SYO O MILVA 'AXYLINVS ‘WHOLS D118 ANY 40 01 NIHLIM QZLONNLSNOD 38 LON TIVHS SNOLLYNNOS T1¥A ONY ONIQING

*SILON IOVNIVYA B ONIAVHOD TVHINID

N e

Q3H00NAELVM

AVMIZAVIL NI SRIONYT
TN o
OH21-90 INVTTdWOD
VOV 03S0d0Nd

® Juswiyoeny




“ONIMTINONI SNITIO) JO IUSSUGS LA SSUdKa 3U) ML BUPIS UOOONASUOS o/pUD ‘BUPPIG “UOIMASUOD G PO 30U 3G ‘SWSTIoU] Jan30S10UM 350Ind AUD Joj Pasn 39 30U [IDUS PUD LD UI o SI0UA Ul PoaNpoidas 5q 30U ADU PUD HNIIINIONT SNITIDD O A1adold SASNPX? Uy 3D SIUBWIN30P PATPIS0SSD PUD SUBId 53l

4
et WoldiL - 3079BS GRVINGLS
—\\2 - - b
s
bL0zZT _ _ _
 sor - - -
] F]
B ] - s
El ) - .
El s's
f o
o "
o
A u <
> |8
>
o |z [ T A
— Pl
— |0 _ & T
= — I —
o |7 ssjon S e QAL+ THELTY S ST A _ oiund cHRNyLS A2
9 - o SRR m w1
g - -
= 3 s e P
T - s 2t 5 s i S oNTILOvE 0/aNv
< | N : B e TR onnva 0L doms toon e HFLLND F HHND
- I QDOID 7 SAND 50NN ASVE g
_|_._.I. — — 4k o R ETTRA 3NOLS 82f 40 ‘894454 100 m A lm
2 S —— '
= |c :
=
Zl\» |m
Sl= 7 m
m
n Q
O N o
®I0 | > s
olm |2 =
mir— o
| — —
=i -
= |» w05 0N
0= |< s e QvOM SS30OV [
S |E N oo BUETRERIENGE | aBiRCENRTINGRE ~ ONIAVd LIVHdSY
m s
s} N 3 o e B
< e sevin : ;
> o wmae T [Eve— 0 REHG
n 8 m 5,2% e
_ _ N T AT "
' L Mnm 3v0s o
O |5 ™ ol i S3OVdS ONDIYd
- | = - 4 ., - ONIAVH LIVHdSY
> N
© —_— e
= |8 RS
w 3
3 =0 R
©
VR
U S ———— -
NOONAISNOO~Td 3L WOUS GLINESI ¥ GIDOTA LGNGO IVNYAD
H3HIO GNY SN0 400K ONILSKG TNV 3cid AGN OINI G3LL 38 TIVHS 3did SNLSK3 0N GALL 1NGNOJ 30WHIYSO. S3HIO Y SNVA 4008 ONLSS 11V 52
“SNOLYOLI04S S AJBNLOVATNG 31l HUM FONVGHO0DY NI GITv3S ONY GBIV3S 38 TNHS SINIOT Sdid KNGS NAOLS TV 26
% o NG i G Yo/ TS oY
mw N 1 HOIWA ‘GIAIHOY SI INVIGL L3991 3HL I ATVUNWLSENS.
B|Ele|o @ UG Hah ZLAING i 02) o 26 R W3 e
SINMEE zz (403 Han 91/ANG 1A 9) Hoh 57 S 34 Y
== (S m (DG 18L/43LN3 TL) Oeh 25 Scal ATVO IOV
S e (SUNN BF “LVH LINEVN-ININIHYdY) D T3evd
A . 04300 4340 40 SITIN NN MIOLS SHL OL SYBUY AINGION 1TV 19 SNNYSG IS0 1505 MIGLIGDy O SOLANDS 45 GSBURRS 36 TN o e 32 4 30 0 o e
oot XELE) QIANNOSH 1 HIIVA JUIHA SYREV ANV 39VNVEQ JALISO JIACHG OL 'SINM HILLND AN SNOLOISHIINI 1y ATIVIOIIS3 evd ISIOHDA TIVHS HOLOWILNGD ‘02
— o
HOL97UICO 40 MGSNOSEIH L S WRBLIN SS39G T 30 5048 1
TIVIS 0L 10N 40 NOWOIHIO 3HL DL ¥VINDIONIAHID ¥0 13TV 38 TIVHS SINO TV “WOILMIA ONV NvI1D 38 TIVHS S3903  INIWIAVA INIOVrav 30vIdSId ¥0 398 ‘WvaL
VANV ¥ALSINOA - TIVLIA o0 oS3 ¥ FONS NI NG 38 TS NAON3M "SNOLYOLIOBS 31 ¥4 S GBAONGE ONY L0, VS 36 TIVHS INBIGAVG BL3HONCD. LIVHASY SNLSHS 81
< B0l 1av B2 NOLY HSLING 1 BT 40 SIS, L 30 SOv3 3L GNOATE. 07 50 FNVLS NN ¥ 503 G 38 TVHS 0¥
g LTMIS 3708 SAVAGNNO TAVED "SIV 40 VB 3HL v HNIHG 1dNUBY NYHL U3HIv SNOLLISvAL FLINGD NI NG 38 O 34 SINANISIIOY AVMGAN L1
g o yuSIMNa - ML30 L3NS 311 A3 GALO3IG S 3003
El m s L33UIS QNNOS 4L 40 NOWDINCHS ONILSHG ML OL JUFINDO MIN 40 INOHS IHL YIOKS G3ONALG 38 TIVHS INHOLVS ONY JMILONAIS LNIN3AVG LS3IS ‘61
S|z < Nou TN s
H S T
2|z 1008 3w [k FTE TUIHASONLY IHL 0L GINIA 3RS TN
Z|8 - . /w & NV HLIM SHOLYIN93Y 3ONVI1ddY 3LYINd0YddY ONY (SLNN dOLI00H NI S¥)
Sl= z S i il { R SINM 13N WNYALXI ‘0L gILAIM LON LNE “3ANTONI 32IAY3S 9ISd QL SNOLLYLINIT
ZZ|z| 2 S "3INOISIA MO HIINIONI SvO 3IHL A8 WAO¥ddY OL 153r8NS SI ONY (NOLVOILSAr
MEERT 3LVRIdORdcY HL) ONLLR NI C3SIND3 36 IS ONY SNOILYOMIdY TWIRLSNONI
EHEEEe) NV TWIONSNACD OL CHLOMISH SI (91Sd) FNSSId RN A3HOM NATIOD SQYONVLS ALD HLIN FONYOHODOY NI 3I30NGO ONILSXG NI OSTIVISN NE38 3N STINOD TI2IS NN QZ0v1d 38 IO TRHS 3LONGD
EHHHE . S T o -2 SN G 3045 344 N1 (3) LPHIGUHY S0 O ST 1 S1 SaNNGAANAL S eSS G073 30 10N TS 3ONG)
Il 2 r NOILINO| 40 $324N0S
BHEIIE4 by ) WOINVHOIN 48 G3LOVNOD 38 TIVHS L FSVE-8NS “SHE30 35007 ¥3HIO ONY SI00Y T 0 TS GNY IO 33 TIHS S04 IOSN i 11 01
HET [7) J GNY N320 3HL SH00Q ONY SMOONIM '(SHOSS3McO0 O/Y) ININGINO3 TWORIOTTE LIS 1RSI0 S0 01 MO J33%1d ThTONGD. ZovIoBk ONY. SAORaN
HEE] 5 'SHIVIN Y HSZd WOME 1334 € NIHUM CITIVISI 38 LONNYO S3LIN S¥9 'L 0L *1509 WNOLLGUY ON 1Y “HOLOVEINGD JINOTH AYN TN FHL “TIoNd 8 SLHONGS ANY SHO-38 STINONS i 18 T3LO3EN 38 T SHu0s TV 6
= SEION SV TTWHdSY ONV J390N00
572 (s
= - [—oWvTI08 133LS ‘G3HSIIAVLST S| 3AVHD TYNIJ H3LdY SHIIM 4O JOLON ANWININ ¥V % “HOLOVHINGD 3HL AS OIWN0J¥3d 3B TIWHS SNOLLYODTIH/SINIWLSNMGY INVHOAH 3¥ld ONV SIATWA "NAUIN HUWM 1TV '8
N UINN S¥9 3HL OL Q3L¥0d3d S| 'ALID 3HL A8 dINHO143d
8 e (18vOMdey 4) 3LvO ONISOTO ONY 'OYOT GILOINNOD Sv9 IOL ‘S5IHA0V LIMIS '€ 38 0L SININISNIOY INT JOANTS S¥O SONVHLY OL JONAGY NI SAYD ONDHOM TINJ OML ISVAT 1v NOISNG SILITLLN ALD FHI AJUON TIvHS MOLOVAINGD 3HI £
23 S Tosos st oo BN s 0 36 T INSAYG SUvevas ON SHal) Q8 AN SNOR i 3001 G30711ON) 33 OL B3 SIS00. SOLOVINGD 40 AUTBISNOGSR
o~ 3veld NOY 01 31706 ] QNNOMY QIHSIN 38 OL SI (913 WIINIA HONE 'ONIQIS) ONITTING 40 3ASING T 3HL 38 TIVHS 308 UALIN HIIVM ONY SIX0G IAVA SV "SI0 INVA HILWM 'S0l JIOHNYA TIV 40 ININLSNNGY 3HL NOIYOWILON A0 SNDRIOM
8 R Lo BB = iNouy IS 38 OL S (05 WAINaA DIONE ONIGE) SNGTITE 0 FUSLNG T T INO N0 AU HL A8 GIHSINAN 38 TI JSIHL ‘SN0 ONNOH FUIN GIOVIAIH 38 TWHS SASIS NI G31¥00T SIX0B S3LIN H3IVA SVIONVLOD TV 5
] s R T i L R i T e SIVHITH000 05 01 MV S HOLOWINGD AS G3SMVO SUNGNGO ONY SHOLOZ130 00T TWNOIS OL 99N ANY NI 503 AL FHL 3SenBNaes
A N N : o B s TS HOIOINGS NBHL CL 39VYO GOAY CL ¥3040 NI SLINONOD GNY SHOLOZI30 d0OT TWHSIS 314001 OL AL 3L HLIK 3LYNIGH003 TIVHS SGLOWINGD 'S
3
g 4 L 1631 38 TIVHS SNOLIGNUILN JOAN3S "SIONES ANY 40 NOLGNSHILNI 3HL OL HOlHe H3ZNOND 3L GNY SINVNL 'SHINNOONY] AJILON TIVHS HOIOWAINGO
M 3V Vo “LINM SY9 3HL A8 Q3HSINYN4 38 TIM LINANOD “SNOLLYIOT LINANOD Mdvi 'SOMVONVAS SALMILN 3HL OL WND3 NOUVTIVISNI ONV STVIAIYAW ONISN d301S3¥ 38 TIVHS ‘03INOONVEY 8O Q3AOW3¥ 38 OL O3LWOIONI LON ONV ‘MHOM 3HL
Mo 01 034075 38 TS avd STia JTUNINVIE3 SO INGEOVTS LAONOD 3HL 40 SINVIA LINB-Sv ASINAN TIvHS
230N ToNLs S0 SINONT WOHORLOZD 434013030 3L TSI Jav STOUNIS NIHM LIAISY ONBHNLSID ZIvNINT
S1Iv130 3¥NSOTONI 3US-NO HIM AA3A 0L HOIOVHINGD  FLON OL ¥30¥0 NI SONISSOHO (V0N 3¥NINd ¥04 '3SNIdX3 S.H3J0T3IAIA 3HL IV
 OLGSVIOISNIY gy y3SaNNG TIHONCD ~ W30 “UNONGD TIVISNI AYN $34013A30 3HL “ISIMRIHIO “SINOH SV TV OL TZILNAGY <
e o SvH 34013030 3HL I SONISSONO QV0H TIv 04 GITIVISNI 38 TIiM SENIS
3AVH OL 3uns0ToN3 FSVEENS aALIvanoI— SEEEEEEEEEAY SVO "¥IMIS AMVLINVS WOM4 1334 O ONV AL 378vO ONV “INOHJITIL '¥IMOd
SO insoTNg ISVEEIS CLOVOS \\\\\\\\\ O ) G S NOvevkae TE Ve ONOOHO MOSa ANy
THLHOLYW TIVHS 30VOVA “03TIVISNI 38 ISNW S¥INIS WHOLS ONY “SNIVHQ "SHIMIS AMVLINVS TIV ‘¢
LR om0 5 ssvE x ol AMOY0H 3L VAN 50
10N ) NI G3TIVISNI 38 OL 9NIOO S| NN Sv9 Ji GITIVISNI 38 ISNA ¥3LIN9 ONY 84N T
iNanZOMO NI M v e mon "SAVMOVOY NI 3Qva 3SVE ¥O 3vHO TWNI3 40 SIHONI 9 NIHLM SI 30v9 L
s 1w S : V3V NOLOMISNOD
3HL NI 13W 33V SNOILGNOD ONIMOTIOS 3HL N3HM O3TTVASNI 38 TTM SNIVA Svo. ONY FONILSIX3 3HL AJIH3A TIWHS MOLOVEINOD 'S3LMILN 40 NOUVOOT ¥O 3ONIISIX3-NON 'IONAISIX3 FHL JAINvRivNO ION 00 SINIWNOOD LOVMINGD FHI Z
o SWAw SN34S MOLovAINGD
TN _Sv9 SHILIN_aNY 1 RV NV AITIBISNOAST TT0S SHOLOVINGD 38 TIVHS SHOLOVALNOJENS SIi 50 ¥OLOVAING A8 GISTWO SIUTILA INLSKA 0L F0VNNG ANY -1
S3OIAY3S "SNWW SV¥9 40 NOILVTIVISNI JHL J03 SINIW3HIND3A ST

‘S3LON TVHINID

e Jjuswyoeny




ONIETINONT SNITIDO 40 3ussuco uayym asadks sy nouyn Bupiols LOFONIELED Jo/puo ‘BuipPIq ‘UBRONEURD G PaYL 30U g ‘ansniou “sscsioua ssodnd Auo 1o, pesn aq jou |48 Pud 1od uj 1o BloLM Uy peonpods 8q jou ADus PUD ONIIINIONT SNITIOD 30 Aedo.d awEnioxe sy a0 syuswnoop pejoesso puo suoid asayl

- ZEF0 050 BTFT 00T 0570 OFHT 0T TEF0 TS 0T 52 TOFF ke TO+E T 0T ST 0T skl
m m nm am
Al o0 G o [1EN Al 3223 1 IS ES Yl 1] e Wi e FI £l 2| o ey ESES £ oo
& G | ep (ST - O < I W g SR 28 |ep o 99 28 Bd g2 g gE 8B 88 oo
NMOHS SY 2 2o b I [ alo 2o b o a2 ESES 3l nh gl Yl 9l 8lo SR glio g2 Bl~ 2le alio b
TS cag mmmw -1as c8c GES 08¢ By .GST -1as Ay ZLe o ,087 -1dS ANV ¥as [2%3
vL0zZT _ _ _ SoNGIAdM he 4 sofvoLLvog1
n sor 4 V« =0 BE 1o3rs 08¢ B Sava Szg]
_ _ h 4q NOLLYDY 4 VA NoLVgr 4 ™ SNLSX
7 g -
i 2 o6 06¢] S S
g /
E| RSN V. n
A _ - SN n
o NN e aesluns o, | 5B = 08¢
o 2 < ONIGvb 107 04S0a0N
s6c 065 06¢] ¢
A 8 W N Ll b
® K L |\ Ee v AR
> | ¥ - RN 068 < 06¢] cac g
o |z Jonpiivaon : \ 2
— _.ww_ —I 00 007 C6C \ X B J
— 3 A\ \ |
>
O | = I - 562 / oes 7 B2 & 06¢]
= |3 oNbrvoot N
X 007 o e
! N 350408
n|< |M Z L e | oy |\
o= |4 \ 007 60 | & I G6¢]
m | o
nln. M c So7 S07] / | o
5 b \ Va
ol |m TiT: ) !
7 < o2 GO 1 1" t=--k—d__ QoY
d= 7 m —+ Ty
qu - |2 6 otigaon
I
a Z s
o M w 40 NOLLYOO" Sov
&
S |o T T T
Z| - INIRNOITY WL 311 503 L3348 51 18) 13315 SiHL 335 SNIAY
= H_ SIHL 338 ONIN3QIM ¥3LIV 3NV TIAVEL NOLTYD ONNORLS3M 40 119 3HL onNaaM
=X | m 3NNV NOLTYO GNNORLSM 40 13 _ ONOTY GRNSY3 JONVASIO IHOIS 551
=< | = n - 0842 e T
(9] <
— N = "SYLSOH HO 3dOIHIT SV HONS ‘SS31HO
0l |- N 124 40 LHOIZH HLMOHS JHNLVI V HLIM SBNHHS OL G3LININ
H x_._._ 39 TIVHS SONLLNYd ‘ATIYNOILIAQY "HIAOOANNOYD SSYHO
< < —-—-— HO HONIW ¥ 3AVH TIVHS '133HS SIHL NO NMOHS SLHOIS 40
> 3NI170S 3 HAS 082 3HL HLIM SIAIONIOD HOIHM ‘INIW3SY3
S N 3ONVLSIA LHOIS 03S0dOHd 3HL NIHLIM DNIdVOSANYT "}
_ N —-—-— "S3LON JONVLSIA 1HOIS
©o
— |3
T, 0
(H) 08=ut
O |5 () =t
w 5 = i$37v0S 3114044
N
©
z 8 Z
w
X
N
00+¢ 05+2 00+z o+ 00+1 05+0
o w M . m
g8 dy g Y 2 Es |an
2o B e Els e so | kb
HEHE = 2| fINNDALEIM -IAY NOLTHVO 25 Sl gnas
SIS E] NV ¥aS) L33HS SHL
SEE 336 oNv1Si0 Lo 05z
SN cre = 723
N
N
GES SNowLvinanoo sonvisia 08S
L0is. GNY -
< NoLY) oS
g A N am
ElE] m h 301 3y 1)
2|z < lg8e N7
28| | N i
5|3z|2| A i
HEHEES N
=8
EEIE 06¢ 06|
HEEEr4 o 2
E1R-] [ mlS oS -
HEIE
EEE "
HlE i i oo st b 2
g 9ZEINVA N, GIAINO¥I o0 Sog]
N : <18
ale E et ol Tm
3 69°20Z OA1 = @
& 9297 ) o5 o5
q SL9LLNTT3 Nd Slo ap
S9'66+LVIS INd s "o
wl? Wt
R 25
N2 N
¥ZT¥y OA1
0F'aLX
$0°'06CATT3 INd
68°69+0°VLS IAd
Mumrmmc ON "or1 g
LIL0DS,

® Juswiyoeny




9

‘ON 133HS.

NMOHS S¥Y

Twos

FUIL 133HS

NV1d INJWIDVYNYIW YILVMNYOLS
NV1d 31IS AYVNIWITI™d IT SMIIA NOLTEVD

6LLE'E6CYEY - 20622 VA ‘TTNUASILLOTHVHO - "M ILINS "LIIHLS 11IHHVO 002

DONIDIINIDNZE SNITT0OD

D)

13008 SHLYOS
WIOLY ‘SLA3H) INZRLON
40 ONISYHOMNA HL HONOUHL ININAOTINIA SIHL YO L3 SI 3DNYITANO) ALIVIO Y31 VANAOLS

ALV UZLVANAOLS

SIHLI0 SNIUIAZ HOS L0V SNOLLYINI YD
Q3HOVLLY 31 335 35vaTd NNV o-olg-St
VA6 ¥3d GIMOTIV WXV SHL NYHL 5531 T3A31¥ OL /O3 NOIS3 5541 4NOH-1% 55 YaAT
Y30 IHL SLIMLSTH WILSAS NOILNILI0 035008 3HL ‘THOMAIHLNNA “FHONNY NISTSVRONI
3HLILVON3LLY OL O350 S1 LVHL JWTION 39VROLS ¥ S30IA0NA WALSAS NOLINALIO 3HL 'W3LSAS
A8 1354405 Va2 I ONIN SIHL

LIS A8 Ny
40 ALIBOIYIN ZHL 4NLAY> T JHL3ONVH) TIIMNY1d 03504044 3HL QaLVIHINN WELSAS
i X3 31140 TV ATINZEEND

NOIINALIa S3IVANEOLS

14 IN3WIOVNYI H3LVMANOLS 035QdONd 3HL
ABVANS

3L SININZANO3A Bl Livd HLIM 531

FNLVERVN INITOVNYA SAVIEOTS

(000gE=A313 La3AND

P Yo INIO4 MOV Ly 3LVT4 1331
SHLNITIHO MOTIO1 5

e 03 ) 3N0 TIVASNI JUNLOVANYI

& | seest-namwmmavmies

ST 3T VIG B3NN 53414 30 401

T

S=.TIIV0S
V13 31V1d 3I3M.9ED

SHLONY 100A HuM
3HL 404 TIHOVE INOLS o7
(9261, 15V 140 62) AHLSNONI NOLLONNLENOD 803

'SGUVONVLS VHSO HLIM ATGWOD LS NOLLYTTVLSNI 3c1d ONMIONOU3ANN ¥O: NOLLYAYOXE TVt

NOLLONAISNOD NV SNRAGHO OL ¥l INIWNSITY TYOLLY3A O TVNOZINOH
e o LOVINGD T aanamoY
38 NVO STV G3S0ON FHL NSN3 OL ONY SLAIANI 3HL WAINOD OL STIVALNO

2813 LvIQ-1s3L T 3L HORid 0F

‘GENIVLNIVIN ONY G3HOV3H 51 NOLLOVANOD SHISNG
01 ¥33NION3 TVOINHOILO39 ¥ AR G31S3L NV NOLLIVANOD 3,56 1Y G0V1d 38 TIVHS T3 TTV
‘S3UNLINULS SSYAR 3HL 40 INSMIONI

SHLNO Q3MIND3Y 1-15 71-51 01S 100N

0608

o0 NI V3UY JLNZ 3HL ¥3NO

NOLLOVEINOD FO0438 SSINXOIHL NI SZHONI 8 NYHL 3HON LON SHIAYT WHOAINN SNSSIOONS

NIGIOV1d 38 ONY 10S 40 ALNNINOGR¥d 1SISNOD TIVHS TVRALYW INSYINVEIS T3 TV
W3LSAS NOLLN3L30 ONNONONIANN
Em 100 1OVINGD
L OL SS300V SV
e ‘3435 0L OVOM ONY Y LHOI 3NNV NOLTVO DI18Nd
IWHNLONKLS 3HL AB GINONK TIVHS WAISAS
SHL s Ny
FOVHY IN3ATS OL TS 3l

NOILOINNOD LHOLLY3LVM ¥ FANOIS Y
SVH 11 3UNSNI OL G3N3LSVA ATSVIINIS MO Z LS I-HA 3L OL 031108 38 TIVHS 311d HIZM
LIS IHL OL G a3 01 ALVId a3
WILSAS NOLLNZL3Q ANNONONIANN 3HL NIHLIA 31Y1d HI3M.

SHLONOTY 31¥007 350HL ONINTONI ‘S3OI1H0 TIY NO Q3 TTVLSNI 38 TIVHS SHOVHHSVEL

‘S31ON WaL5AS NOLINa130 ONNOYOHIANA

oz

€
o6 7

1092 PU AISUSP U WIWIXPW JO %55 RN 90 O I} POPTISUCD pue SUWED Iy 't
SURT TOSSOS U eI 10} SE100 OPTITe) U

a0 dviawsmos safs s s wn |

| 0v'08E=1N0 ANI
Kl AN

4

sv oz w5t a0 556
e vt St ED V6 |
T i 90 B |
s sez a0 916
[k 0T vEo 5 TR 8 va)|
Tz B o 56 (m0ey-wid v va|
» w e ‘ealy [

ol seak 0L ‘moy seak-

AIVWING

02=.1 IS

\ NVd WILSAS NOLLNFL3I ANNOYOYIANN

ol

e
11976
a1va

DI344L ¥3d SNV1d 03Lvadn

15303y

£1/92/0T Q31¥Q SINIWWOD ¥3d Q3SIARY
WLLINGNS VLLINI
KOLLOS3A NOISIAZY

[ vt orvne oo
NGNS

SEKSXE.:%
UILVMIIOLS HO3 SISATVNY 40 /
INIOd IHLSI ALNIAONA L0 |

UANYOD HL 1 LT TN ONLSHE

SNOISIAIY

as
NOLNAL30
0L 3did 3y

Nsia s00%;

7 Loy

IniQ S0¥NIVEQ
SHSITavIS3 NI
OL L3N ONLSHE

‘ONINTINONT SNITIOD Jo JUsEUOS a3 ssaldka 24} JnolA BUDDIS LORONIELOD Jo/pUb ‘EUIPPIG ‘UORINIISURD G} PaYLUI 30U INq ‘SNENISU Uahaosioya ssodnd AUb Joj pasn aq JoU [IBYs PUB 1od Uj Jo SloLM Uy paonpoidal aq joU AbL pud ONIIINIONT SNITIOD 0 Aadold SHENXS U &b S3UBLIN3Gp pajofossD pub sUbid asayl

o

“any uoyae3 pasodosg

30Vd + Y[EMIDIS B Ay UOWIED Bunsie
101 Sunpeq pasodolg

ANemapis pasodosg 1018umic por

AHemapis pasodosg|

10 40 SUWI UIRIM) ALNYND ¥3LVM (8 va) ALILNVND Y3LVM

-Asewing eaiy snojsaduwl JuawdojaAIGaY-150d ~Arewuns €3y snopRdwI IuAWOIIASAY-350d

£ 09v'6

{v va) ALLINYND ¥31vM
-AiewLng eary snojadu) WAWAORAQ3Y-1S0d

~Aewng eany snopsadul WAAOIAIAOY-31d

1003 7 PAeE g
T va) ALLLNVIAD 411vM
~AIBWILING Basy SNOWIAAW| JaLIdO[aAIJaY-01d




Attachment b

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
“A World Class City”

Neighborhood Development Services
610 East Market Street
Charlottesville, VA 22902
Telephone 434-970-3182
Fax 434-970-3359
www.charlottesville.org

December 21, 2017

Scott Collins, P.E.

Collins Engineering

200 Garrett Street

Suite K

Charlottesville, VA 22902

RE: Carlton Views Il (TMP 560043100)
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN

Dear Scott,

The above referenced preliminary site plan was submitted to the office for an initial round
of review on September 13, 2017 and a 2" round of review on November 27, 2017.
Staff will place the preliminary site plan on the January 9, 2018 Planning Commission
agenda for approval. As a condition of this approval please find below a list of revisions
that must be reflected on any Final Site Plan for this project.

Comments from Hugh Blake, Engineer, are attached.

Comments from Mandy Brown, Traffic Engineering, are attached.
Comments from Matt Alfele, City Planner, are attached.
Comments from Zack Lofton, ADA Coordinator, are attached.

BN

Please email me a PDF of the Preliminary Site Plan dated 12/21/17 and the Cooperative
Parking Plan dated 9/6/17 to alfelem@charlottesville.org

Sincerely yours,

Matt Alfele

Page 1 of 4
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Collins Engineering, Attn: Scott Collins, P.E., scott@collins-engineering.com
Hydro Falls LLC, Attn: Bernard Harkless, Jr., bharkless@fountainheadrva.com
7 E 2nd Street

Richmond, VA 23224

Missy Creasy

Hugh Blake

Mandy Brown

Tom Elliott

Zack Lofton

Roy Nester

Christian Chirico

W.]. Sclafani

Stephen Walton

Page 2 of 4
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City Staff have made a good faith effort to identify all deficiencies within September
13,2017 and November 27, 2017 submissions; however, in the event that there
remains any other deficiency which, if left uncorrected, would violate local, state or
federal law, regulations, or mandatory engineering and safety requirements, such
other deficiency shall not be considered, treated or deemed as having been
approved.

These comments are based on the current submission; future submissions may
generate additional comments. The following items need to be addressed in the
revised site plan: Be advised that major changes to the site plan may result in new
comments not reflected in this review

Engineering
City Engineer — Hugh Blake

SHEET 1

1. Dedicate all areas to back of sidewalk to City right-of-way.
SHEET 2

1. Provide effective date of FIRM panel cited.

STORM WATER MANAGEMENT REPORT

1. Provide pre-redevelopment and post-redevelopment analysis for this parcel (0.527
acres), any areas in the right-of-way that are disturbed, and off-parcel areas
disturbed (Pace Center). (The watershed analysis—within existing roadway—can
be retained for verifying capacity of stormwater management inlets in final
engineering.)

Traffic Engineering
Traffic Engineer — Mandy Brown

1. All plantings within the sight triangle must be clear between 18” and 6’. This
requirement still allows for the required street trees per §34-870 and §34-
1121(b)(2). Keep these code sections in mind when preparing the landscape plan
for the final site plan.

Planning
City Planner — Matt Alfele

Cooperative & Reduced Parking Plan
1. The Director of NDS has reviewed the proposed cooperative plan and finds it

generally acceptable. Prior to final site plan approval the Director must review and

Page 30f 4
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approve a long-term lease, recorded easement, or other appropriate document per
§39-974(a) to ensure the cooperative agreement is in place and long-term.

ADA
ADA Coordinator — Zack Lofton

1. Remove the tactile strip on the sidewalk near the accessible aisle. They are used to
notify pedestrians they are entering a carriageway not an accessible aisle.

Page 4 of 4
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SP-13-02-05
RESOLUTION
AMENDING THE SPECIAL USE PERMIT
APPROVED ON MAY 20, 2013 FOR THE PROPERTY
AT 1335 CARLTON AVENUE TO ALLOW
A RESIDENTIAL USE OF UP TO 21 DWELLING UNITS
PER ACRE ON PARCELS 43, 43.1 AND 43.2 ON CITY TAX MAP 56.

WHEREAS, Hydro Falls LLC and ADC 1V Charlottesville LLC (“Applicant”)
requested a special use permit for a residential density of up to 21 dwelling units per acre (DUA)
on property identified on City Tax Map 56 as Parcels 43, 43.1 and 43.2, at 1335 Carlton Avenue,
consisting of approximately 4.855 acres (hereafter the “Subject Property”); and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is currently zoned M-1 (Manufacturing-Industrial); and
pursuant to City Code section 34-480, residential density of up to 21 dwelling units per acre
(DUA) is allowed by special use permit;

WHEREAS, following a joint public hearing before this Council and the Planning
Commission, duly advertised and held on May 14, 2013, City Council issued a special use permit
on May 20, 2013 for residential density of up to 21 DUA for City Tax Map Parcels 56-43.1 (Lot
A) and 56-43.2 (Lot B), but deferred action on approval of such use for City Tax Map Parcel 56-
43 (Lot C); and

WHEREAS, the Applicant has made modifications to the proposed project and revised
its preliminary site plan to address the concerns expressed by City Council on May 20, 2013; and
has requested that the aforesaid Special Use Permit be amended to include Lot C (TMP 56-43);
now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia that the
Special Use Permit granted to Hydro Falls LLC and ADC IV Charlottesville LLC on May 20,
2013 to allow residential density of up to 21 DUA on property identified on City Tax Map 56 as
Parcel 43.1 and Parcel 43.2 (Lots A and B), currently addressed as 1335 Carlton Avenue, is
hereby amended to include City Tax Map Parcel 56-43 (Lot C) as part of the lands subject to the
aforesaid Special Use Permit, allowing residential density of up to 21 DUA cumulatively. All
conditions previously imposed, as listed below, shall now apply to Lots A, B and C.

1. The maximum height of buildings on the property shall not exceed 50 feet.

2. A minimum of 30% affordable housing, defined as residents earning up to 60% of area
median income, shall be included on the site.

3. The number of bedrooms in any dwelling unit on the site shall not exceed 3 bedrooms.

4. An entrance feature shall be incorporated into all buildings that front on Carlton Avenue.

5. Parking provided shall not exceed the minimum required by City Code. The excess
number of spaces shown on the plan submitted to the Planning Commission on May 14,
2013 shall be converted to the same amount of open space.
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Full cutoff luminaires shall be used and shall be equipped with devices for redirecting
light such as shields, visors, or hoods to eliminate the luminaire glare and block direct
illumination from neighboring properties. The fixture shall completely conceal and recess
the light source from all viewing positions except those positions permitted to receive
illumination. Directional luminaires such as floodlights, spotlights, and sign lights shall
illuminate only the task and do not shine directly onto neighboring properties, roadways,
or distribute excessive light skyward.

. Applicant shall work with Charlottesville Area Transit to facilitate appropriate transit
connections for residents.

Existing trees greater than 6” in caliper in the open space area on the east side of the site
shall be retained.

Pedestrian linkages shall be provided between buildings, open space on site, and the
neighborhood.

Approved by Council
September 16, 2013

S o

Clerk of Council




City of Charlottesville
City Manager’s Office

MEMO
TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Ryan Davidson, Senior Budget and Management Analyst
CC: Maurice Jones, City Manager
Leslie Beauregard, Assistant City Manager
Alex lkefuna, Director, N.D.S.
City Council
DATE: December 1, 2017

SUBJECT: F.Y. 2019 - 2023 Proposed Capital Improvement Program

Presented for the Planning Commission’s consideration is the Proposed F.Y. 2019
- 2023 Capital Improvement Program (C.1.P.).

The proposed C.I.P. contains revenues and expenses totaling $24,125,313 in F.Y.
2019, a decrease of 17.23% from F.Y. 2018. The 5-year total for the F.Y. 2019 - 2023
Proposed C.1.P. is $114,227,860, an increase of 7.35% from the 5-year total projected in
the F.Y. 2018 - 2022 Adopted C.I.P.

The General Fund contribution to the C.I.P. in F.Y. 2019 is proposed at
$7,574,766 a $2.4 million dollar increase from F.Y. 2018. While the amount of revenue
proposed to come from bond sales for F.Y. 2019 is projected to decrease by $6.5 million
from the F.Y. 2018 amount, the 5-year total amount of revenue from bond sales in the
F.Y. 2019 - 2023 C.I.P. is projected to increase by $4.68 million from what was
projected in the F.Y. 2018 — 2022 Adopted C.I.P.

Some of the new projects and projects that are proposed for increases in the F.Y.
2019 - 2023 C.L.P. include: Avon Street fueling station replacement; Downtown
pedestrian intersection lighting; undergrounding utilities; Bypass Fire Station; new
sidewalks; City/County joint parks projects at Darden Towe and Ivy Creek; School small
capital improvement program; Washington Park basketball court renovations; Riverview
Park restrooms; Senior Center at Belvedere; and Citywide ADA improvements —
sidewalks and curbs.

As has been the case in recent years, preparing for this five-year plan was most
challenging. What is being presented to the Planning Commission reflects what we know
at this time regarding the City’s total revenue and expenditure needs for F.Y. 2019. Until
staff has a complete picture for the total budget, including how City revenues are
projected to perform in F.Y. 2019 and how expenditure needs will be balanced with



available revenue, the 5 year C.L.P. will remain a work in progress and could see
adjustments between now and when the Proposed Budget is presented to City Council in
March.

The proposed C.1.P. as presented continues to address many of the City’s growing
capital needs while staying within our current debt policy limit: Debt service as a
percentage of the general fund total expenditure budget has a ceiling of 10%, with a target of 9%.
Staff has been and will continue to analyze very closely the City’s debt limit, and more
specifically what the City can afford to borrow for capital needs, in order to inform future
debt discussions with City Council.

Staff looks forward to the upcoming discussion with the Planning Commission on
this draft 5 year plan. If you have questions or need more information before the
Planning Commission meeting, please don’t hesitate to contact Ryan Davidson, Senior
Budget and Management Analyst (davidson@charlottesville.org).

Materials for January o p.C. Public Hearing

In preparation for the January 9" Planning Commission public hearing, attached
is information on the Proposed F.Y. 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program (C.1.P.).
Staff will give a short Power Point presentation followed by a question/answer session.

Attachment | - F.Y. 2019-2023 Proposed C.I.P.

Attachment Il - Proposed F.Y. 2019 C.1.P. Revenue and
Expenditure Description Summary

Attachment 111 — F.Y. 2019-2023 Unfunded C.1.P. Projects List

Attachment IV —  School Facilities and City Facilities Capital Project
Detail

Attachment V - Project Request Forms

Attachment VI — Capital Improvement Program Code Requirements


mailto:davidson@charlottesville.org
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Proposed Capital Improvement Program

FY 2019-2023

Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year Total
Fyi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Revenues
Transfer from General Fund 5,165,164 7,574,766 7,824,766 8,074,766 8,324,766 8,574,766 40,373,830
Transfer from CIP Contingency 1,050,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contribution from Albemarle County (CATEC) 75,000 75,000 75,000 500,000 90,000 62,500 802,500
Contribution from Albemarle County (Central and Gordon 0 137,500 175,000 0 0 0 312,500
Ave. Library)
Contribution from Schools (Small Cap Program) 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 1,000,000
PEG Fee Revenue 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 237,500
CY 2018 Bond Issue 22,610,129 0 0 0 0 0 0
CY 2019 Bond Issue 0 16,090,547 0 0 0 0 16,090,547
CY 2020 Bond Issue 0 0 20,040,623 0 0 0 20,040,623
CY 2021 Bond Issue 0 0 0 19,734,603 0 0 19,734,603
CY 2022 Bond Issue 0 0 0 0 10,457,582 0 10,457,582
CY 2023 Bond Issue 0 0 0 0 0 5,178,175 5,178,175
TOTAL AVAILABLE REVENUES $29,147,793 $24,125,313 $28,362,889 $28,556,869 $19,119,848 $14,062,941 $114,227,860

E>‘<penditures

BONDABLE PROJECTS

EDUCATION Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Lump Sum to Schools (City Contribution) 1,076,856 1,109,162 1,142,437 1,176,710 1,212,011 1,248,371 5,888,691
City Schools HVAC Replacement 489,250 503,928 519,046 534,617 550,656 567,176 2,675,423
CHS Track 1,666,200 0 0 0 0 0 0
CCS Priority Improvement Projects 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 5,000,000
SUBTOTAL $4,232,306, $2,613,090 $2,661,483 $2,711,327 $2,762,667 $2,815,547 $13,564,114

FACILITIES CAPITAL PROJECTS Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Lump Sum to Facilities Capital Projects 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,545,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 5,727,455
City Facility HYAC Replacement 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 1,000,000
City and Schools Solar PV Program 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000
4th Street Yard Fuel Tank Replacement 381,500 200,000 0 0 0 0 581,500
Avon Street Fueling Station Replacement 0 520,000 0 0 0 0 520,000
SUBTOTAL 1,726,991 2,065,491 $1,345,491 $1,845,491 $1,345,491 $1,345,491 $7,947,455

11/30/2017



PUBLIC SAFETY AND JUSTICE Adopted|| Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Circuit Court Renovation 4,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
General District Court 0 0 3,181,014 3,181,014 0 0 6,362,028
Police Portable Radio Replacement 342,621 342,621 0 0 0 0 342,621
Police Entry Canopy and Lobby Renovation (Design) 0 0 57,000 0 0 0 57,000
Replacement Fire Apparatus 0 1,298,586 684,904 1,471,973 0 0 3,455,463
Bypass Fire Station 0 0 3,700,000 0 0 0 3,700,000
SUBTOTAL $4,342,621 $1,641,207 $7,622,918 $4,652,987 $0 $0 $13,917,112

TRANSPORTATION AND ACCESS Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Undergrounding Utilities 95,000 1,300,000 1,700,000 1,430,000 0 0 4,430,000
New Sidewalks 206,000 380,000 380,000 380,000 380,000 380,000 1,900,000
West Main Improvements 3,250,000 3,250,000 4,000,000 3,000,000 0 0 10,250,000
SIA Immediate Implementation 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,250,000
Small Area Plans 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000
Street Milling and Paving 1,531,882 1,577,838 1,625,173 1,673,928 1,724,146 1,775,870 8,376,955
Belmont Bridge - State Revenue Sharing Match 4,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parking Structure 0 0 0 4,875,000 5,125,000 0 10,000,000
ADA Pedestrian Signal Upgrades 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000 1,200,000
Downtown Pedestrian Intersection Lighting 0 94,000 94,000 0 0 0 188,000
SUBTOTAL $11,460,382 $7,141,838 $8,339,173 $11,898,928 $7,769,146 $2,695,870 $37,844,955

PARKS AND RECREATION Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Mclntire Park Master Plan Implementation 500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tonsler Park Master Plan Implementation 750,000 750,000 0 0 0 0 750,000
Pen Park Tennis Court Renovations 260,000 295,000 0 0 0 0 295,000
City/County Joint Parks - Darden Towe 0 1,101,359 255,592 193,370 0 0 1,550,321
City/County Joint Parks - lvy Creek 0 292,100 20,000 0 0 0 312,100
Washington Park Basketball Court Renovations 0 150,000 0 0 0 0 150,000
SUBTOTAL $1,510,000 $2,588,459 $275,592 $193,370 $0 $0 $3,057,421

T‘OTAL BONDABLE PROJECTS $23,272,300 $16,050,085 $20,244,657 $21,302,103 $11,877,304 $6,856,908 $87,489,471
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NONBONDABLE PROJECTS

EDUCATION Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 Total
School Small Capital Improvements Program 200,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,500,000
SUBTOTAL $200,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,500,000

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 Total
Economic Development Strategic Initiatives 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 750,000
SUBTOTAL $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $750,000

TRANSPORTATION & ACCESS Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 Total
Sidewalk Repair 412,000 424,360 437,091 450,204 463,710 477,621 2,252,986
State Bridge and Highway Inspections 121,137 121,137 121,137 121,137 121,137 121,137 605,685
Minor Bridge Repairs 206,000 212,180 218,545 225,101 231,854 238,810 1,126,490
CAT Transit Bus Replacement Match 156,762 4,600 122,800 112,960 119,120 50,040 409,520
Intelligent Transportation System 95,000 97,850 100,786 103,810 106,924 110,132 519,502
City Wide Traffic Engineering Improvements 95,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 750,000
Neighborhood Transportation Improvements 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000
Citywide ADA Improvements - Sidewalks and Curbs 97,850 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 750,000
Bicycle Infrastructure 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 1,000,000
NDS Permit Tracking Software Replacement 250,000 250,000 0 0 0 0 250,000
Historic Resources Preservation Program 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right of Way Appurtenance 0 150,000 154,500 159,135 163,909 168,826 796,370
SUBTOTAL $1,733,749 $1,810,127 $1,704,859 $1,722,347 $1,756,654 $1,716,566 $8,710,553

PARKS & RECREATION Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 Total
Parks and Recreation Lump Sum Account 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,001 1,000,001
Parks and Schools Playground Renovations 255,896 109,073 112,345 115,715 119,186 122,762 579,081
Trails and Greenway Development 79,422 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000
Downtown Mall Tree Preservation Planning 0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000
Urban Tree Preservation and Planting 50,000 50,000 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 325,000
Parkland Acquisition 95,000 95,000 95,000 95,000 95,000 95,000 475,000
Refurbish Parks Restrooms 0 50,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 150,000
Riverview Park Restroom 0 0 245,000 0 0 0 245,000
SUBTOTAL $680,318 $704,073 $852,345 $635,715 $589,186 $592,763 $3,374,082

STORMWATER INITIATIVES Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 Total
Neighborhood Drainage Projects 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 625,000
SUBTOTAL $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $625,000
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TECHNOLOGY INFRASTRUCTURE Adopted|| Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 EY20 FY21 EY22 Total
Communications Technology Account/Public Access 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 237,500
City Wide IT Strategic Infrastructure 0 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,250,000
SUBTOTAL $47,500 $297,500 $297,500 $297,500 $297,500 $297,500 $1,487,500

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL PROJECTS Adopted Proposed Projected Projected Projected Projected 5 Year
Project FYi8 FY19 EY20 FY21 EY22 FY23 Total
Charlottesville Affordable Housing Fund 2,499,602 3,399,204 3,399,204 3,399,204 3,399,204 3,399,204 16,996,020
Public Housing Redevelopment 250,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,500,000
Home Energy Conservation Grant Program 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 625,000
Senior Center at Belvedere 0 600,000 600,000 0 0 0 1,200,000
PVCC Advanced Technology Center 64,324 64,324 64,324 0 0 0 128,648
SUBTOTAL $2,938,926 $4,688,528 $4,688,528 $4,024,204 $4,024,204 $4,024,204 $21,449,668

TOTAL NONBONDABLE PROJECTS $5,875,493 $8,075,228 $8,118,232 $7,254,766 $7,242,544 $7,206,033 $33,388,492

|

TOTAL PROJECT EXPENDITURES $29,147,793 $24,125,313 $28,362,889 $28,556,869 $19,119,848 $14,062,941 $114,227,860

|
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Proposed F.Y. 2019 C.1.P.
Revenue and Expenditure Description Summary

Revenue Summary

Total proposed revenues for F.Y. 2019, $24,125,313, are broken down as follows:

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

The General Fund transfer to the Capital Fund is proposed at a total of $7,574,766.

A contribution from Albemarle County of $212,500 for the County’s portion of expenses
related to facility improvements at C.A.T.E.C. and the Central Library.

The annual $200,000 contribution from the Charlottesville City Schools for their Small
Capital Improvement Program. There is a corresponding expenditure for this purpose.

P.E.G. Fee revenue of $47,500 which is received as part of the franchise agreement with
Comcast.

The $16,090,547 in bond revenue, part of a bond issuance that will take place during
C.Y. 2018 to pay for those projects deemed bondable.

Expenditure Summary

Bondable Projects

Total expenditures for the F.Y. 2019 Bondable projects, $16,050,085, are broken down as
follows:

Education

1)

2)

Lump Sum to Schools Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,109,162

This sum is the yearly appropriation to the City Schools for their Capital Program. Some
of the items proposed to be covered by this appropriation include: Buford building
envelope restoration and auditorium improvements; Clark restroom renovations; Walker
auditorium improvements; and Interior Painting - Systemwide.

The balance for the lump sum to schools account as of November 30, 2017 is $1,344,927.

Schools H.V.A.C. Replacement Plan Proposed F.Y. 19 — $503,928
Facilities Maintenance has developed a 20-year plan for the replacement of H.V.A.C.
equipment. Each piece of equipment has a predictable life cycle, beyond which failure
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3)

becomes imminent. All aging equipment will be replaced with the most energy-efficient
option available on the market, resulting in direct and lasting cost savings.
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $283,318.

C.C.S. Priority Improvements Projects Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,000,000
School's Facility Improvement Planning Committee (FIPC) met and selected the
following project “themes”, as the top CCS project priorities. And then on September 1,
2016, the School Board reviewed and formally approved the “themes” and the phasing
plan.
*Classroom Modernization *Corridor Improvements *Daylighting
*Auditorium Renovations ~ *Cafeteria Renovations

On September 21, 2017, the School's Facility Improvement Planning Committee (FIPC)
met and selected Classroom Modernizations as the highest priority project. The
Committee recommended that work begin in the 4th grade classrooms, at all six
elementary schools. The general scope of work could include: new flooring, ceiling
replacement with new LED light fixtures, furniture (flexible), paint — including accent
colors & white board paint (dry erase) for select walls, casework/cubbies/classroom
storage/coat racks, daylighting- windows/solar tubes/light shelves/etc., technology
upgrades, acoustic treatments, window treatments, minor electrical & HVAC work.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $15,712.

Facilities Capital Improvements

1)

2)

3)

Lump Sum to Facilities Capital Projects Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,045,491

In F.Y. 2018, Facilities Capital Projects requested a lump sum of $1,045,491 in order to
fund improvements and repairs to various City owned facilities. These include:
C.A.T.E.C. parking lot milling and paving; Restroom and A.D.A. renovations at the
Central Library; Police Department interior renovations; Preston-Morris Building
window and exterior door replacement; and any other repairs deemed to be necessary in
order to preserve the City’s properties.

The balance for lump sum to facilities account as of November 30, 2017 is $2,054,470.

City Building H.V.A.C. Replacement Plan Proposed F.Y. 19 — $200,000
Facilities Maintenance has developed a plan for the replacement of H.V.A.C. equipment
in City Facilities. Each piece of equipment has a predictable life cycle, beyond which
failure becomes imminent. All aging equipment will be replaced with the most energy-
efficient option available on the market, resulting in direct and lasting cost savings.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $181,795.

City and Schools Solar P.V. Program Proposed F.Y. 19 — $100,000

This project is the phased installation of solar photovoltaic panels on the roofs of various
City and school facilities. Upon completion of the first system the City will begin to
generate some of the electricity need to run its facilities and with energy costs rising at an
average of 8% per year, the City will realize immediate savings. The Public Works
Facilities Maintenance division has positioned itself to design and self-install solar P.V.
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systems at approximately half the cost of outsourcing enabling a quicker return on
investment (R.O.1.) for the project.
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $250,121.

4) 4™ Street Yard Fuel Tank Replacement Proposed F.Y. 19 — $200,000
The project is the replacements of four underground fuel tanks and pumps, six dispensing
pumps and overhead canopy, with an above ground tank system. The current system was
installed in 1976 with single steel wall tanks. New tank requirements (DEQ) require
double wall tanks.
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $301,005.

5) Avon Street Fueling Station Replacement Proposed F.Y. 19 — $520,000
This capital funding request is to replace the fueling station in the Avon Street PW's
Yard. The new station will meet all current regulatory requirements and will include a
new 20,000-gallon aboveground tank (compartmentalized to provide storage for gasoline
and diesel), fuel-dispensing equipment on a raised island, and an overhead canopy.

Public Safety and Justice

1) Police Portable Radio Replacement Proposed F.Y. 19 — $342,621
Funds are for the phased in replacement of Portable Police Radios as they will reach the
end of support life in October of 2018. They cannot be repaired and must be replaced
based on age at that time. Radios must be replaced to avoid the possibility of inventory
failure.
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $342,621.

2) Replacement Fire Apparatus Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,298,586

This is the replacement of a Fire Department pumper truck which was originally placed
in service in 2000. The fire-rescue apparatus replacement schedule has been revised to
more accurately reflect the equipment life cycles and also expanded to include the
addition of ambulances. With an expanded role in EMS service delivery, the City will
need to phase in the acquisition of a total of four ambulances over the next three years.
The purchase of one ambulance is included in the F.Y. 19 amount and the cost includes
the necessary tools and materials needed to equip the truck and place it in service.

Transportation and Access

1) Undergrounding Utilities Proposed F.Y. 19 - $1,300,000
This project provides funding to allow the City to take advantage of strategic
opportunities to partner with developers and other City projects to underground utilities
on public rights-of-way. In past years, this has worked out to essentially a doubling of
funds used to underground electric, phone and cable lines. The State CTB has recently
awarded the City successful applications for several major transportation projects,
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2)

3)

4)

5)

including the Downtown Mall area, the Strategic Investment Area, Emmet Street,
Barracks Road, and High Street. However these funds cannot be spent on betterment
improvements like undergrounding overhead utilities. These funds would allow for
undergrounding of utilities in conjunction with these improvement projects.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $514,304.

New Sidewalks Proposed F.Y. 19 - $380,000

This funding continues to remedy the gaps that remain throughout the sidewalk
infrastructure of the City. Priority is given to completing the sidewalk network around
schools, parks, business centers and community amenities such as libraries, post offices,
etc. Sidewalk construction often includes upgrade of ADA ramps, installation of
drainage systems, minor road improvements and other items to ensure that the best
possible alignment and location is chosen. Project locations will be approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council.

For more information on this project please visit the following website:
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhood-
development-services/sidewalks

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $431,722.

West Main Improvements Proposed F.Y. 19 - $3,250,000
Funding of a significant urban design and streetscape improvement project for the West
Main Street Improvements that will include changes to the street profile, undergrounding
utilities, green infrastructure, trees and street furniture.

For more information on this project please visit: http://gowestmain.com/

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $4,441,605.

S.LLA. Immediate Implementation Proposed F.Y. 19 - $250,000

This funding is intended to facilitate completion of projects outlined in the Strategic
Investment Area Plan completed in December, 2013. Examples of capital projects in the
plan include 2nd Street Extension to Ix Building with improved streetscape, daylighting
of Pollacks Branch, improved connectivity and walkability, and improvement to the
Monticello Avenue streetscape.

For more information on this project please visit the following website:
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhood-
development-services/strategic-investment-area-7079

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $651,512.

Street Milling and Paving Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,577,838
These funds will be used to repair street problems that occur during the year, such as
potholes, and support additional street milling and paving projects that are a major part of
maintaining the City’s aging infrastructure. This is also part of a dollar match for the over
$2,000,000 received from V.D.O.T.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $2,366,179.
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6) Small Area Plans Proposed F.Y. 19 - $50,000

The Comprehensive Plan identified several specific areas of the city where planning and
design issues or investment opportunities may warrant additional study through the
development of specific small area plans in the coming years. The small area planning
process is intended to examine areas anew and holistically, with the full engagement of
the public, elected and appointed officials and planning professionals. The resulting small
area plans will provide the basis for future planning, urban design, investment decisions,
and possible changes to zoning and the future land use plan. The Planning Commission
selected the Cherry Avenue corridor as a top priority with Hydraulic/29 and Woolen
Mills as the next considerations.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $227,866.

7) ADA Pedestrian Signal Upgrades Proposed F.Y. 19 - $240,000

These funds seek to comply with requirements of the federal Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) to provide access to the sidewalk and street crossing network. A study of the
city's signalized intersections conducted by Timmons Group in 2015 identified over $1.1
million dollars in deficiencies related to pedestrian access - including curb ramp
improvements and access to pedestrian pushbuttons. This project aims to increase ADA
access at those intersections.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $240,000.

8) Downtown Pedestrian Intersection Lighting Proposed F.Y. 19 - $94,000

This request is for funding to install pedestrian lighting at 15 intersections that were
identified in an earlier joint study conducted by the City and UVA. The Downtown
Intersections identified were at Market Street and its intersection with 2nd Street SW, 1st
Street N, 2nd Street NE, 3rd Street NE, 4th Street NE, 5th Street NE, 6th Street NE, 7th
Street NE, 8th Street NE, and 2nd Street SW, and at Water Street and its intersection with
2nd Street SW, 1st Street S, 2nd Street SE, 3rd Street SE, 4th Street SE, and 5th Street
SE.

Parks and Recreation

1) Tonsler Park Master Plan Implementation Proposed F.Y. 19 — $750,000
This is a phased in development and implementation of the Tonsler Park Master plan.
Lighting upgrades on basketball courts, court renovation and walking trail have been
completed. The City will be demolishing the old concession building in order to allow
space for the Fieldhouse. The design and construction of a field house and enclosing of
the back porch with conversion to program and support spaces is projected for design and
construction with opening in the spring of FY 20 (March of calendar 2020).
For more information on this project please visit the following website:
http://www.charlottesville.org/tonslerpark
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $1,257,855.
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2)

3)

4)

5)

Pen Park Tennis Court Renovations Proposed F.Y. 19 — $295,000

This project will completely reconstruct the eight (8) tennis courts at Pen Park.
Currently, staff has repaired several fractures in the courts, and the court surface is
experiencing root intrusion cracking and heaving from a line of white pine trees on the
east side of the courts. The current condition of the courts requires a complete renovation
of the courts, pouring new net post footers, applying new asphalt and color coat and
lining the courts and replacement of the perimeter fence. The current courts are
effectively unrepairable, becoming a safety hazard and past the end of their service life.
Additionally, staff anticipates a redesign of the courts to eliminate some penetrations in
the asphalt that contribute to cracking.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $260,000

City/County Joint Parks — Darden Towe Proposed F.Y. 19 — $1,101,359

This will establish a funding stream for those recreational properties and facilities that are
jointly operated by the City and Albemarle County, specifically Darden Towe Park. The
establishment of such funding will permit the systematic and proactive replacement and
renovation of these facilities. FY 19 projects would include: road and parking lot
resurfacing, new restroom facility, and synthetic turf and lighting of 4 rectangular fields.
Costs reflected represent only the City's portion of the anticipated cost of the projects.
The current cost share agreement with the County is based upon total aggregated
population of the City and County and appropriate percentages. The current formula is
City 31.7 %, County 68.3 %. Funding for projects at this park has been requested in the
past several cycles but yet to be funded.

City/County Joint Parks — Ivy Creek Proposed F.Y. 19 — $292,100

This will establish a funding stream for those recreational properties and facilities that are
jointly operated by the City and Albemarle County, specifically Ivy Creek Natural Area.
The establishment of such funding will permit the systematic and proactive replacement
and renovation of these facilities. FY 19 projects would include: tenant house
restoration, trail paving, and entry and parking improvements. Costs reflected represent
only the City's portion of the anticipated cost of the projects. The current cost share
agreement with the County for capital improvements at Ivy Creek is 50% / 50%.

Washington Park Basketball Court Renovations Proposed F.Y. 19 — $150,000

This project will renovate all three basketball courts (two lower, one upper) in
Washington Park. Current courts are in need of repairs and resurfacing, backboard and
rim replacement. Current standards and backboards are at the end of their service life.
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Non-bondable Projects

Total expenditures for the F.Y. 2019 Non-Bondable projects, $8,075,228, are broken down as
follows:

Education

1)

Schools Small Capital Improvements Proposed F.Y. 19 — $300,000

This sum is to cover the some of the small capital improvement projects within the
various City Schools. This expenditure item is offset by a corresponding dedicated
revenue from the Schools.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $415,964.

Economic Development

1)

Economic Development Strategic Initiatives Proposed F.Y. 19 — $150,000

The City has a history of funding a strategic investments fund so that a ready source of
funds is available when unique opportunities arise. The strategic initiative funds are
critical to the economic development efforts of the City. These efforts include marketing,
business retention, small business support, incubator support, sponsorship of job fairs and
workforce development. These funds are also used to assist in the long term strategic
improvements, to grow and expand the tax base, as well as allowing the City to respond
quickly to take advantage of a variety of strategic opportunities.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $1,756,465.

Transportation and Access

1)

2)

Sidewalk Repair and Improvements Proposed F.Y. 19 — $424,360

This project funds the repair of the City’s existing sidewalks. Sidewalk repairs are
necessary to keep existing infrastructure safe and hazard free and are necessary for
completion of the pedestrian network which in turn, is needed to balance sound
transportation alternatives. When the tripping hazards, gaps, and broken sidewalks are
repaired it helps to minimize the liability of the City. As part of the F.Y. 15-19 C.I.P. this
project received an increase of approximately $200,000 per year to provide for the repair,
upgrade, and/or replacement of existing A.D.A. ramps, primarily those ramps on streets
scheduled for paving as required by ADA law.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $880,512.

State Bridge Inspections Proposed F.Y. 19 — $121,137

This project is the continuation of the required State inspections of the various bridges
throughout the City. V.D.O.T. requires bridge inspection reports on numerous structures
be submitted annually. The current inspection schedule includes 22 bridges, box
culverts, and overhead signs. Prior to F.Y. 14 this project was combined with the Minor
Bridge Repair project under the title State Bridge and Highway Priorities. The projects
were separated to show the true cost of doing inspections and the cost of bridge
maintenance.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $419,855.
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Minor Bridge Repairs Proposed F.Y. 19 — $212,180

This project is the continuation of the required maintenance of the various bridges
throughout the City. This request is for lump sum C.1.P. project money to rehab/maintain
citywide bridge projects. Work may include repairs to substructure (generally includes
parts underneath and out of sight) and superstructure (generally includes the deck,
railings, and 'visible to motorists' parts) elements.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $1,545,603.

City Match Requirement for C.A.T. Transit Proposed F.Y. 19 — $4,600

Bus and Bus Related Purchases

The matching funds are to leverage Federal and State capital grant funding for bus
purchases. In F.Y. 2019, C.A.-T. Bus & Bus-Related Purchases will include: One
replacement 26-foot BOC bus. For cost projections it is assumed that the federal share is
80 percent, the state share is 16 percent, and the City share is 4 percent.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $1,034,260.

Intelligent Transportation System Proposed F.Y. 19 — $97,850

The Intelligent Transportation System (1.T.S.) is comprised of traffic signal related
hardware and software that communicates and coordinates with traffic signals citywide
from the Traffic Operations Command Center. The system is also comprised of three
weather stations related to street surface conditions during weather emergencies, and four
(4) variable message boards located on major city entrances. Coordinated signal
corridors controlled from the Control Center include Emmet Street, Main Street, Avon
Street, Preston Avenue, and Ridge/5th. The project funds maintenance and upgrades of
the system, including field and command center hardware and software, as well as on-
going costs for utilities such as phone lines.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $254,742.

City Wide Traffic Engineering Improvements Proposed F.Y. 19 — $150,000
The request is for lump sum CIP project money to address various traffic engineering
issues as they arise. Projects would include traffic control enhancements, reconfiguring
intersections, retiming and coordinating traffic signals, addressing parking concerns,
mitigating traffic safety problems, and other creative retrofitting to existing traffic
operations in lieu of building new roads. Potential projects are coordinated with other
state and federal agencies as well as other city departments.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $222,387.

Neighborhood Transportation Improvements Proposed F.Y. 19 — $50,000

The proposed Neighborhood Transportation Improvements CIP budget request seeks to
implement larger neighborhood improvements that would consume 50% or more of the
annual Traffic Engineer's Traffic Improvements fund. Neighborhood Associations
advocate for neighbors' requests to address certain corridors or intersections that impact a
significant portion of their community. They generally address connectivity and safety
issues within the transportation network. Neighborhood transportation improvements for
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8)

9)

JPA Pedestrian Improvements and Forest Hills have been submitted in previous years and
we anticipate adding others, such as Locust Ave, pending results of the pilot project
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $50,000.

Citywide A.D.A. Improvements - Proposed F.Y. 19 — $150,000
Sidewalks and Curbs

This project would provide handicapped accessibility at various locations throughout the
City allowing the City to meet federally required guidelines for handicapped access.
Upgrades include but are not limited to curb cuts and A.D.A. ramps, crosswalks,
bulbouts, enhanced pedestrian signal equipment for signalized intersections, sidewalk
obstruction removal, etc.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $121,233.

Bicycle Infrastructure Proposed F.Y. 19 — $200,000

This project implements the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, which addresses various
bicycle access and safety issues on City streets, as well as other related bicycle
infrastructure issues. Potential projects will be vetted through the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Safety Committee as well as at Traffic Meetings to include N.D.S., police, fire,
parks/trails planner, and public works. Projects would include re-striping pavements,
reconfiguring intersections, additional bicycle.

For more information on this project please visit the following website:
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhood-

development-services/transportation/bicycle-and-pedestrian/bicycle-pedestrian-master-

plan
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $486,916.

10) NDS Permit Tracking Software Replacement Proposed F.Y. 19 — $250,000

This project implements the replacement for the City's current permit tracking system
utilized by the Department of Neighborhood Development Services. The current software
tracks all building permit applications as well as site plans, subdivisions, special use
permits, rezonings, and design control review district applications. The current program
lengthened the intake time of applications dramatically, and many users relied instead on
legacy tracking systems instead of adopting the current program because of the counter-
intuitive user interface. A new program from a vendor with multiple local government
clients is projected to save a tremendous amount of staff time, track all NDS applications,
allow applicants much greater access and ease in reviewing these records, enable the use
of performance measures in evaluating departmental performance, and increase the
transparency of development activities and applications.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $250,000

11) Right of Way Appurtenance Proposed F.Y. 19 — $150,000

Request is to establish a flexible lump sum account to address unfunded needs for the
repair and replacement of ROW appurtenances, such as guardrail, handrails, and other
safety and security features.
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Parks and Recreation

1)

2)

3)

4)

10

Parks and Recreation Lump Sum Account Proposed F.Y. 19 — $200,000

The Parks and Recreation Lump Sum Account were created to provide Parks and
Recreation with the flexibility to prioritize those smaller projects to accomplish the most
pressing needs. For F.Y. 18 projects are proposed to include, but not limited to: RecTrac
server replacement, CCTV installation, upgrades and enhancements at recreational and
maintenance facilities; park restroom renovations at Belmont, Greenleaf and Pen Parks;
Washington Park bog garden; Crow center restroom and shower renovations and
ventilation work; new spray ground features for Forest Hills and Greenleaf Parks; replace
diving Board at Onesty Family Aquatic Center with faux climbing wall; new lane lines
for Smith AFC; replacement of Cardiovascular and weight training equipment at Smith
AFC; window blind system for Key Recreation Center gymnasium; Maplewood
Cemetery wall repairs; Forest Hills spray ground surface replacement

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $286,410.

Parks and Schools Playground Renovations Proposed F.Y. 19 — $109,073

The Parks and Recreation Department maintains twenty-nine (29) playgrounds across the
City. This project includes the replacement of the City Parks playground equipment and
of playground equipment at Charlottesville City School Parks, to ensure user safety and
comply with current codes. This project will provide improved safety for the residents
who use playgrounds daily.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $368,002.

Trails and Greenway Development Proposed F.Y. 19 — $100,000

This project is the result of reallocated capital funds at the direction of City Council in
February 2006. Parks and Recreation is currently managing this program and has moved
forward on a number of fronts, new construction through Safe Routes to School funds
around Buford Middle School and at Venable School, in Mcintire Park along the 250
bypass for a commuter trail, at Azalea Park, and the improvement of connections to
existing trails through the site plan review process. Trails were the # 1 priority as defined
by the citizens in a citizen survey conducted as part of the Parks and Recreation Needs
Assessment in 2005.

The unallocated balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $77,882.

Urban Tree Planting Proposed F.Y. 19 — $50,000

The protection of the Urban Tree Canopy has a direct affect upon air quality, stormwater
management and quality of life for City residents and is a highly held value among
residents of the City. These funds are used for preventive work and the preservation of
the tree canopy, leveraging the completed tree inventory in the city, assess problem trees
and further define action strategies toward the protection of the tree canopy. These funds
will also be used for the procurement of replacement trees and the planting of new trees
in areas of where invasive species are prevalent and along riparian buffers to enhance
water quality and stormwater management strategies.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $0.
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5)

6)

7)

Downtown Mall Tree Preservation Planning Proposed F.Y. 19 — $100,000

This funds the planning, design and precise implementation strategies for each grove of
trees on the Downtown Mall and each tree within those groves. This study funding will
provide more information regarding preservation, removal, replacement, species
selection, pruning strategies and soil management. This one-time investment will
provide the community with the necessary guidance and decisions to ensure the
preservation of this significant community asset.

Parkland Acquisition Proposed F.Y. 19 — $95,000

These funds will be used to pursue land acquisition opportunities to preserve open space,
protect natural resources and improve riparian buffers and provide future trail
connections. Green infrastructure and open space conservation are often the cheapest
way to safeguard drinking water, clean the air and achieve other environmental goals.
The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $169,965.

Refurbish Parks Restrooms Proposed F.Y. 19 — $50,000

This funding will assist in addressing renovation issues of outdoor facility restrooms
which are presently outdated and tired and provide users with a negative impression of
our parks system in high traffic park areas. Specific components include: materials and
finishes, ventilation, lighting and fixture updates. Restrooms in need of renovation
include: Pen Park, Belmont Park, Greenleaf Park, Washington Park and MclIntire Park.
Restrooms will be effectively gutted and totally renovated with additional upgrades such
as constant ventilation being installed where not present.

Stormwater Initiatives

1)

Neighborhood Drainage Projects Proposed F.Y. 19 — $125,000

These funds are used to partner with City property owner funding to solve neighborhood
drainage and flooding issues on residential properties that have never been budgeted on
their own merit before. Cost participation by City residents makes the City funds go
further.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $460,815.

Technology Infrastructure

1)

11

Communications Technology Account/ Proposed F.Y. 19 — $47,500

Public Access Television

This funding will allow the City to continue upgrading and improving its cable network
services and programming to the citizens by providing technology equipment and
maintenance of that equipment to the Public Access Offices at C.A.T.E.C.; providing
technology and equipment to Channel 10 located in City Hall. This funding is tied to the
P.E.G. Fee Revenue.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $176,349.
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2)

City Wide IT Strategic Infrastructure Proposed F.Y. 19 — $250,000
Information Technology systems and software needs have grown from sporadic
workgroup and departmental specific functions to integrated organization-wide
technology platforms for analysis and decision-making. These important technology
investments need to be reviewed outside of department specific needs, in a holistic and
comprehensive manner, that takes into account the strategic direction and overall
business needs of the City as whole. This project would establish a separate funding
stream for City wide strategic technology needs. The projects funded by the Citywide IT
Strategic Infrastructure account would support enhancement needs, such as the expansion
of resources and emerging technologies, and projects/systems that would improve
efficiency and effectiveness of our services and employees.

Other Governmental Commitments

1)

2)

3)

12

Charlottesville Affordable Housing Fund Proposed F.Y. 19 — $3,399,204

The primary focus of CAHF is to accomplish the goal adopted by Council in February
2010 (as contained in the 2025 Goals for Affordable Housing report) to grow the
supported affordable housing stock to 15% of overall housing stock by 2025. CAHF
funds are specifically targeted toward assisting with creation of new supported affordable
housing opportunities for persons/households of low to moderate-income levels or
preserving existing supported affordable units. Based upon these goals $3.39 million of
F.Y. 2019 CIP funding is earmarked for the Charlottesville Housing Fund.

For more information on this project please visit the following website:
http://www.charlottesville.org/departments-and-services/departments-h-z/neighborhood-
development-services/housing-grants/charlottesville-affordable-housing-fund

The unallocated balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $81,325.

Public Housing Redevelopment Proposed F.Y. 19 — $250,000

This project would be to begin to set aside funding for the future redevelopment of the
City’s public housing sites.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $250,000.

Home Energy Conservation Grant Program Proposed F.Y. 19 — $125,000

The Home Energy Conservation Grant Program is a grant/loan program for residential
owner-occupied housing that would fund energy conservation measures for the recipients
by either providing a grant to low-income families, or a low interest loan to non low-
income families, as incentive for energy conservation. The intent of the program is to
provide savings on utilities; to facilitate low-income families to be able to afford energy
saving measures; and to reduce the usage of nonrenewable energy. Participants first
receive a home energy audit to identify the biggest culprits of energy waste and to
determine an appropriate scope of work. Any homeowner in the City of Charlottesville
whose income is less than 80% A.M.I. is eligible to participate in the program. The City
of Charlottesville has partnered with the Local Energy Alliance Program (LEAP) to carry
out the Home Energy Conservation Grant program.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $125,000.
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4)

5)
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P.V.C.C. Advanced Technology Center Proposed F.Y. 19 — $63,324
This request is for funds to construct a 45,000 square foot advanced technology center
which will house credit and non-credit programs in advanced manufacturing (engineering
technology and mechatronics), information systems technology (cyber security,
networking and programming) and viticulture and enology. Graduates of these programs
will earn degrees, certificates and industry certifications that will prepare them for high-
tech and high-demand jobs that will meet the needs of regional employers. Locality
funding request is for the site work: Locality share of $1,000,000 total site work estimate.
The contribution is requested proportionately (by enrollment) between seven localities in
PVCC’s service region. Based on this plan, the City’s contribution (19.3% of enroliment)
is estimated to be $192,972.

The balance for this project as of November 30, 2017 is $48,243.

Senior Center at Belvedere Proposed F.Y. 19 — $600,000
This funding represents the City’s contribution to the construction of a new Senior Center
facility to be located in the Belvedere neighborhood. The facility will be

For more information on this project please visit the following website:
https://seniorcenterinc.org/the-center-at-belvedere
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FY 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program Unfunded List
In Order of Amount Unfunded

Project Title

Requested
FY 19

Requested
FY 20

Requested
FY 21

Requested
FY22

Requested
FY23

5 Year Total

Notes/Comments

West Main Street Improvements

(2,000,000)

2,250,000

2,000,000

5,000,000

5,000,000

12,250,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP. Funding in proposed CIP fully funds
Phase I.

Central Library Renovation

761,248

11,367,634

12,128,882

Since this is a joint City/County project, this
should be reflected in both jurisdictions CIP
plans. Currently, this project is not in the
Albemarle County proposed capital budget
either.

Ridge Street Fire Station - Redevelopment

785,000

10,100,000

10,885,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

School HVAC Critical Backlog

1,700,000

2,000,000

2,400,000

6,100,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Friendship Court Infrastructure

2,000,000

2,000,000

2,000,000

6,000,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding. Due to the size of the request
from an outside agency, this project needs to
be fully vetted by City Council prior to
inclusion in the proposed CIP.

Washington Park Rec Center Expansion

500,000

4,750,000

150,000

5,400,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Dairy Road Bridge Replacement

1,000,000

1,000,000

1,000,000

1,000,000

1,000,000

5,000,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Mclintire Park Master Plan Implementation

2,500,000

2,500,000

5,000,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

SIA Infill Sidewalk Construction

1,700,000

3,200,000

4,900,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

CCS Priority Improvement Projects

500,000

1,250,000

1,250,000

900,000

500,000

4,400,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Traffic Signal Infrastructure Replacement

500,000

510,000

520,200

530,604

541,216

2,602,020

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Tonsler Park Master Plan Implementation

(750,000)

3,000,000

2,250,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Street Reconstruction (Milling and Paving)

422,162

434,827

447,872

461,308

475,148

2,241,317

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.
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FY 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program Unfunded List
In Order of Amount Unfunded

Project Title

Requested
FY 19

Requested
FY 20

Requested
FY 21

Requested
FY22

Requested
FY23

5 Year Total

Notes/Comments

Undergrounding Utilities

1,670,000

400,000

2,070,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

SIA Property Acquisition

1,500,000

1,500,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Valley Trail Railroad Tunnel

50,000

1,000,000

1,050,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

CATEC Roof Replacement

1,000,000

1,000,000

The City's portion of this project ($500,000) is
recommended to be funded through the
Facilities Lump Sum as opposed to a stand
alone line item project. The requested
amount of $1M represents the full cost of the
project - the County contributes 50% of the
funding for CATEC related projects.

Parks and Recreation Lump Sum

200,000

200,000

200,000

200,000

200,000

1,000,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Parkland Acquisition

155,000

155,000

155,000

155,000

155,000

775,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

GIS - Centric Enterprise System

225,000

275,000

175,000

75,000

750,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding. Is projected that these needs
could be handled through the Citywide IT
Strategic Infrastructure project.

Citywide ADA Improvements - Sidewalks and Curbs

150,000

150,000

150,000

150,000

150,000

750,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Downtown Mall Infrastructure Repairs

150,000

150,000

150,000

150,000

150,000

750,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Police Department Entry /Canopy and Lobby
Renovations

475,000

475,000

Funding in the FY19-23 CIP represents
design funds for the project. This amount
represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Traffic Sign Retro-Reflective Compliance

130,000

200,000

200,000

530,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.
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FY 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program Unfunded List
In Order of Amount Unfunded

Project Title

Requested
FY 19

Requested
FY 20

Requested
FY 21

Requested
FY22

Requested
FY23

5 Year Total

Notes/Comments

Downtown Mall Tree Active Lifecycle Management

100,000

100,000

100,000

100,000

100,000

500,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding. Funding is included in the
Proposed CIP for the Downtown Mall Tree
Preservation Planning project and the
lifecycle management funding needs to be
reevaluated once the planning is completed.

Trails and Greenway Development

100,000

100,000

100,000

100,000

100,000

500,000

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

NDS Fee Schedule Updates

500,000

500,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Yorktown Drive Sidewalk

96,800

96,800

96,800

96,800

96,800

484,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Wayfinding

100,000

50,000

100,000

50,000

100,000

400,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Parks Lighting Replacement

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

375,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Tree Maintenance and Management (Non-Mall)

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

375,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding. This project is seen as
operational in nature and is recommended to
be considered for funding in the Parks and
Recreation operating budget.

Green Infrastructure Opportunities

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

375,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Onesty Family Aquatic Center Play Structure
Replacement

350,000

350,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Crowe Pool ADA Renovation

30,000

300,000

330,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

City Building HVAC Replacement

50,000

57,500

65,225

73,182

81,378

327,285

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Public Works Salt Storage Facility Replacement

300,000

300,000

Funding for this project was approved as part
of the FY 2017 Year End Appropriation.
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FY 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program Unfunded List
In Order of Amount Unfunded

Project Title

Requested
FY 19

Requested
FY 20

Requested
FY 21

Requested
FY22

Requested
FY23

5 Year Total

Notes/Comments

Carver Recreation Center Office Expansion/Renovation

300,000

300,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Traffic Engineering Improvements

53,054

56,145

59,330

62,610

65,514

296,653

Represents the difference between amount
requested and amount proposed in FY19-23
CIP.

Forest Hills Spray Pad Shade Structure

250,000

250,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Key Rec Center Restroom/Locker Room Upgrades

250,000

250,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Golf Course - Cart Trail Repaving

50,000

50,000

50,000

50,000

50,000

250,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Golf Course - Irrigation System
Renovations

50,000

50,000

50,000

50,000

50,000

250,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Blight and Code Enforcement Fund

150,000

50,000

50,000

250,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Golf Course - Bunker Renovations

200,000

200,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

3-D Modeling for Proposed Zoning and Redevelopment

200,000

200,000

Funding for this project was approved as part
of the FY 2017 Year End Appropriation.

Police Fleet Cameras

150,000

150,000

Funding for this project was approved as part
of the FY 2017 Year End Appropriation.

Historic Preservation Program - Historic Surveys

50,000

50,000

50,000

150,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Crowe Rec Center ADA Renovations

150,000

150,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Washington Park Pool Shade Structure Replacement

100,000

100,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Parks Master Planning

25,000

25,000

25,000

25,000

100,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Golf Course - Tee Box Leveling

75,000

75,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Meadowcreek Golf Course - Exterior Lighting
Installation

75,000

75,000

Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.
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FY 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program Unfunded List
In Order of Amount Unfunded

Project Title Requested | Requested | Requested Requested Requested Notes/Comments
FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY22 FY23 5 Year Total

Police Protective Equipment 70,700 - - - - 70,700 |Funding for this project was approved as part
of the FY 2017 Year End Appropriation.

Police Investigation Interview Room Video System 37,000 - - - - 37,000 |Given other funding needs and projected
revenues available, this is not recommended
for funding.

Total for all Requests 13,544,716 | 23,016,520 | 30,497,061 | 19,604,504 | 11,115,056 97,777,857

1/2/2018



Attachment IV

School Facilities and City Facilities Detail Capital
Projects




Updated: October 3, 2017

Facilities Development
Government - Lump Sum Projects

P-00922 P-00948
Approved Approved Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed
Project Title Fy 17 FY 18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
CATEC - chiller replacement 180,000 - - - - - -
CATEC - heating & ventilation unit replacements (5) in shop areas - - - - - 125,000 -
CATEC - electrical: replace 23 original circuit breaker panels - - - - 180,000 - -
CATEC - interior painting - 42,000 - - - - -
CATEC - asphalt parking lot milling & paving - 150,000 - - - -
CATEC - roof replacement - - - 500,000 - - -
CATEC - building automation system (BAS) - controls replacement - - - 150,000 - - -
Central Library - interior finishes - - - 350,000 - - -
Central Library - restroom renovations & ADA upgrades - Phase Il - - 275,000 - - - -
City Hall - second floor conference room 65,000 - - - - - -
City Hall Complex (CH, Michie & PD) - building envelope - - - - - 470,000 80,000
City Hall Annex - elevator replacement - - - - 225,000 - -
City Hall Annex - IT renovation - 80,000 - - - - -
Fire: 250 Bypass Station - interior renovation 500,000 - - - - - -
Fire: Ridge Street Station - kitchen & dormitory renovations 325,000 - - - - - -
Gordon Avenue Library - children's section & main level restroom renovations - 375,000 - - - - -
Gordon Avenue Library - parking lot improvements 16,461 - - - - - -
Health Department - parking lot improvements - 180,000 - - - - -
Jessup House - building envelope restoration, window replacements & chimney repairs - - - - 50,000 - -
Market Street Parking Garage - structural rehabilitation - - - - 75,000 450,000 -
McGuffey Art Center - building envelope and window restoration 700,000 - - - - - -
Mclntire Building (aka Historical Center) - roof replacement - 93,000 - - - - -
PD Interior Renovations (basement & 3rd floor) 45,000 475,000
Preston-Morris Building - window & exterior door replacements - - 40,000 - - - -
Preston-Morris Building - lower level upfit - 75,000 - - - - -
Public Works Admin Building - interior finishes - Phase || - 150,000 - - - - -
Public Works Admin Building - interior finishes - Phase I - - - - 350,000 - -
Approved FY| Approved Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed
17 FY 18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
Project Totals: 1,786,461 1,040,000 940,000 1,000,000 880,000 1,045,000 80,000
Lump Sum Funding: 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491 1,045,491
Transfers / Roll Forwards: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Transfer FY13 balance to FY17: 560,505 0 0 0 0 0 0
Transfer FY15 balance to FY17: 214,791 0 0 0 0 0 0
Transfer FY15 balance to FY17: 26 0 0 0 0 0 0
Transfer CATEC "land take account” balance to FY17: 144,700 0 0 0 0 0 0
Albemarle County reimbursement: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CATEC IT Networking Academy reimbursement: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Annual Fund Balance:  $179,052 $5,491 $105,491 $45,491 $165,491 $491 $965,491
On Hold / Unfunded Projects
CATEC: Fire Protection - installation of fire suppression system 310,000
Central Library - installation of 2nd elevator 150,000 | - IMRL to include in proposed major renovation
Central Library - fire sprinkler system (pre-action) 325,000 | - IMRL to include in proposed major renovation
City Hall - interior door replacements TBD
City Hall - Council Chambers - renovation (scope TBD) TBD




City Hall Annex - carpet replacement (floors 2-4) 200,000
Fire: Ridge Street - replace ACT floor tile (2nd floor) 100,000
Fire: Ridge Street - select milling, paving & storm water improvements 125,000
Fire: Ridge Street - building envelope restoration TBD

Fire: Ridge Street - fire sprinkler & fire alarm TBD

Key Rec Center - entry canopy replacement 50,000
Levy Opera House - elevator overhaul 73,000
Levy Opera House - replace standing seam metal roof 225,000
Levy Opera House — HVAC component replacement 425,000
McGuffey Art Center - facility a/c and ventilation 1,300,000
Public Works Admin Building - interior finishes - Phase IV 250,000
Public Works Admin Building - interior finishes - Phase V 350,000
PW's Fleet Garage & Warehouse - fire suppression system & fire alarm system 320,000

- Develop cost estimate
- Develop cost estimate

- On Hold
- On Hold
- On Hold



Funding/Revenue:

City CIP Appropriation -- includes partial funding for Small Cap Program:
City Line Item CIP FY 2017 & 2018 - CHS Track

City Line Item CIP FY 2017 - CHS Field House (design)

City Line Item CIP FY 2018 - CCS Improvement Projects

CCS Gainshare contribution - Nov 2015

CCS Gainshare contribution - Oct 2016

Small Cap transfer - CHS Black Box (Oct 2016)

Year-End Carry Forward:

Total Available Funds:

Large Cap Projects

Schools 5-Year Capital Improvement Plan
Report Date: November 21, 2017

Approved
EY 2016
7/1/15 - 6/30/16

$1,045,491

$100,000

$50,000
$64,813

Approved
FY 2017

Approved
EY 2018

Projected

EY 2019

Projected

EY 2020

Projected

EY 2021

Projected
EY 2022

Projected
EY 2023

7/1/16 - 6/30/17
$1,045,491
$100,000
$100,000
$100,000

$45,162

7/1/17 - 6/30/18 7/1/18 - 6/30/19 7/1/19 - 6/30/20 7/1/20 - 6/30/21

$1,076,856
$1,666,200

$1,000,000

$234,356

$1,109,162

$1,000,000

$24,628

$1,142,437

$1,000,000

$183,790

$1,176,710

$1,000,000

$56,227

711/21 - 6/30/22

$1,212,011

$1,000,000

$462,937

7/1/21 - 6/30/22

$1,248,371

$1,000,000

$229,948

$1,260,304

EY 2016

$1,390,653

EY 2017

$3,977,412

EY 2018

$2,133,790

FY 2019

$2,326,227

EY 2020

$2,232,937

FY 2021

$2,674,948

EY 2022

$2,478,319

FY 2023

Auditorium Improvements (seating & finishes) - Burnley Moran and Johnson

$325,000

Buford Auditorium - seating & finishes

$125,000

Buford Building Envelope Restoration

$450,000

Buford Electrical (11 panel replacements)

$75,000

CCS Capacity Study

$59,560

CCS Improvement Projects

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

CCS Traffic Safety & Circulation Improvements (Johnson, J/V & Buford)

$102,304

CHS / MLK-PAC Electrical (70 panel & 3 switchboard replacements)

$490,000

CHS Black Box - catwalk safety improvements

$260,619

CHS Scene Shop & Storage - safety improvements

$94,346

CHS Building Envelope Restoration

$483,996

CHS Roof Replacement (FY22-design & FY23-construction)

$120,000

$1,200,000

CHS Stadium Master Plan

$1,185

CHS Track (FY17-design & FY18-construction)

$100,000

$1,666,200

CHS Field House (FY17-design & FY18-construction)

$100,000

$775,000

Central Office (Dairy Road) ADA Improvements

$175,000

Clark Building Envelope Restoration

$350,000

Clark Restroom Renovations & Interior Improvements (flooring, casework, etc.)

$65,000

$435,000

Facility Condition / Limited ADA Assessments

$59,980

Interior Painting -- Systemwide

Fac Maintenance

$76,937

$76,584

$75,000

$75,000

$75,000

$75,000

$75,000

J/IV Fire Protection - fire sprinkler system

$539,012

MLK-PAC Fire Curtain (power hoist re-set)

$116,000

Venable Building Envelope Restoration & site drainage improvements (includes Annex)

$35,000

$500,000

Venable Elevator Replacement

$200,000

Walker Auditorium - seating & finishes

$125,000

Walker Courtyard Improvements Master Plan

$7,500

Walker Building Envelope Restoration (includes CO1)

$475,000

Walker Electrical (11 panel replacements)

$75,000

Walker North Atrium Enclosure

$150,000

Small Cap Program Funding Allocation

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

$110,000

Actual/Estimated Large Cap Expenditures

Year-End Balance

$1,215,142
$45,162

$1,156,297
$234,356

$3,952,784
$24,628

$1,950,000 |

$183,790

$2,270,000 |

$56,227

$1,770,000 |

$462,937

$2,445,000

$229,948

$2,385,000 |
$93,319

|:|—— line item funding



Total Available Funds:
Small Cap Projects

P-00914-02
P-00914-02-01
P-00914-02-02

P-00914-18-04

P-00914-18-05

P-00914-18-01

P-00914-18-02
P-00914-18-03

P-00907

P-00914-07-12

P-00914-07-02

P-00914-07-01

P-00914-07-04

P-00913

P-00914-10
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Charlottesville City Schools
SC-003 (426) School Small Capital Project Plan
Report Date: 10/09/2017

Funding:

City Contribution via Large Cap

CCS Contribution

Small Cap Caryover From Prior FY

Budget Change: School Security Grant Reimbursement (Pending)
Budget Change: $50k to LC (Blk Box Perfance Lighting)

CCS Enhanced Security
Elem. Security Enhancements; see $7,582 credit above
Clark CCTV (labor only)
Misc. Cafeteria Equip Replacement Allowance
B-Moran Stage - Minor Refinish
B-Moran Gym - Maior Refinish
Buford Gym- Minor
Buford Stage- Minor
CHS Black Box - Minor Refinish
CHS Small Gym - Minor Refinish
CHS Large Gym - Minor Refinish
CHS Large Gvm - Maior Refinish
Clark Gym - Minor Refinish
CHS MLK-PAC Stage - Minor Refinish
Clark C-room Floors (11)
Greenbrier Gym- Maior
Greenbrier Stage - Major Refinish
Jackson-Via Stade- Maior
Johnson Stage - Minor Refinish
Venable Stage - Minor Refinish
Venable Gym - Maijor Refinish
Walker Stage - Minor Refinish
Walker Gym- Minor
Traffic Movement Study
Hard Surface Maintenance & Traffic Mods
B-Moran: Install Speed Hump & Sianage off Mowbray
B-Moran: Re-seal and crack-fill asphalt trails
B-Moran: Basic asphalt maint.
Buford: Crack Fill, Seal and Stripe Track
Buford: Back road (and road to track) mill and pave
Buford: Crack Fill, Seal, Re-stripe Parking Lots, Roads, Paths
CHS: Final Paving Phase
CHS: Pavement Maint.
Clark: Re-seal and stripe Parking Lot
Greenbrier: Parking Lot Seal and Stripe
Johhnson: Crackfills/seal west hard-surf p-ground & trails
Johnson: Crackfill, seal, and stripe parking and roads
Venable: Re-seal and stripe parking; front & back
Venable: Crackfill & seal SE hard-surface playaround
Walker: Pot Hole Repair
Walker: Mill, re-pave, re-stripe all parking areas (incl. CO-1)
Walker: Crack-fill & seal asphalt play pad in quad
System-Wide Drainage Improvements
Fire rated dr at b-ment & 1st fr stair #2
Media Center, Replace Carpet & update Circ Desk
Restore Flag Pole Assembly & Base
Misc. Concrete Repairs
Southwest playaround site and equipment issues
Shingle Roof Maintenance
Replace spandrel windows with clear glass
Classroom Flooring
Classroom Lighting (Add'l control/switchina)
Select Classroom Carpet Removal
C-room window treatments for day-light control
Exterior Stairs Reconstruction (2 locations)
Football Goal Posts
Band Room Floor Mods & Re-carpeting
Drainage Corrections in Front of Bldg C
Install Concrete Walkway @ Bldg C to Track (+ misc. repairs)
Install/Replace Water Fountains in C Building
Add additional Under-Canopy lights @ B-C Connection
Sound control in cafeteria

In Design/Bid
In Construction
Complete
On Hold
EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019 EY 2020 EY 2021 Unfunded
$110,000.00 $110,000.00 $110,000.00 $110,000.00 $110,000.00 $0.00
$200,000.00 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $0.00
$415,799.80 $64,239.45 $42,191.17 $70,141.17 $61,541.17 $0.00
$7,582.49 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
-$50,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$683,382.29 $374,239.45 $352,191.17 $380,141.17 $371,541.17 $0.00
$0.00
$38,213.00 $0.00
$26,287.00 $0.00
$0.00 $7.072.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $0.00
$0.00 $3,000.00
$6,550.00
$2,055.00
$0.00 $4,000.00
$3,800.00
$0.00 $5,300.00
$5,600.00
$36,000.00
$0.00
$0.00 $3.500.00
$12,382.40
$7.800.00
$3,500.00
$3.000.00 $0.00
$2,000.00
$2,150.00
$2,800.00
$2,150.00
$5,200.00
$8,015.17 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$3,000.00
$10,000.00
$4,000.00 not likely required by 2020
$15,000.00
$20,000.00 partial existina proiect: partial new from FCA
$15,000.00
$64,644.93
$10,000.00 FCA 2017
$10,000.00
$6.420.00
$10,000.00
$9,680.00
$12,000.00
$10,000.00
$442.00
$45,000.00 FCA calls for 2017
$7.500.00 partial new from Princ Mta: partial new from FCA
See Dan Sweet prior to any drainage projiects
$27,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Pushed out 2 yr from 2017
$3,650.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Partial existing; partial new
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 Recent work by FM...wait and see
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 FCA calls for 2021
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $30,000.00
$20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,000.00
$7,209.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00
$0.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
$3,140.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 partial new from Princ Mtg; partial new from FCA
$2,130.36 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Pending TB investigation
$2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $7,500.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Small Cap Plan 11-14-17.xlsx
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EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019 EY 2020 EY 2021 Unfunded

P-00914-26 O Buford Exhaust Fan Electrical $4,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Buford Mansard Roof Paint $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Buford Science Classroom Casework Removal $20,000.00
Buford 4 Office / Recepion reconfiguration $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $30,000.00
CHS 4 Replace Corridor Ceilings & Bulkheads $0.00 $0.00 $65,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00893 C CHS 3 |FM Replace Gym Doors @ 1982 Addition Corridor $25,898.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-15 C CHS 4 (MG Glass Block Wall Removal $11,380.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-12 C CHSs 2| SH Softball Duaouts $24,871.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CHS 3 Repair Misc. Ext concrete $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 FCA calls for 2017
P-00914-20 C CHS 3| RJ Replace O-head door @ south loading dock $3,981.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CHS 3 Black Box Theater Performance Lighting $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $75,000.00
P-00747 ? CHS 2 Interior CMU re-pointina and re-finishina (incl. PAC loft) $0.00 $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Partial existina; partial new
CHS Band Room Floor Mods & Re-carpeting $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-19 C CHS 2| RJ Roof Repairs $26.811.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CHS Sianage Upgrades (Parking lot) $20,000.00
CHS/ CO2 Hall carpet $0.00 $5,000.00
Clark 3 Misc. concrete flatwork replacement $0.00 $8,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Partial existing; partial new
P-00894 C Clark 2 (MG Playaround @ Old Circular Amphitheater $70,727.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Clark 3 Replace fencing at P-lot along Monticello Ave. $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 2/9/17: Pushed out to 2020
Clark 3 Replace Cafeteria Floorina $0.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Clark 3 Gym/Aud. Stage Clg - Replace cla/add folding partition $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $35,000.00
P-00887 C Clark 2 |FM Monument Stair Repairs $17.240.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00950-03 C Clark Elevator Eval. $0.00 $165.00
Clark 2 Repair/replace fencing at South and East Yard Borders $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 2/9/17: Pushed out to 2020
Greenbrier 3 Media Center Carpet $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Greenbrier 3 Replace Hallway light fixtures $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Greenbrier 4 Classroom Improvements (storage, dividers, etc.) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $45,000.00 Partial existing; partial from Princ Mta
P-00914-01 C  Greenbrier 1|MG Roof Security $17,044.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Greenbrier 4 Desian of Hallway Theme Graphics (K-5 prototype) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 TBD
Greenbrier 3 Misc. conc. Flatwork repairs $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 FCA calls for 2017
Greenbrier 4 Cracked Terrazzo repairs $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 FCA calls for 2017
Greenbrier 3 Replace cracked tiles in restrooms $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00
_ Greenbrier Modular Classroom Elect. / Plumbing $0.00 $6,306.28
P-00914-08 C Johnson 2 |FM Windows-Replace select failed units $5,394.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Johnson 3 Interior Modifications, Phase I (Library) $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Pushed out 1 yr from 2017
P-00914-09 C Johnson 3 [MG Restore Flag Pole Assembly & Base $2,900.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-16 C Johnson 2| CJ Serving Line $20,944.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Johnson Shinale Roof Maintenance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5.000.00 FCA calls for 2021
Johnson 3 Coolina Tower Screen $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00
Johnson 2 Replace spandrel windows with clear alass $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $30.000.00
P-00896 C J-Via 2 [TM Select Plate Glass Replacement $6,252.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
J-Via 4 Recessed Corridor Work-station Re-work $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 Pushed out 2 yr from 2018
2 J-Via 3| RJ Replace Misc. failed R-room vanity tops $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-914-24 O J-Via 2 [ RJ Front Entrance Modification (security) $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
J-Via 3 Replace Media Center Carpet $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,000.00
J-Via 3 Misc. conc. Flatwork repairs $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 FCA calls for 2017
P-00914-13 C L-M 2 |FM Lugo-McGinness: Alarm and Intercom $16.,520.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00890 C MLK-PAC 2| SH Fire Curtain Auto Release (desian + const in 2018) $15,764.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-14 C MLK-PAC 1|MG Stage Rigging Phs Il $7,600.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
MLK-PAC 2 House Light Replacement Fixtures $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $60,000.00 $0.00 Perhaps can be part of future nra perf contract
Venable 3 Classroom Flooring (old part of building), Phs Il $0.00 $40,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 3 Classroom Flooring Primary Wina $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 3 Library, replace carpeting $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 3 Replace select hall ceiling tiles $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 2 Replace interior stair treads & wall base $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-04 C Venable 3| TB Re-paint exterior ADA Railinas $750.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 4 Renovate/reconfiqure Admin Suite $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $75,000.00
P-00914-22 O Venable 3 [ RJ Admin Office reconfig (minor); security enhancement @ entrance $35,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Venable 2 Monument Stair Repairs $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Pushed out 1 yr from 2017; budaet increased
Venable 3 Loadina Dock Reconfiquration $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00
Venable 3 Misc. conc. Flatwork repairs $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $7.500.00 $0.00 FCA calls for 2017
Walker 4 Main Sian $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $7.500.00 $0.00 Pushed out 1 yr from 2019
Walker 4 Band Room Floor Mods & Re-carpeting $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-21 C Walker 2 New Projection Screen in Auditorium $3,218.45 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
P-00914-17 C Walker 2| RJ Roof Repair $11,884.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Added at 1/18/17 meeting
Walker Bleacher removal and replacement $20,000.00
Walker 3 Repair/replace conc. steps at rear / misc. con. Repair (incl. CO-1) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 FCA calls for 2017
Sub-Total, Projects $613,142.84] $312,048.28] $262,050.00] $298,600.00] $524,000.00]
P-00667 - SC-003 Very Small Projects
2016 Cumulative $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Gropen (CHS Sci Lab Panel) $685.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Colonial Webb (Buf Sci Lab Elect Fix) $315.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Sub-total, Misc. Very Small Projects $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Small Cap Plan 11-14-17.xlsx Page 2



EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019 EY 2020 EY 2021 Unfunded

Total, Projects $614,142.84 $312,048.28 $262,050.00 $298,600.00 $524,000.00

Contingency $5,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
Total Expenses $619,142.84 $332,048.28 $282,050.00 $318,600.00 $524,000.00
Available Balance $64,239.45 $42,191.17 $70,141.17 $61,541.17 -$524,000.00

School Small Cap Plan 11-14-17.xlsx Page 3



Charlottesville City Schools

Unfunded Project List
November 21, 2017

CHS Fire Suppression - final phase (Zones 2, 3, 4, & partial 6) 1 $ 1,651,000

Total $ 1,651,000
Buford: 1-hour fire rated enclosure at each of the four interior stairs of Bldg A 2 $ 100,000
CHS Turf Field Replacement 2 $ 706,000
Walker: 1-hour fire rated enclosure at each of the four interior stairs of Bldg A 2 $ 100,000

Total $ 906,000
Buford Breezeway Enclosure (B Bldg east elevation, connects two modular classrooms) 3 $ 175,000
B-M VCT Replacement (west wing lower & upper halls, and cafeteria) 3 $ 97,000
CHS Centralized Warehouse w/ Loading Dock (div-wide storage/handling facility) - range is $650,000-850,000 3 $ 850,000
Jackson-Via: Commons revovations 3 $ 1,120,000
MLK-PAC performance lighting upgrades 3 $ 75,000
Venable Auditorium - conversion to multi-purpose space 3 $ 825,000
Venable Stormwater 3 $ 200,000

Total $ 3,342,000

Buford Storefront Replacements - Bldgs A, B & C 4 $ 127,000
Buford Interior Renovations (classroom VCT, restore interior doors, remove bulkheads, etc) 4 $ 176,000
Buford & Walker Covered Walk Repairs 4 $ 100,000
Buford Locker Removal (in corridors) 4 TBD
CHS Breezeway Enclosures (3 locations) 4 $ 300,000
CHS Locker Removal (in corridors) & addition of collaboration space 4 TBD
CHS Outdoor Learning Lab & Environmental Education Center (Phase |) 4 $ 247,000
Daylighting: -- --
*CHS - Phase Il 4 $ 425,000
*Buford 4 $ 413,000
*Walker 4 $ 507,000
*Jackson-Via 4 $ 355,000
*Greenbrier 4 $ 19,000
Greenbrier Interior Renovations 4 $ 225,000
Greenbrier - select window replacements 4 $ 250,000
Jackson-Via - select window replacements 4 $ 100,000
MLK-PAC Seating Refurbishment, Carpeting Replacement & ADA Handrails/Guardrails 4 $ 325,000
Walker Courtyard Improvements 4 TBD
Walker Upper Breezeway Enclosure at Elevator 4 $ 200,000
Walker Restroom Renovations 4 $ 250,000
Walker Interior Renovations (classroom & corridor VCT, restore interior doors, remove bulkheads, etc) 4 $ 236,000
Walker Storefront Replacements - Bldgs A, B & C 4 $ 127,000
Total $ 4,382,000
MLK-PAC Hydraulic Orchestra Pit Floor 5 $ 200,000
[MLK-PAC Rigging Modernization - replace counterweight rigging system with motorized hoist 5 $ 170,000 |

- target FY 2023



IWaIker Admin Office Relocation to Main Level 5 $ 200,000
Total $ 570,000

GRAND TOTAL [s 10,851,000 |




Attachment V

Project Request Forms




(1) Project Name

(2) Requesting Department

(3) Project Funding Requested in

City of Charlottesville
FY 2019 - 2023 Capital Improvement Program

Preliminary Request Form

FY18-22 CIP Process

(4) FY18-22 Adopted CIP
Funding

(5) FY19 - 23 CIP Requested
Project Funding

(6) Project Description

Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected [Requested 5
FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22 Year Total

Approved | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected [Requested 5
FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22 Year Total

Approved || Proposed | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected [Requested 5
FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22 FY 23 Year Total

(7) Alignment with City's Strategic Plan

www.charlottesville.org/strategicplan

(8) Does this project conform to the Comprehensive Plan? YES or NO

www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3523

(9) Would approval of this project require changes (increase or decrease) to
operational expenditures and/or personnel? YES or NO

12/1/2017
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City of Charlottesville
FY 2019 - 2023 Capital Improvement Program
Request Form Instructions

Preliminary Request Form

The information presented below will help guide you through the completion of
the CIP Preliminary Request Form. The Preliminary Request form is a simple one-page
form for the initial meeting with the City Manager on August 30™. The City Manager
and Budget Office Staff will use this form at the initial CIP meeting in August to help to
gather information and ask questions about the projects and may be used to narrow down
the overall number of submissions to those projects with a greater likelihood of receiving
funding in the final proposed CIP.

CIP Project Application Explanation

(1) Project Name — For all new projects list the name of the project as you want it to
appear in SAP. For existing projects please give the name of the project as it appears in
SAP for the current and/or prior fiscal year(s).

(2) Requesting Department — List the name of the Department which is responsible for
this project.

(3) Project Funding Requested during FY18-22 CIP Process — For all projects that were
requested as part of the FY 2018 — 2022 CIP process, list the amount that was actually
requested during the FY 2018 — 2022 CIP Process, whether it was fully funded or not, for
each fiscal year from FY 2018 through FY 2022. The column titled Requested 5 Year
Total will calculate automatically so please do not insert data in this cell.

(4) FY18-22 Adopted CIP Funding — For all projects that were included as part of the FY
2018 — 2022 Adopted CIP, list the amount included in the Adopted CIP for each fiscal
year from FY 2018 through FY 2022. The column titled Requested 5 Year Total will
calculate automatically so please do not insert data in this cell.

(5) FY19-23 CIP Requested Project Funding — For all projects list the amount being
requested from the City for each fiscal year from FY 2019 through FY 2023. For any
projects that were approved in Fiscal Year 2018, please list the amount appropriated in
the Adopted CIP for FY 2018. The column titled Requested 5 Year Total will calculate
automatically so please do not insert data in this cell.

(6) Project Description — Provide a brief (1 paragraph max) description of the project.
This does not need to be detailed but please include a general description of the project; if
the project is required by a legal mandate please indicate that fact; and if the proposed
project leverages outside funding in any way please indicate that as well.




(7) Alignment with City’s Strategic Plan — Please list the Adopted Strategic Plan Goal(s)
with which this project request aligns. Please note that on June 19, 2017, the
Charlottesville City Council adopted the updated FY 2018 - 2020 Strategic Plan, so some
goals and objectives may be different from previous submissions. More information on
the City of Charlottesville Strategic Plan can be found at the following link:
www.charlottesville.org/strategicplan.

(8) Comprehensive Plan — In the highlighted space please provide a simple Yes or No
answer to the question of whether the project conforms to the City of Charlottesville
Comprehensive Plan. More information on the City of Charlottesville Comprehensive
Plan can be found at the following link: www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3523.

(9) Operational Expenditures — In the highlighted space please provide a simple Yes or
No answer to the question of whether the project would require changes, either increases
or decreases, to operational expenditures and/or personnel numbers.




City of Charlottesville
FY 2019 - 2023 Capital Improvement Program
Request Form Instructions

Final Request Form

The information presented below will help guide you through the completion of
the CIP Final Request Form. All projects advancing to the second phase of the CIP
request process must fill out the Final Request Forms. This form will be used to provide
more detailed information on project timing, construction/purchase cost, and operational
cost. The Final Request form will be used by the City Manager and the CIP Budget
Development Committee to make final CIP inclusion decisions.

If you have any questions as to whether you should need to fill out a Final
Request form for any of your projects please contact Ryan Davidson (ext.3418 or
davidson@charlottesville.org) in the Office of Budget and Performance Management.

CIP Project Application Explanation

(1) Project Title — For all new projects list the name of the project as you want it to
appear in SAP. For existing projects please give the name of the project as it appears in
SAP for the current and/or prior fiscal year(s).

(2) Estimated Project Start Date — Provide the date on which it is estimated the project
will begin incurring expenditures for design, construction, and/or purchase — whichever
comes first.

(3) Estimated Project Completion Date — Provide the date on which it is estimated that
project construction will be completed and no new expenditures incurred. If the project
is a recurring yearly project you should list the completion date as “Ongoing”.

(3) Project Description — Provide a detailed description of the project that is being
requested, including any relevant history or background information on the project.

(4) Projected Project Costs — For all projects list the amount requested from the City for
each fiscal year from FY 2019 through FY 2028. The column titled 10 Year Total will
calculate automatically so please do not insert data in this cell.

(5) Funding Source - Record the amounts of funding to be received from each different
source (City, State, Federal, Albemarle County, Other) in the appropriate row so that all
sources of funding are properly identified. If the project will not receive any outside
funding place the entire project amount in the row labeled City. The 10 Year Total for all
funding amounts should equal the 10 Year Total for Projected Project Costs. The column
titled 10 Year Total will calculate automatically so please do not insert data in this cell.




(6) Projected Operational Costs — Please fill out this section thoroughly, if upon
completion the project will require ANY increase/decrease in operational costs. If the
completed project will require additional facilities maintenance efforts please coordinate
with Paul Oberdorfer in the Public Works Department. If the completed project will
require additional grounds maintenance efforts, please coordinate with Brian Daly in the
Parks and Recreation Department. If the completed project will require additional Street
and/or Sidewalk maintenance efforts please coordinate with Steve Mays in the Public
Service Division.

Personnel

e Please list the number of additional FTE’s or additional hours required to staff or
maintain this project. Place the increase in the year it would be necessary.

e List the estimated salaries for all additional Full-Time personnel under F/T
Personnel costs and the estimated salaries of all Temporary/Seasonal personnel
under the line titled Temporary Personnel Costs.

e The FICA line and Other Benefits Line will calculate automatically once data is
entered into the F/T Personnel Cost and Temporary Personnel Cost rows.

Operating

e |f additional operating expenses will be required as a result of this project please
list all operating related expenses in this area. Several examples of potential
operating expenses have been listed — Utilities, Supplies, Maintenance, Fixed
Costs, and Other. Feel free to add new categories if applicable to your project.

o Lifecycle Replacement — If the project will result in new/additional infrastructure,
facility, or equipment please calculate the lifecycle replacement cost here. The
Lifecycle Replacement cost in this instance refers to the estimated cost to upgrade
or replace the asset (infrastructure/equipment/facility) spread over the useful life
of the facility. For example — if the project will create a facility that needs to be
upgraded every 10 years at an estimated upgrade cost of $100,000, then you
would list the annual life cycle cost as $10,000 per year ($100,000/10 years =
$10,000 per year).

Equipment
e |f additional equipment will be required for operations/maintenance of this project

please list those costs under the appropriate line — either Vehicles or Other
Operating Equipment.

(7) Projected Revenues — Please list all sources of revenue that will result from this
project’s completion. Examples would be, but are not limited to, Admission Fees,
Annual Passes, Special Event Revenue, etc. If there is revenue in the Other section
please specify the type and source of revenue (this could include intergovernmental
revenue, increased tax collection, merchandise sales, etc.).

(8) Summary — These rows will calculate automatically based upon the information
entered in the Projected Project Costs, Funding Source, Projected Operational Cost, and



Projected Revenues categories, and will provide a summary of the Total Project
Expenses, Total Revenues, and the Net Cost to the City.

(9) Alignment with City’s Strategic Plan — Please list and provide a brief explanation as
to how the project most directly aligns with an Adopted Strategic Plan Goal and
Objective with which this project request most directly aligns at the very least. If the
project aligns with a specific Initiative in the Strategic Plan, list and provide an
explanation of that that as well. Please note that on June 19, 2017, the Charlottesville
City Council adopted the updated FY 2018 - 2020 Strategic Plan, so some goals and
objectives may be different from submissions in previous years. More information on the
City of Charlottesville Strategic Plan can be found at the following link:
www.charlottesville.org/strategicplan.

(10) Alignment with City Comprehensive Plan — In the text box you need to answer the
question of whether or not the project conforms to the City of Charlottesville
Comprehensive Plan. If yes then you need to identify the specific chapter and goal in the
City’s Comprehensive Plan that this project addresses or is related to. Also if the project
directly meets one of the identified Planning Commission Comprehensive Plan Priorities
(included as attachment) please specify which priority it meets. More information on the
City of Charlottesville Comprehensive Plan can be found at the following link:
www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3523.

(11) Other Considerations — In this area highlight any other factors that should be taken
into consideration when reviewing this project, such as, but not limited to:
e |f the project is required by a legal mandate;
e |f the project will remedy existing safety issues;
e |f the project ties into another existing City project(s) or if the project will be done
in partnership with another non-City organization(s); or,
e If there are any restrictions on any grants or donations to be received for the
project.

(12) Alternative Scope — List any and all alternative methods for completing the project,
such as, spreading the project over more than one fiscal year, using different materials, or
only completing a portion of the original project request. Also list any effects of
completing the project under the alternative methods.

(13) Location Map and Other Supporting Documentation — Attach any pictures, maps,
plans, or other supporting documentation that would help provide a clearer understanding
of the project and may illustrate or better emphasize the need for the project.




|Capital Improvement Program Final Project Request Form

5- YEAR PROGRAM SPAN:

Fiscal Year 19-23

Project Title:

Estimated Start Date:

Estimated Completion Date:

Project Description:

PROJECTED PROJECT COSTS

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

Design
Construction & FFE

Subtotal

FUNDING SOURCE

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

City

State

Federal
Albemarle County
Other: (Specify)

Total

PROJECTED OPERATIONAL COSTS

Personnel

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

# of Additional FTE

F/T Personnel Costs
Temporary/Seasonal Personnel
Costs

FICA (7.65%)

Benefits (38% of F/T salary)

Subtotal

Operating

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

Utilities

Supplies

Maintenance

Fixed Costs (IT, HVAC, etc.)

Other Operational Expenses

Lifecycle Replacement
Subtotal

Equipment

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

Vehicles
Other Operating Equipment

Subtotal

[ TOTAL OPERATING cOsT]

PROJECTED REVENUES

Revenues

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

Admission Fees

Annual Passes

Special Event Revenue

Other (Specify):

Subtotal

SUMMARY

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021

FY 2022

FY 2023

FY 2024

FY 2025

FY 2026

FY 2027

FY 2028

10 YEAR TOTAL

Total Expenses

Total Revenues

Net Cost to City

Operational Cost Recovery

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

#DIV/0!

Year in which total design and construction costs recovered

12/1/2017



|Capita| Improvement Program Final Project Request Form 5- YEAR PROGRAM SPAN: Fiscal Year 19-23

ALIGNMENT WITH CITY STRATEGIC PLAN www.charlottesville.org/strategicplan

ALIGNMENT WITH CITY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3523

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

ALTERNATIVE SCOPE

LOCATION MAP AND OTHER SUPPORTTING DOCUMENTATION

2 12/1/2017


http://www.charlottesville.org/strategicplan
http://www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3523

The following are the priorities identified by the Planning Commission for the FY 2019 — 2023 Capital
Improvement Program process. Departments submitting CIP requests that they feel meet one of the Planning
Commission Priorities should review the below documents and find specific links (page numbers, statements,
etc.) to the plans provided, which support the submitted project meeting one of the priorities.

e Provide ample robust funding for broader policy implementation including:

o Affordable Housing — Fulfillment of the 2025 Goals for Affordable Housing; HAC
Recommendations based on RCLCo’s “Comprehensive Housing Analysis and Policy
Recommendations” report
http://www.charlottesville.org/Index.aspx?page=1369
http://www.charlottesville.org/home/showdocument?id=24716
http://www.charlottesville.org/home/showdocument?id=37824
http://www.charlottesville.org/home/showdocument?id=37840

e Provide ample robust funding for broader planning initiatives currently underway including:
0 Small Area Plans/Adjacent Area Plans

o River Renaissance
http://www.tjpdc.org/livablecommunities/Actions%20for%20Com.pdf

e Provide ample robust funding to implement place based initiatives including:

o SIA
http://www.charlottesville.org/index.aspx?page=3409

o0 West Main Street
http://gowestmain.com/

0 Belmont Bridge
https://sites.qoogle.com/site/belmontbridgereplacement/

e Provide ample robust funding to implement broader systemic initiatives including:

0 Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
http://www.charlottesville.org/Index.aspx?page=1309

0 Streets That Work
http://www.charlottesville.org/Index.aspx?page=3573

0 Green Infrastructure and Environmental programs
http://www.charlottesville.org/Index.aspx?page=554




Attachment VI

Capital Improvement Program Code
Requirements




Code of Virginia

§ 15.2-2239. Local planning commissions to prepare and submit annually capital
improvement programs to governing body or official charged with preparation of budget

A local planning commission may, and at the direction of the governing body shall,
prepare and revise annually a capital improvement program based on the comprehensive
plan of the locality for a period not to exceed the ensuing five years. The commission
shall submit the program annually to the governing body, or to the chief administrative
officer or other official charged with preparation of the budget for the locality, at such
time as it or he shall direct. The capital improvement program shall include the
commission's recommendations, and estimates of cost of the facilities and life cycle
costs, including any road improvement and any transportation improvement the locality
chooses to include in its capital improvement plan and as provided for in the
comprehensive plan, and the means of financing them, to be undertaken in the ensuing
fiscal year and in a period not to exceed the next four years, as the basis of the capital
budget for the locality. In the preparation of its capital budget recommendations, the
commission shall consult with the chief administrative officer or other executive head of
the government of the locality, the heads of departments and interested citizens and
organizations and shall hold such public hearings as it deems necessary.



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

STAFF REPORT

APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF A PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN I

PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING

DATE OF HEARING: January 9, 2018

Project Planner: Carrie Rainey

Date of Staff Report: January 2, 2018

Development: 1011 E Jefferson Street (Tax Map 54 Parcel 127)

Applicant: David Mitchell, Great Eastern Management

Applicant’s Representative(s): Scott Collins, Collins Engineering

Current Property Owner: Jefferson Medical Building Limited Partnership

Applicable City Code Provisions: 34-800 — 34-827 (Site Plans)

Zoning District: B-1 Commercial

Reason for Planning Commission Review: Preliminary site plans associated with a property
which has a Special Use Permit (SUP) are subject to review by the Planning Commission.

Vicinity Map
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Standard of Review
Approval of a site plan is a ministerial function, as to which the Planning Commission has little

or no discretion. When an applicant has submitted a site plan that complies with the
requirements of the City’s Site Plan Ordinance, then approval of the plan must be granted. In
the event the Planning Commission determines there are grounds upon which to deny approval
of a site plan, the motion must clearly identify the deficiencies in the plan, that are the basis for
the denial, by reference to specific City Code sections and requirements. Further, upon
disapproval of a site plan, the Planning Commission must identify the modifications or
corrections that would permit approval of the plan.

Summary

Scott Collins of Collins Engineering, LLC, acting as agent for Jefferson Medical Building Limited
Partnership and Great Eastern Management, is requesting approval of a preliminary site plan to
construct a mixed-use building with up to 127 residential units at 1011 E Jefferson (TMP 54-
127). City Council approved a Special Use Permit (SP16-00001) with conditions for additional
residential density on July 5, 2017.

The preliminary site plan (Attachment 1) shows a deviation from the building footprint and
driveway layout shown in the conceptual plan presented in conjunction with the Special Use
Permit (Attachment 4).

The preliminary site plan shows an expansion to the rear of the building (on the northern side
of the property) for approximately 50% of the rear building facade (150 feet of facade),
resulting in an approximately 10% increase in footprint area. The property is a double frontage
lot per Section 34-1122, with a minimum 20 foot setback on 10" Street NE and 11" Street NE.
No setback is required for northern side of the subject property (wherein the rear of the
building is located), per Section 34-457(a). The northern building setback shown in the
conceptual plan associated with the Special Use Permit shows a varied setback of 25-55 feet,
whereas the preliminary site plan shows a varied setback of 3-23 feet.

The preliminary site plan also proposes a driveway that is set further back from the northern
property line than the driveway proposed in the conceptual plan associated with the Special
Use Permit. The driveway entrance locations on 10" Street NE and 11" Street NE proposed on
the preliminary site plan are in the same location as those proposed on the conceptual plan
associated with the Special Use Permit. However, the majority of proposed driveway on the
preliminary site plan is located further south (farther from the property line). The portion of the
proposed building for which an expansion is shown on the preliminary site plan extends over
the proposed driveway.



Condition 4 of the Special Use Permit granted by City Council (Attachment 2) states any
substantial change of the proposed development regarding the design, height, and other
characteristics shall require modification of the Special Use Permit. Condition 4 provides a list of
nine (9) specific design aspects that include detailed modified setbacks for 10" Street NE, 11™
Street NE, and E Jefferson Street but not the rear of the building (northern side of the
property). The driveway location is also not specifically detailed in Condition 4. The building
footprint proposed in the preliminary site plan conditions maintain a northern side setback in
excess of the side yard setback required in the B-1 Commercial zone (which requires no
setback). The preliminary site plan also proposes evergreen tree buffering along the northern
property line in excess of the buffering shown on the conceptual plan associated with the
Special Use Permit. Therefore, staff finds that the modification to the building setback on the
northern side of the property and the driveway alighment changes are not substantial changes
from the conditions of the Special Use Permit granted by City Council.

Site Plan Compliance
Site plans are reviewed for compliance with City codes and standards. An overview of site plan

requirements and the location of those items on the site plan are outlined below.

Site Plan Requirements

A. Compliance with applicable zoning district regulation
B-1 Commercial District (“B-1") (per Sections 34-440 - 34-480)
The property is zoned B-1 Commercial District. The project complies with all

requirements of the B-1 Commercial District.

B. Compliance with the City’s Erosion and Sediment Control ordinance, Chapter 10
The applicant’s erosion and sediment control plan will be submitted and reviewed
during final site plan submission. The applicant will be required to comply with staff
comments.

C. Compliance with General Standard for site plans (Sections 34-800 - 34-827)

1.  Generalssite plan information, including but not limited to project,
property, zoning, site, and traffic information: Found on Sheet 1.
Existing condition and adjacent property information: Found on Sheet 2.
Phasing plan: The project will be constructed in one phase per Sheet 1.
Topography and grading: Found on Sheet 3.

vk wnN

Existing landscape and trees: Found on Sheet 2.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

The name and location of all water features: N/A.
One hundred-year flood plain limits: N/A.
Existing and proposed streets and associated traffic information:
Reference to Traffic Impact Analysis noted on Sheet 1 (see Attachment
3). No new roads are proposed.
Location and size of existing water and sewer infrastructure: Found on
Sheet 2.
Proposed layout for water and sanitary sewer facilities and storm drain
facilities: Found of Sheets 3 and 5.
Location of other existing and proposed utilities and utility easements:
Found on Sheet 3.
Location of existing and proposed ingress to and egress from the
property, showing the distance to the centerline of the nearest existing
street intersection: Found on Sheet 3.
Location and dimensions of all existing and proposed improvements:
Found on Sheets 3, 4, 5, 6.
All areas intended to be dedicated or reserved for public use: Found on
Sheet 3 (right-of-way to be dedicated behind the sidewalk on 10" Street
NE and E Jefferson Street).
Landscape plan: Found on Sheet 3.
Where deemed appropriate by the director due to intensity of
development:

a. Estimated traffic generation figures for the site based upon

current ITE rates: Found in the Traffic Impact Analysis.
b. Estimated vehicles per day: Found in the Traffic Impact Analysis.

D. Additional information to be shown on the site plan as deemed necessary by the

director or Commission in order to provide sufficient information for the director or

Commission to adequately review the site plan.

The Special Use Permit granted by City Council on July 5, 2017 includes the following

conditions, which are provided on Sheet 1 of the preliminary site plan.

1. A maximum of 180 bedrooms shall be allowed on the subject property. No owner or
operator of the multifamily dwelling shall enter into lease agreements with tenants
on a bedroom-by-bedroom basis. Up to 50% of the residential units may be two-
bedroom units. All residential units will be either one or two-bedroom units. Found
on Sheet 1.



2.

4,

The applicant has notified the City that it has elected to provide affordable housing
units to satisfy the requirements of City Code Sec. 34-12. Each of the required
affordable housing units shall be provided either on-site or off-site, on land within
the adjacent Downtown or Downtown North Mixed Use Corridor zoning Districts.
Condition to be resolved at final site plan approval.

No demolition of existing building(s) or improvements shall be commenced prior to
the approval of a final site plan and approval of a permit authorizing land-disturbing
activities pursuant to City Code Sec. 10-9. Land disturbance associated with
demolition shall be planned and taken into account within the stormwater
management plan for the development, as part of a common plan of development
for the Subject Property. Condition to be resolved at final site plan approval.

The design, height, and other characteristics of the development shall remain, in all
material aspects, as described within the Application Materials. Any change in use of
the proposed building, and any substantial change of the proposed development,
shall require a modification of this SUP—specifically including, but without
limitation, any change to the following matters depicted and/or represented within
the Application Materials, as supplemented through June 12, 2017:

a) The provision of two (2) open air courtyards in the front and rear of the
building, with the front courtyard visible from E Jefferson Street; Found on
Sheets 1 and 3.

b) The provision of three (3) plazas: one along the entire 10th Street NE
frontage; one, at the corner of 10th Street NE and E Jefferson Streets; and
one, at the corner of 11th Street NE and East Jefferson Streets; Found on
Sheets 1 and 3.

¢) The provision of direct pedestrian access from East Jefferson Street to the
on-site means of access to the building; Found on Sheet 3.

d) The entire eastern half of the building, as measured along the E Jefferson
Street frontage, shall be a maximum of three (3) stories in height; Found on
Sheets 1, 3, and 4.

e) A building setback of at least 30 feet, along no less than 30% of the building’s
10" Street NE and 11th Street NE frontages. Found on Sheets 3 and 4.

f) A building setback at least 30 feet along no less than 25% of the site’s E
Jefferson Street frontage, and a setback of at least 20 feet along the
building’s remaining frontage along E Jefferson Street. Found on Sheets 3
and 4.

g) Stepbacks:

i. Astepback at least 10 feet from the required minimum 20 foot
setback above the second (2nd) story of the building, along 100% of
the building’s 11th Street N.E. frontage, Found on Sheets 1 and 4.

ii.  Astepback of at least 25 feet from the required minimum five (5) foot
setback above the second story of the building, along 100% of the




h)

eastern half of the building’s E Jefferson Street frontage. Found on
Sheets 1 and 4.
No more than 15,000 square feet of commercial space shall be allowed on
the Subject Property. Found on Sheet 1.

5. All street trees shall be a minimum of three (3) inch caliper at planting. Regardless of
canopy size, street trees shall be spaced no more than 25 feet apart on the 10th
Street NE and 11th Street NE frontages, and no more than 35 feet apart on the E
Jefferson Street frontage. Found on Sheets 1 and 3.

6. The landowner shall provide the following pedestrian facilities, along with a
dedication of land or suitable permanent easements:

a)

b)

d)

e)

f)

Construction of sidewalk on 10th Street NE along the entire frontage of the
Subject Property, minimum seven (7) feet in width. If the sidewalk cannot be
constructed within existing public right-of-way, then a reduction of two (2)
feet shall be applied to the building setbacks and stepbacks required for 10th
Street NE by Z.0. Sec. 34-457 and condition (4), above. Found on Sheet 3.
Construction of curb extensions into (i) the intersection of 10th Street NE and
E Jefferson Street adjacent to the Subject Property on both sides of the
staggered intersection, and (ii) the intersection of 11th Street NE and E
Jefferson Streets adjacent to the Subject Property, all as shown in the site
plan dated June 9, 2017. Curb extensions shall include ADA-compliant
perpendicular curb ramps aligned with each pedestrian crosswalk. A
receiving ADA-compliant curb ramp shall be installed as necessary on the
opposite end of each pedestrian crosswalk. Found on Sheet 3.

Install high visibility crosswalks at all pedestrian crossings at both the 10th
Street NE and E Jefferson Street and 11th Street NE and E Jefferson Street
intersections, as shown in the provided site plan dated June 9, 2017. Found
on Sheet 3.

Extend concrete sidewalk across all driveway/alley entrances in full width
and at a maximum two (2) percent cross slope, as shown in the site plan
dated June 9, 2017. Found on Sheet 3.

If such is approved by the City, relocation of the existing two way stop
located at the intersection of 11th Street NE and Little High Street, in order
to stop traffic traveling on Little High Street, to an alternate location
designated by the City Traffic Engineer. Condition to be resolved at final site
plan approval per Condition 6g below.

Construction of curb extensions and high visibility crosswalks at the
intersection of 11" Street NE and Little High Street. Curb extensions shall
include ADA-compliant perpendicular curb ramps aligned with each
pedestrian crosswalk. An ADA-compliant receiving curb ramp shall be
installed as necessary on the opposite end of each pedestrian crosswalk.
Condition to be resolved at final site plan approval per Condition 6g below.




g) All of the items referenced in (a)-(f) above shall be shown on the final site
plan for the development, and any dedications of land or conveyances of
public easements shall be provided prior to final site plan approval. The
Traffic Engineer is authorized to modify the dimensions of the facilities
referenced in (a) through (f), above, as necessary to leave adequate right-of-
way available for future construction of bicycle lanes on 10th Street NE. Any
such modification shall be shown within the final site plan for the
development. Final construction plans for the public facilities referenced in
(a)-(f), above will be submitted to the City’s Traffic Engineer for approval,
prior to commencement of construction.

7. All outdoor lighting and light fixtures shall be full cut-off luminaires. Spillover light
from luminaires onto public roads and onto property adjacent property shall not
exceed one-half (%) foot candle. A spillover shall be measured horizontally and
vertically at the property line or edge of right-of-way or easement, whichever is
closer to the light source. Found on Sheet 6.

8. There shall be no vehicular access to the Subject Property from the existing alley
connecting the rear of the Subject Property to Little High Street. No more than one
(1) vehicular access point (“curb cut”) shall be allowed on 11th Street NE, unless
additional any access point(s) on 11th Street NE are determined by the City Traffic
Engineer to be necessary for the public safety. Found on Sheet 3.

9. Bicycle storage will be provided on-site, to the standards set forth within City Code
Sec. 34-881(2) of the Charlottesville City Code (Bicycle Storage Facilities), or the
most current Bicycle Storage Facilities code applicable to this multifamily dwelling at
time of development. Found on Sheets 1, 3, and 4.

10. Low impact development techniques such as rain gardens and permeable pavers
shall be constructed/ installed as part of the development, and the nature, location
and specifications for all such LID techniques shall be shown on the final site plan.
Found on Sheet 3.

11. The redevelopment of the subject property shall include the installation of solar
energy systems sufficient, at a minimum, to offset the electrical usage in the
common areas of the development. Condition to be resolved at final site plan

approval.

12. For every 1,500 square feet of commercial space, there shall be a reduction of one
(1) dwelling unit from the maximum number of dwelling units (127) allowed under
this special use permit. Found on Sheet 1.




E. Compliance with Additional Standards for Specific Uses (Sections 34-930 - 34-938)
No improvements regulated by these sections are proposed.

Public Comments Received

Staff has received correspondence from members of the public concerned with the
modification to the rear of the building (northern side of the property) and maintenance of the
maximum three story height set for the eastern half of the building.

Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of the preliminary site plan.

Attachments
1. Preliminary Site Plan dated November 15, 2017
2. Special Use Permit Resolution dated July 5, 2017
3. Traffic Impact Analysis dated May 22, 2017
4. Conceptual Site Plan Associated with SUP dated June 9, 2017




GENERAL NOTES:

OWNER: JEFFERSON MEDICAL BUILDING LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

PO BOX 5526

CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22905

ARCHITECT:

PROPERTY:
LOCATION OF PROJECT:
TOTAL ACREAGE OF SITE:
EXISTING ZONING:

EXISTING USE:
SPECIAL USE PERMIT:

PROPOSED USE:

PROPOSED DENSITY:

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

SETBACKS:

MAXIMUM HEIGHT:

GROSS FLOOR AREA:
SITE PHASING:
AFFORDABLE UNITS:

FLOODPLAIN:

STREAM BUFFER:

SURVEY:

USGS DATUM:

TOTAL LAND DISTURBANCE:
UTILITIES:

CRITICAL SLOPES:

AREAS PUBLIC USE:
WATER DEMANDS/FIRE FLOW:

INGRESS AND EGRESS:

OPEN SPACE:

LANDSCAPING:

LIGHTING PLAN:

SITE TRIP GENERATION AND LAND USE ITE CODE 7TH EDITION:

STREAMS/BUFFERS:

EXISTING VEGETATION:
PARKING REQUIREMENTS:

HENNINGSEN & KESTNER, INC.
1108 EAST HIGH STREET
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902
TELEPHONE: (434) 971-7202

TMP 540127000
1011 E. JEFFERSON STREET
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902

ENGINEER: COLLINS ENGINEERING
200 GARRETT STREET, SUITE K

CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902

1011 E. JEFFERSON STREET APARTMENTS

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN
CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA

TELEPHONE: (434) 293-3719

1011 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902

TOTAL ACREAGE: 1.4583 ACRES

B—1

MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING

A SPECIAL USE PERMIT HAS BEEN APPROVED ON JULY 5TH, 2017 FOR THIS PROPERTY. THE
PERMIT ALLOWS FOR MULTIFAMILY DWELLINGS UNITS NOT MORE THAN 87 DU/AC SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS. PLEASE SEE THIS SHEET FOR THE SUP CONDITIONS.

NOTE: 1—21 DUA CURRENTLY ALLOWED FOR RESIDENTIAL BY—RIGHT ON THE PROPERTY

MIXED USE BUILDING WITH UP TO 127 RESIDENTIAL UNITS (CONSISTING OF 1 BEDROOM AND 2
BEDROOM UNITS) AND A MAXIMUM OF 15,000 SF OF COMMERCIAL USES. THE TOTAL
RESIDENTIAL UNITS WILL BE DECREASED BY 1 UNIT FOR EVERY 1,500 SF OF COMMERCIAL SPACE]
INCLUDED WITHIN THE BUILDING.

1.4583 ACRES x 87 DUA = MAX. OF 127 UNITS TO BE ALLOWED WITH THIS SPECIAL USE
PERMIT

MAXIMUM OF 180 BEDROOMS (50% OF THE DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE 2 BEDROOM UNITS)
THE EXISTING SITE IS PRIMARILY IMPERVIOUS. FROM A STATE REGULATORY STANDPOINT, WATER
QUALITY WILL BE ACHIEVED THROUGH THE BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE OF PURCHASING
NUTRIENT CREDITS. FROM A WATER QUANTITY STANDPOINT, RUNOFF WILL BE ATTENUATED IN AN
UNDERGROUND DETENTION FACILITY. THE POST DEVELOPMENT RUNOFF RATES, VOLUMES, AND
VELOCITIES FROM THE SITE WILL BE REDUCED WITH THIS DEVELOPMENT. ABOVE AND BEYOND
THE AFOREMENTIONED STATE COMPLIANCE, LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT TECHNIQUES WILL BE
IMPLEMENTED. BRICK PAVERS, LANDSCAPED/PERVIOUS COMMON AREAS INTENDED FOR
CONGREGATION, SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEMS TO OFFSET THE ELECTRICAL USAGE IN THE COMMON
AREAS, AN UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM AND YARD SWALES/INLETS ARE PROPOSED FOR
THE SITE.

FRONT: 20" MINIMUM (3 FRONT SIDES)

SIDE: NONE REQUIRED (ADJACENT TO EXISTING B—1 PROPERTY)

REAR: NONE REQUIRED (ADJACENT TO EXISTING B—1 PROPERTY)

45 FEET (BUILDING SHALL MEET THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT REQUIREMENTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
EXISTING CITY CODE). BUILDING TO PROVIDE STEPBACKS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED
CONDITIONS OF THE SPECIAL USE PERMIT. THE ENTIRE EASTERN HALF OF THE BUILDING, AS
SHOWN AND MEASURED ALONG THE 11TH STREET FRONTAGE, SHALL BE A MAXIMUM OF THREE
(3) STORIES IN HEIGHT. THE WESTERN HALF OF THE BUILDING IS PROPOSED TO BE 5 STORIES
IN HEIGHT, ALONG 10TH STREET. SEE DETAILS ON SHEET 4 FOR THE PROPOSED BUILDING
HEIGHTS. ALSO, SEE SHEET 4 FOR THE HEIGHT DETERMINATION ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED
BUILDING.

130,000 +/— SF
PROJECT TO BE DEVELOPED IN (1) PHASE

AFFORDABLE DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE PROVIDED AS REQUIRED BY ZONING ORDINANCE SECTION
34—12, AND THESE UNITS SHALL EITHER BE PROVIDED ONSITE OR OFFSITE.

THERE ARE NO FLOODPLAIN LIMITS WITHIN THE SUBJECT PROPERTY PER FEMA
MAP#51003C0288D, PANEL #0288D DATED FEBRUARY 4, 2005.

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THIS PROPERTY DOES NOT IMPACT A STREAM BUFFER, WATERCOURSE, OR
FLOODPLAIN ON THE PROPERTY.

BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHY OF THE SITE WAS PROVIDED BY COMMONWEALTH LAND SURVEYING, NOVEMBER
2015.

NAD 83 (1994)

1.97 ACRES

THE SITE WILL BE SERVED BY PUBLIC WATER AND SEWER.

NONE THAT MEET THE CONDITIONS OF THE CITY ORDINANCE SECTION 34—1120.

CURRENTLY, THERE IS NO LAND ON THIS PROPERTY THAT IS PROPOSED FOR PUBLIC USE.
CURRENTLY THERE IS A FIRE HYDRANT AT THE INTERSECTION OF E. JEFFERSON STREET AND
11TH STREET AND A FIRE HYDRANT AT THE INTERSECTION OF E. JEFFERSON STREET AND 10TH
STREET THAT SERVE THIS PROPERTY. THE BUILDING WILL ALSO HAVE A SPRINKLER SYSTEM FOR
FIRE PROTECTION. THE CALCULATED NEEDED FIRE FLOW FOR THIS BUILDING IS 3,000 gpm.
ACCESS TO BUILDING PARKING GARAGE SHALL BE FROM THE PROPOSED ALLEY WITH ACCESS
FROM 10TH STREET AND 11TH STREET. DIRECT PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO THE BUILDING SHALL BE
FROM E. JEFFERSON STREET, ALONG WITH ACGESS TO THE BUILDING FROM 10TH STREET AND
11TH STREET.

THE SITE SHALL PROVIDE (2) OPEN AIR COURTYARDS IN THE FRONT AND REAR OF THE
BUILDING, WITH THE FRONT COURTYARD VISIBLE FROM EAST JEFFERSON STREET. (3) PLAZAS
WILL BE PROVIDED ON THE SITE — ONE (1) ALONG THE ENTIRE 10TH STREET, NE FRONTAGE,
ONE (1) AT THE CORNER OF 10TH STREET, NE AND E. JEFFERSON STREET, AND ONE (1) AT
THE CORNER OF 11TH STREET, NE AND E. JEFFERSON STREET.

ALL STREET TREES SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF (3) INCH CALIPER AT PLANTING, AND STREET TREES]

SHALL BE SPACED NO MORE THAN 35 FEET APART ON ALL FRONTAGES.

ALL LIGHTING SHALL BE FULL CUT—OFF OBLIQUE SHIELDING OUTDOOR LIGHTING, WHICH SHALL
NOT EMIT LIGHT ABOVE THE LINE OF SIGHT TO THE LIGHT SOURCES WHEN VIEWED FROM THE
PROTECTED PROPERTIES. THE SHIELD SHALL BLOCK DIRECT ILLUMINATION OF PROTECTED
PROPERTIES AND THE FIXTURE SHALL COMPLETELY CONCEAL AND RECESS THE LIGHT SOURCE
FROM ALL VIEWING POSITIONS EXCEPT THOSE POSITIONS PERMITTED TO RECEIVE ILLUMINATION.
SPILLOVER LIGHT FROM LUMINARIES ONTO PUBLIC ROADS AND ONTO ADJACENT PROPERTY SHALL
NOT EXCEED (1/2) FOOT CANDLES.

SEE TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT

SITE CONTAINS NO EXISTING WATER COURSES, STREAM BUFFERS OR FLOOD PLAINS. THIS SITE
DRAINS TO THE EXISTING MOORES CREEK STREAM AND WATERSHED.

LANDSCAPING AND TREES AROUND THE EXISTING BUILDING AND PARKING LOT

PARKING REQUIRED (LARGEST POSSIBLE, ASSUMES 15,000 sf OF COMMERCIAL):

MAXIMUM 127 APARTMENT UNITS (1 & 2 BEDROOM) x 1 SPACE PER UNIT = 127 SPACES

NO PROPOSED
CONNECTION
FROM THE ALLEY
TO THE EXISTING
7\ OFFSITE ALLEY

PROPOSED
20' PRIVATE
ALLEY

PROPOSED
20' SETBACK

PROPOSED j
20' PRIVATE
ALLEY

N\

UPPER
GARAGE
ENTRANCE

LOWER
GARAGE
ENTRANCE

PROPOSED 20'
SETBACK

PROPOSED 20' —— |
SETBACK

MAXIMUM 15,000 sf * 3.5 SPACES/1,000 sf OF COMMERCIAL SPACE = 53 SPACES
REDUCTION IN APARTMENT UNITS FOR MAXIMUM COMMERCIAL SPACE = -10 SPACES
BICYCLE PARKING = 1 BIKE SPACE PER 2 RESIDENTIAL UNITS: (127) RESIDENTIAL UNITS
= 64 TOTAL BICYCLE PARKING SPACES REQUIRED
TOTAL PARKING SPACES REQUIRED: 170 SPACES & 64 BICYCLE RACKS
PARKING PROVIDED:
PARKING TOTAL PROVIDED (WITHIN GARAGE): 177 SPACES + 65 BICYCLE RACKS
BICYCLE PARKING RACKS: STORAGE AND RACKS TO ACCOMMODATE 65 RACKS MIN.
65 BIKE RACKS PROVIDED FOR THIS PROJECT:
30 BIKE RACKS ON THE LOWER LEVEL, 30 BIKE RACKS ON THE UPPER LEVEL,
& 5 BIKE RACKS ALONG THE ENTRANCE TO THE BUILDING AT 10TH STREET.

PAVED PARKING & CIRCULATION: (2) DECK PARKING LEVELS, EACH LEVEL 32,000 SF

IMPERVIOUS AREAS:

STREET CLOSURE:

Existing, Onsite Impervious Areas, sf Proposed, Onsite Impervious Areas, sf
Buildings Walkways ParkingLot Total Buildings Walkways Parking Lot  Total

10,675 4,875 28,600 | 44,150 || 36325 6875 3,275 46,475

A TEMPORARY STREET CLOSURE PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR CLOSURE OF SIDEWALKS, PARKING
SPACES, AND ROADWAYS AND IS SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER.

BMP DATA FOR THIS PROJECT:

BMP OWNERSHIP INFORMATION{ JEFFERSON MEDICAL BUILDING LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

PO BOX 5526
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902

TYPE OF BMP INSTALLED:

ONE UNDERGROUND DETENTION FACILITY & A NUTRIENT CREDIT

PURCHASE
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 1011 EAST JEFFERSON STREET (PREDOMINANT HYDROLOGIC SOIL GROUP
(HYDROLOGIC UNIT CODE) TYPE 121C)

WATERBODY THE BMP IS
ULTIMATELY DISCHARGING INTO:[ RIVANNA RIVER WATERSHED

No. OF ACRES TREATED BY BMPs:( 1.97 ac. (WATER QUALITY) & 1.12 ac. (WATER QUANTITY)

MAINTENANCE:

DESCRIPTION OF REQUIRED

THE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM FOR THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION
SYSTEM SHALL BE CLEANING IT ANNUALLY OF TRASH AND DEBRIS AND
ENSURING THE INTEGRITY OF THE WEIR PLATE, TRASH RACK AND
OUTFALL PIPES ARE OPERATING AS INTENDED AND ARE NOT CLOGGED

OWNER's SIGNATURE AGREEING
TO MAINTAIN FACILITY:

OR DAMAGED. OWNER SHALL CLEAN & REPAIR THE FACILITY AS
NECESSARY IMMEDIATELY. FOR THE NUTRIENT CREDITS, THERE ARE NO
ONSITE MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS.

EAST JEFFERSON
STREET

LAYOUT scaLe: 1" = 20

RESOLUTION
APFROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT
TO AUTHORIZE A MULTIFAMILY DWELLING
AT 1181 EAST JEFRERSON STREET CONTAINING UP TO
B? DWELLING UNITS PIER ACRE

WHEREAR, Joffarson Medical Building Limited Partmecship (*Applicant™), is the ownar
of cartain proparty located at 1101 Baat Jeffarson Strest, idsntified on City Tax Map 54 a8 Parcel
127 (Tax Map Paroel 1d, # 540127000) aud containing approxlmately 1.45 aores (“Bulyjsct
Propeety™), pursuant to City Code Seo. 34-480, has requestsd Clty Coineil to approve a special
ume permit to anthorizs the development of tha Subjest Property as o multifumily dwalling
containing up to 87 dwelling units par scre (the proposed “Spacial U™, The Subjsot Propecty i
within the City's B-1 {Commarvial) roning distrivt, with frontags on 107 Straet, N.E., Eaat
Tofforson Street and 11™ Steest, N.E.; and

WHEREAS, the requested Speclal Use |y gensrelly described within the Applionnt's
application materials submited in connection with 3P16-00001, insluding: (i) the onginal
application materials duted Septermber 16 and 19, 2016; (if) o supplemantal necrative dated Juns
12, 2017, und (iii) » revised proposed site plan dated June 9, 2017, submitted to NDS on June 12,
2017 {oollactively, the “Application Viaterials™); and

WHEREAS, the existing bullding at the Subjest Property s proposed to be demolished
and ramoved to allow for entablishmeant of the Speois] Use and related buildings and
improvements; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the original application materialy dated
September 16 and 19, 2016, and the City’s Staff Report partaining thersto, and following a joint
public hearing, duly acdvertised and eoudusted by the Planning Commission and City Counsll on
Octpber 11, 2016, the Commission voted o recormmend that City Couneil should deny the
requsstad Special Use; and

WHEREAS, upon conaiduration of the comments reseived during the joint public
hearing, the Planning Commission’s reconmmendation, the Staff Report, updated ehrough July §,
2017, end supplemental imntorlals provided by the Applisaut (dated June 9 and 12, 2017) as well
ap the faotors set forth within Sso. 34-157 of the City’s Zening Ondinancs, this Coimeil Andy and
dotermines that granting the requested apecial use permit subject to suitable conditions would
seeve the public necessity, conveniencs, genaral walfurs or good zoning practics; now, therefize,

BE I'T RESOLVED by the Counoil of the City of Charlottasvills, Virginia that, pursuant
to Clty Coda Seo, 34-480, 2 special uss paanit is hetaby approved and grantsd to authorlze 2
nwltifsmily dwelling containing not mors thay 87 dwelling units per acre {spproximately 127,02
units, maximum), sulyjeot to the following conditieny:

1. A maximum of IR0 badrooms shall be allowsd on the subject property. No owner or

operator of the multifunily dwelling shall satar into Iaase agresments with tenants on s
bedreom-by-bedroom bagls, Up to 50% of the resldentlal uits may be two-bedroom unlts,
All reyidential units will be sither one ar two-bedroom units.

2, The npplicant has notified the City that it has electsd to provids sffordabls housing unity
to eatiafy the raquirements of City Code S2e. 34-12, Each of the requived affordahls hoving
1unita shall be provided sither on-site or oif-sits, on land within the adjacent Downtown or
Dorwntown North Mixed Use Corridor zoning Districts,

1, No demelition of sxisting building(s) or improvamunts shall be sommenced prior to the
approval of a final sits plan and approval of & parmit authorizing land-disturbing activities
pasuant to City Cods Ssp, 10-9, Land divturbsanos assovisted with demolition shall bs
planned and taken into account within the stormwater management plan for the developmant,
28 part of 8 common plan of devalopment for the Subjsct Property.

4, Tha dealgn, helght, and other oharaateristion of the development shall remain, & all
muatstial aepects, as desaribed within the Application Materials, Any change in e of the
proposed building, and any aubstantial changs of the proposed development, shall raguire a
modification of this SUP—spocifically including, but without limitation, any change to ths
following matters depioted and/or repressntad within the Application Materials, as
supplowented twongh June 12, 2017

4. Tha provivion of two (2) opan air courtyards in the front and rear of the building, with
the feomt conrtyard visible feom B Jeffiwvon Street:

b, Tho provialon of theee (3) plazas: one along the sntire 10th Strest NE froutage; ous, 2t
the oprner of 10th Bireet NE and B Jofferson Sirests; and one, pt the sovner of 11th Steet
NE and Eaxt Jefforson Strests;

¢, The provision of dirsot padestrian acosss from Bast Jefferson Stroet to the on-vite
moans of access to the building;

ol Tho entirs snstern kalf of the bullding, as monsred slong the B Jefferson Strest
feontags, shall be a maximom of thres (3) atotiss in height;

¢, A building ssthack of at lesat 30 foet, along no leas than 30% of the building’s 10th
Strest NE and 11th Strest NE frontages,

P A building setback at least 30 feet along 1o lews than 25% of the aite’s B Jeiferson
Street fontags, and a ssthboek of at least 26 fest along the building’s remaining frontage
aleng B JoHerson Stesst,

§ Stepbacks:
(1) A stepback at teast 10 feet from the required mininmm 20 foo! wetbagk above
tha ssaond (2nd) story of the building, aleng 100% of the building’s 11% Streat
NLE. frontage, and

{ii) A stwpback ofat lvast 25 faet from the reguired minimum five (5) foot setbaele
abeyve the sscond story of the building, along 100% of the sestern half of the
bl lding’s B JefToreon Btreet frontage,

h. No mores than 15,000 sgnaes foet of commeroinl apeios shall be allowsd on the Bubject
Propecty.

3. All yirest tresey shall be & minimum of thres (3) inch ogliper at plmting. Regardless of
CRiopy e, dtrest trwen vhall ba spaced no more than 23 -feat spart on the 10th Steeet
NE and 11th Sitreet NE frontages, and no more than 35 foet apmt on the B Jefferson
Strast frontage.

6. Tha landowner shall provids the fllowing pedesttian facilities, along with a dedication of
land or suitubl @ perrmanent sasements:

2, Construction of sidewalk on 10th Street NE along tha antive frontage of the Sulject
Property, rninimum yeven {7) fiet i width, If the sidewalk oamot be construeted within
sxisting public fight-of-way, then a reduction of two {2) feet shall be appliad to the
building methack md stepbacky required fbr 10t Btwset NE by 2.0, Beg, 34-457 and
condition {4}, shove.

b, Constrnotion of surb exteusions o {1) the Lutersection of 10th Street NB and E
Jefferson Street adjroent to the Subjsct Property on bipth sides of the staggered
intarseetion, and (i) the intersection of 11th Street NI and E Jaffarson Stesets adjneent o
the Subjeot Property, all as shown in the site plan datsd Fune 9, 2017, Curb extensions
shall inoluds ADA-pomplinnt perpandicular purb ramps aligned with sach pedestrian
sromswall, A reoelving ADA-porpliant ourl mmp shpll be dustalled as necosssry on the
oppoxite wnd of sach pecesirian ceonswalk,

¢. Inatall high visibility crosswalks at a1l padsstrian ci:pesings at both the 10th Streat
NE and B Jeffarson Strest and 118k Strest NB and B Veiliraon Strest intorsactions, a3
shown in the provided site plan dated June 9, 2017.

d. Extend woncrete sidewalk accoss all driveway/alley satronces in full widthand ata
maxinmm two (2) percant ceoss slops, 23 shown in tha sits plan dated June 9, 2017,

». If such is approved by the City, mlocation of the sxiuting two way stop located at the
intarssotion of 11™ Strest NE and Little High Steest, in ordee to stop trnffic raveling on
Littls High Street, to an alternate location designated by the City Traffio Enginear,

P, Comytrustion of ourh extenyions and hgh visiblllty croywwalky at the interseotion of 11
Street NE and Little High Street. Curb exterions sha |l include ADA-compliant
parpandicular eurh ampss aligned with snch pedsatrian orosswalk, An ADA-pomplinnt
moivinﬁ':mrb rary shall be installed as nocossary o the opposits snd of sach pecieatrian
vromswalk,

g All of the iters sefarnced in {a)-() above shall be whown on the finad site plan foe the
development, and any dedicutions of land or conveyances of publio susements shall be
provited peior to final site plan approval. The TrufFio Haginser is anthorized to modify
the dimenaions of the facilities referenced in (o) througrh (), above, a2 necesaary to leave
adaciuate right-of-way availsbls for futore construction of bicyols laruss on 10th Strest
NE, Any such modification shall be shown within the -final site plan for the devalopment.
Plvel construstion plaus for the publlc facilitles referevced (n {a)-(1), whove will be
wubmitted to the Cliy’s Traffip Engineer for approval, prior o sommencement of
conytrustion.

7. All putdoor lighting and lght flxtures shall be fiull eut-0f7 liwminaires, Spillover light from
luminnires onto public roads and onto propenty adjacent pr:operty shall neit excesd ons-half
(4] foot onudle, A spillover shell be messursd horlzoutally and vertically: at the property line
or adige of right-of-way or sasement, whichever i3 closer t2 the light sounca,

¥, There shall te no vehicular acosss to the Subjsot Property fom the oxl sting alley
ponnepting the rear of the Subject Property to Little High Birest, No more them one (1)
vehioular aocasy point {"ourl cut) shall be allowsd on 11th Street NE, maless additional any
aooess point{y) on 1 1th Steeat NE are determined by the Ciity Trafflo Enginser to ba
necessary e the public safety,

9. Bioyels storags will ba provided on-site, to the standand s set forth within City Cods Seo,
34-BH1{2) of the Charlotteavills City Code (Bicycle Storagpe Facilities), or the moat currsnt
Bivyols Storags Favilities cods applicabls to this nmltiftmily dwelling at time of
davalopment,

18, Low impact developmant tachniques such as rain gardans and permsnble pavers shall be
constructed’ ustalled as part of the developwment, and the rature, locetion, and speolfloations
For gl yugh LID teehnigues shall be shown on the final wite plon,

11. The radevaloprment of the sulyject property shall inchdls the imstllation of solar sneegy
uyitems suffivient, at & ruinimm, to offiet the electeical wsags in the cormoen areas of the

davelopment,
12, For every 1,500 squars foet of conunersial space, thers shall be a reduiotion of one (1)

dwelling unit from the maximum number of dwelling units {127) allowsél under this ypacial
use perdt,

Approved by Counsll
Tuly 85,2017

N,
‘\j{Uu;}{. '\!z“m

Clatk o Council
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CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY LOCATION AND ELEVATION OF ALL UNDERGROUND
UTILITIES SHOWN ON PLANS IN AREAS OF CONSTRUCTION PRIOR TO STARTING
WORK. CONTACT ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY IF LOCATION OR ELEVATION IS DIFFERENT
FROM THAT SHOWN ON THE PLANS, IF THERE APPEARS TO BE A CONFLICT, AND
UPON DISCOVERY OF ANY UTILITY NOT SHOWN ON THE PLANS.

ANY SIDEWALK AND/OR CURB DAMAGE IDENTIFIED IN THE SITE VICINITY DUE TO
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AS DETERMINED BY THE CITY INSPECTOR SHALL
BE REPAIRED AT THE CONTRACTOR’S EXPENSE.

ALL SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE MUTCD.

A TEMPORARY STREET CLOSURE PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR CLOSURE OF SIDEWALKS,
PARKING SPACES AND ROADWAYS AND IS SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE CITY
TRAFFIC ENGINEER.

SITE AND BUILDING CONSTRUCTION SHALL MEET 2006 IBC SECTION 3409 FOR
ACCESSIBILITY AND VA USBC 103.3 FOR CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY.

LEGEND
ROADS

EXISTING CULVERT
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These plans and associated documents are the exclusive property of COLLINS ENGINEERING and may not be reproduced in whole or in part and shall not be used for any purpose whatsoever, inclusive, but not limited to construction, bidding, and/or construction staking without the express written consent of COLLINS ENGINEERING.



bidding, and/or construction staking without the express written consent of COLLINS ENGINEERING.

but not limited to construction,

, inclusive,

TAX MAP NUMBER ADJOINING OWNER INFORMATION ADDRESS ZONING USE IDENTIFICATION . " DEMOLITION NOTES:
\ I 1. PRIOR TO DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTION, A FIRE PREVENTION PLAN MEETING MUST OCCUR AND A FIRE
530276000 WRIGHT BROTHERS HOLDINGS, INC 315 10TH STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING A “ \ ‘v . PREVENTION PLAN MUST BE SUBMITTED TO AND APPROVED BY THE FIRE MARSHAL.
530280000 DE MAIO, THOMAS J 934 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING B ’\‘ v R 2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSUME RESPONSIBILITY FOR ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITIES NOT SHOWN ON THIS
540128000 PEOPLE PLACES INCORPORATED 1002 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING C \ | PLAN SHEET AND SHALL DEMOLISH ALL DISCOVERED UTILITIES AS REQUIRED.
540129000 MILBY, JOSEPH T & LINDSAY 1004 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING D b | 3. %EDCE?E‘RT&%E%ESG;LT‘E"ETEF?U’éﬁBF:/TfFl’lﬁ%GAF;LT\S(A'}‘F'TE’;T;(TTIE‘Q’;R\ﬁl'ﬁlfzfsNE'fN'\gé'l\'sH&f/fAsGLg FD 1O REMAIN
540130000 CRESS, ROY L, TRUSTEE 1006 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING E | | CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT THE ENGINEER. '
540131000 CHANCEY, RIEBELING, SMILEY & WILEY, LLC 1008 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING F [ — ! | N i\ 4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL EXAMINE THE STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY OF EXISTING STORM SEWER STRUCTURES TO
540132000 1014 EJS, LLC 1014 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING G w‘ 1 E\‘ REMAIN AND REPLACE TOPS AS NECESSARY. THIS CONDITION SHALL BE REFLECTED IN THE CONTRACTOR BID.
( |
540133000 MOE, LLC 1020 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING H | N > e UL roa a oF WrER SLATED FOR DEMOLITION SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE
540168000 AJGAONKAR, ASHOK D 1100 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING I \ ‘ ‘ 6. UTILITIES THAT ARE DISCONNECTéD SHALL BE PROPERLY ABANDON.ED AT THE MAIN LINE. FOR WATER SERVICE
540190000 LAMAR, PHILIPS S TR-E JEFF LD TR 1101 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 OFFICE BUILDING ) \ | 2 LINES, THE CORP STOP MUST BE TURNED OFF AT THE MAIN LINE AND THE SERVICE DISCONNECTED FROM THE
540125000 MANEGOLD PROPERTY, LLC 319 11TH ST. NE, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 OFFICE BUILDING K ! | \0\@/‘ MAIN. FOR SEWER LATERALS, THE LATERAL TAP MUST BE SEALED AT THE MAIN LINE SO THAT IT IS WATER TIGHT
540126000 ARORA, NARINDER S & KAWALJ 308 10TH ST. NE, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING L | I T L R D er e A O D e ey o
—— svo —— svo —— —s —— ’ ’
GENERAL NOTES: ' e FILLED WITH STONE AND COVERED, ALL TAPS MUST BE LOCATED AND DISCONNECTED PER PROCEDURE ABOVE.
1. NO FLOODPLAIN EXISTS ON THE SUBJECT SITE PER FEMA FLOODPLAIN MAP # 51003C0288D DATED FEBRUARY 4, 2005. =N 7. EXISTING ROOF DRAINS SLATED TO BE DEMOLISHED SHALL BE DISCONNECTED AND REMOVED; ROOFDRAINS TO
2. NO STREAM BUFFER EXISTS ON THE SUBJECT PROPERTY. il N BE REROUTED AS SHOWN ON THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS.
3. BEFORE BEGINNING SITE WORK, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INVESTIGATE AND VERIFY THE EXISTENCE AND LOCATION % N 8. EXISTING DOMINION OVERHEAD/UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC LINES AND OVERHEAD UTILITIES TO THE EXISTING
OF UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, AND OTHER CONSTRUCTION AFFECTING THE m ‘\ N BUILDING SHALL BE DISCONNECTED AND REROUTED AS PROPOSED ON THE UTILITY PLAN SHEET.
WORK. BEFORE CONSTRUCTION THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE LOCATION AND INVERT ELEVATIONS AT POINTS Pt \ \ &%\‘ 9. ANY EXISTING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS SHALL BE DRAINED BY THE OWNER, AND THE CONTRACTOR
OF CONNECTION OF SANITARY SEWER, STORM SEWER, AND WATER-SERVICE PIPING; UNDERGROUND ELECTRICAL — | ! . SHALL FILL AND TANKS SHALL REMAIN.
SERVICES, AND OTHER UTILITIES. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH LOCATION DATA FOR WORK RELATED TO PROJECT n P 0P 49648 | | 10. VSFP 1404.1 - SMOKING TO BE ALLOWED IN ONLY DESIGNATED SPACES WITH PROPER RECEPTACLES.
THAT MUST BE PERFORMED BY PUBLIC UTILITIES SERVING THE PROJECT SITE. :| fa891 11. VSFP 1404.2 - WASTE DISPOSAL OF COMBUSTIBLE DEBRIS SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE BUILDING AT THE END o~
4. ALL WATER AND SANITARY SEWER LATERALS SHALL BE IDENTIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR AND ABANDONED BACK TO = ] AR OF EACH WORKDAY. - |
THE MAIN WATER LINE AND SANITARY SEWER LINES. NEW SERVICES SHALL BE INSTALLED FOR THE PROPOSED 1 [ 12. VSFP 1410.1-ACCESS TO THE BUILDING DURING DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE MAINTAINED. o<
BUILDINGS. () \ I 13. VSFP 1404.6 - CUTTING AND WELDING. OPERATIONS INVOLVING THE USE OF CUTTING AND WELDING SHALL BE |-
5. 'CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY SIZES, TYPES & LOCATIONS OF EXISTING WATER LINES. > L A DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CHAPTER 26, OF THE INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE, ADDRESSING WELDING AND Z oo
6. THE MISS UTILITY DESIGN TICKET NUMBER IS #01549 B219201116-00B. — | Lo HOTWORK OPERATIONS. =2 ks
I — - f\ RN || 14. VSFP 1414.1-FIRE EXTINGUISHERS SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH NOT LESS THAN ONE APPROVED PORTABLE FIRE o |[E|S|a
1 ‘ TR L EXTINGUISHER AT EACH STAIRWAY ON ALL FLOOR LEVELS WHERE COMBUSTIBLE MATERIALS HAVE 200
‘ rm TEXISTING 8"+ | : Q= B
J < TC SANITARY| = ACCUMULATED. W |3 =
' ' SEWER | I~ '] | 15. REQUIRED VEHICLE ACCESS FOR FIREFIGHTING SHALL BE PROVIDED TO ALL CONSTRUCTION OR DEMOLITION ooz |
" —; IR SITES. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO WITHIN 100 FEET OF TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FIRE 2 z|2 =
. | A [ 2 e DEPARTMENT CONNECTIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE PROVIDED BY EITHER TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT 2|28
' \ A ROADS, CAPABLE OF SUPPORTING VEHICLE LOADING UNDER ALL WEATHER CONDITIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL o S |2 8|
! l | [ 5 BE MAINTAINED UNTIL PERMANENT FIRE APPARATUS ACCESS ROADS ARE AVAILABLE. D7
; N | | L}l ] 16. VSFP1408.1 PROGRAM SUPERINTENDENT. THE OWNER SHALL DESIGNATE A PERSON TO BE THE FIRE =i ala
ol PORTION OF EXISTING SIDEWALK TO BE REMOVED L ‘\ I 49 PREVENTION PROGRAM SUPERINTENDENT WHO SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE FIRE PREVENTION PROGRAM | () 9| &
[T fea— oo [ N 35°00'03"E AND REPLACED WITH A NEW ENTRANCE B e o | J AND ENSURE THAT IT IS CARRIED OUT THROUGH COMPLETION OF THE PROJECT. THE FIRE PREVENTION i D=
| | ~ = 10.00' = R . 31 PROGRAM SUPERINTENDENT SHALL HAVE THE AUTHORITY TO ENFORCE THE PROVISIONS OF THIS CHAPTER AND & |
N | S 54°23'30"E R Ny, 1 OTHER PROVISIONS AS NECESSARY TO SECURE THE INTENT OF THIS CHAPTER. WHERE GUARD SERVICE IS >
=] [l IE - B PROVIDED, THE SUPERINTENDENT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE GUARD SERVICE. LLl
| o ExisTING 12 DiPwiL | 132.97' .| =%l | 17. VSFP 1408.2 PREFIRE PLANS. THE FIRE PREVENTION PROGRAM SUPERINTENDENT SHALL DEVELOP AND MAINTAIN
|t e / | SRR NS AN APPROVED PREFIRE PLAN IN COOPERATION WITH THE FIRE CHIEF. THE FIRE CHIEF AND THE FIRE CODE m
T . — | | B LT OFFICIAL SHALL BE NOTIFIED OF CHANGES AFFECTING THE UTILIZATION OF INFORMATION CONTAINED IN SUCH
1521.38| . | ; oL PREFIRE PLANS.
e o) 16 2 RN L = g%
IBT ; | LA 9 IS | i T.Shs?g& | 1| | 18. ASITE SPECIFIC FIRE PREVENTION PLAN SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE FIRE MARSHAL'S OFFICE PRIOR TO
1| 521.43. FENS ‘ + I | ‘; s COMMENCEMENT OF ANY DEMOLITION/CONSTRUCTION.
T 3\ 513. | 3 "1 | 19. BUILDINGS BEING DEMOLISHED. WHERE A BUILDING IS BEING DEMOLISHED AND A STANDPIPE IS EXISTING
1 518.03 FC ALL EXISTING 3 S WITHIN SUCH A BUILDING, SUCH STANDPIPE SHALL BE MAINTAINED IN AN OPERABLE CONDITION SO AS TO BE
. 42 ,- TREES TO BE | N AVAILABLE FOR USE BY THE FIRE DEPARTMENT. SUCH STANDPIPE SHALL BE DEMOLISHED WITH THE BUILDING
| FICFIC | REMOVED | RN A€ BUT SHALL NOT BE DEMOLISHED MORE THAN ONE FLOOR BELOW THE FLOOR BEING DEMOLISHED.
/] ‘# | / | e R 2| | FIRE DEPARTMENT CONSTRUCTION & DEMOLITION NOTES:
T 522.69 — 36 - 8| 1. SMOKING TO BE ALLOWED IN ONLY DESIGNATED SPACES WITH PROPER RECEPTACLES.
| ee ! EXISTING ASPHALT PARKING TOP 512.41 ‘ \ | {.|| 2. WASTE DISPOSAL OF COMBUSTIBLE DEBRIS SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE BUILDING AT THE END OF EACH NN N
s siFeN 10751745 , 4520.68 FC Yn e o AREA & CURB TO BE DEMOLISHED i 55%6676411 ‘ | o8 aSTEDIS w B[22
7 552 41 | o18. 10508 ‘z . 7i1l| 3. ACCESS TO THE BUILDING DURING DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE MAINTAINED. 5|2 SRS
d EXISTING SIDEWALK \ \ ~|*F|| 4. OPERATIONS INVOLVING THE USE OF CUTTING AND WELDING SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CHAPTER © | S| 5
L ' TO BE REMOVED 1516.86 EXISTING STORM | | S 26, OF THE INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE, ADDRESSING WELDING AND HOTWORK OPERATIONS.
/| ! L < | SEWER TO BE REMOVED 51, 3 \ | “ ||| 5. FIRE EXTINGUISHERS SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH NOT LESS THAN ONE APPROVED PORTABLE FIRE EXTINGUISHER
EXISTING WATERLINE | j | [ | EXISTING ENTRANCE TO AN \ . N, NE AT EACH STAIRWAY ON ALL FLOOR LEVELS WHERE COMBUSTIBLE MATERIALS HAVE ACCUMULATED.
1 ; | BE RELOCATED |5¢4.54 FC " | lH| 6 REQUIRED VEHICLE ACCESS FOR FIRE FIGHTING SHALL BE PROVIDED TO ALL CONSTRUCTION OR DEMOLITION
. . | | a8 SITES. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO WITHIN 100 FEET OF TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FIRE =
o 522.87 Y | | \ \ S DEPARTMENT CONNECTIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE PROVIDED BY EITHER TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT w o
| | ‘ | w \ \ Re ROADS, CAPABLE OF SUPPORTING VEHICLE LOADING UNDER ALL WEATHER CONDITIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS N <E
EXISTING GASLINE = | - _Eé'g;'gg\%\%gg \}‘ | : ~|L}{___ SHALL BE MAINTAINED UNTIL PERMANENT FIRE APPARATUS ACCESS ROADS ARE AVAILABLE. C'*\) |
$/522.93 Fﬁ'_l' | =}0.92 FC | \ ~ Il 4
b | | \\ | | Z
[ | i | \ \ ! | Ik
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and/or construction staking without the express written consent of COLLINS ENGINEERING.
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; | ‘ ' . LANDSCAPING NOTES:
SITE NOTES: BN RN RN RER B || H |PLANT SCHEDULE = - . ] .. 1. CONTRACTOR TO USE EXTREME CARE AND CAUTION AS NOT TO DAMAGE ANY TREES
1. ALL SIDEWALKS AND WALKWAYS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM CLEAR WIDTH OF 5' M ATCHLINE\Y 10TH STREET, CANGPY MATCHLINE. 11TH STREET al SCHEDULED TO REMAIN OUTSIDE LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION. PROPERTY LINE SERVES AS
2. ALL WALKWAY CROSSINGS SHALL MEET MINIMUM ADA ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS. SEE THIS SHEET SYM BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE CANOPY 3 ‘ .
sf QUANTITY i EE THIS SHEET . 2. NO CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT OR STORAGE SHALL OCCUR WITHIN DRIPLINE OF EXISTING
3. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN A TEMPORARY STREET CLOSURE PERMIT FOR CLOSURE OF ) \ (sf) COVERAGE (sf) z ‘ O TREES. PRIOR TO MOBILIZATION CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT (LA)
SIDEWALKS, PARKING SPACES & ROADWAYS SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE CITY TRAFFIC ; | . | \ \ . TO DISCUSS TREE PROTECTION EFFORTS. ALL TREE PROTECTION MEASURES SHALL BE
ENGINEER PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION IN THESE EXISTING AREAS. | \ > TREES | . A L AL i ag
| | %) o
4. ALL SIGNING & PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE INSTALLED CONSISTENT WITH MUTCD STANDARDS. | \ . CK CLADRASTIS KENTUKEA AMERICAN YELLOWOOD 3" cal 289 7 2,023 \ (I B P ADVISE LA AND TREE ARBORIST IF_ ANY OCCUR. 5 SCOTT R. COLLINSZ
| 5. RAMPS OVER 30" IN ELEVATION CHANGE REQUIRE HANDRAILS. | \ . \ | | 3. CONTRACTOR TO NOTIFY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AND/OR TREE ARBORIST 48—HOURS IN No. 35791
. SUANGES N LEVEL GREATER THAN  HIGH SHALBE RANPED AND SHALL COMPLY T 05 c ok e [nuacoran LTILE LG oo 2 : = L (RIBIC O i SORGTUCHON il o ML Y S SO >
] ] = | 2 .
7. CONTRAGTOR AND OWNER SHALL CONTAGT IRENE PETERSON OF GHARLOTTESVILLE GAS BEFORE “ \ BN BETULIA NIGRA RIVER BIRCH 10-12'ht 397 2 3273 \ N ol ONCE WORK HAS BEEN COMPLETED. NO WORK SHALL BE DONE WITHIN DRIPLINE OF
" GAS SERVICE 1S NEEDED » \ AP AESCULUS PAVIA RED BUCKEYE 6-7' ht 151 4 604 | N EXISTING TREES UNLESS APPROVED BY TREE ARBORIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR
. | 3 | v © ! .
8. CONTRACTOR SHALL ENSURE ALL FIRE HYDRANTS, FIRE PUMP TEST HEADERS, FIRE DEPARTMENT J \ . cC CERCIS CANADENSIS REDBUD 6-7' ht 124 17 7108 -In \ | 4. ALL WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY THE CONTRACTOR WITHIN THE DRIPLINE OF ANY EXISTING
CONECTIONS AND FIRE S PPRESSION SYSTEM CONTROL VALVES (WHEN PROVIDED) SHaLL | L ' Tuls | ] T S B A AL B I W e S 10 SIS
REMAIN CLEAR AND UNOBSTRUCTED BY LANDSCAPING, PARKING OR OTHER OBJECTS. NO TREES | | ;. SHRUBS L\ = | NO DAMACE WILL_BE DONE TO THE EXISTING TREES. THE PREFERRED METHOD FOR CF
igﬁtb\ ;B\IEC Eg,-ANTED THAT WOULD OBSTRUCT OR INTERFERE WITH ACCESS TO THE ABOVE FIRE | \ AB ABELIA GRANDIFLORA GLOSSY ABELIA 18" ht min 14 21 204 : | | GRADED MAY"BE DONE WITH A SMALL ESEE?M&@&TTEE'?EAN%"%E’EC,ISSOE?S iscuss
" \ IC ILEX CORNUTA 'DWARF BURFORD' |DWARF BURFORD HOLLY 18" ht min 14 6 84 it | L e COMMENCING ANY SUCH WORK'WITHIN DESIGNATED TREE PROTECTION AREAS OR WITHIN
LANDSCAPING NOTES: f Lt " ht mi ' QR | | & 5. ALL PLANTS HAVING A QUANTITY GREATER THAN ONE(1) SHALL BE MATCHED AND
1. ALL DUMPSTERS SHALL BE SCREENED WITH AN ENCLOSURE AT A MINIMUM HEIGHT OF ONE (1) FOOT 3 \ { IG ILEX GLABRA INKBERRY HOLLY 18" ht min 23 83 1,909 ) i éi/;/q“ SUPPLIED FROM THE SAME SOURCE (PER SPECIES). X
ABOVE THE HEIGHT OF THE DUMPSTER AND WITH A MINIMUM INSIDE CLEARANCE AT THE OPENING J \ EVERGREEN TREES \ e | 6. CONTACT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AT THE TIME OF PLANT MATERIAL DELIVERY, BEFORE ANY
OF TWELVE (12) FEET. | \ R N L EX o NELLIE R STEVENS |NELL|E STEVENS HOLLY |5 — 2 o1 o . SUBSTITUTIONS OR CHANGES, IF SCHEDULED TYPES ARE UNAVAILABLE, AND FOLLOWING
X' ' '-7' ht. , = N INSTALLATION. ALL PLANT SUBSTITUTIONS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE
2. ALL PLANTINGS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM HEIGHT OF EIGHTEEN (18) INCHES WHEN PLANTED. | \ — “ | R O R e N TOF ORDERY.
PLANTINGS SHALL BE EVENLY SPACED IN A ROW, AT INTERVALS SUFFICIENT TO ALLOW FOR THEIR | s TOTAL CANOPY: 15,271 -7 \ i 7. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL INSPECT AND APPROVE ALL PLANT MATERIAL AT TWE OF
HEALTHY GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT. " 1 N
| . ooy Vo = IN. | NOTIFY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 48—HOURS PRIOR TO DELIVERY.
s $8$ﬁt E/T\FS{E;EFTEEETESSOQE%EEE& 1gTH STREET AND 11TH STREET ROAD FRONTAGE = 730" ’ 2| 1 Total site area: 61,464 SF x 10% = 6,146 SF (REQUIRED CANOPY SQUARE FOOTAGE) \ \ *%»\‘x 8. PLANT LOCATIONS TO BE REEVALUATED AND REVISED, IF NECESSARY, AFTER FINISHED
. [ . ’ =09, | | n G.
STREET TREES PROVIDED: (18) PROPOSED STREET TREES J /| \ AN 9. MULCH IN PLANTERS AND PLANTING BEDS TO BE CLEAN AND FREE FROM PEST AND ~
4. NOTE, NO TREES TO BE MAINTAINED BY THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE ! I 2| 2 B 0P 496.48 | \ DISEASES. MULCH SHALL BE APPLIED TO A 2—INCH DEPTH. MULCH RINGS 24—INCHES MIN. N | =
5. LARGE STREET TREES SHALL BE PLANTED WITHIN A PLANTING STRIP WITH A MINIMUM OF 8' WIDE, [ ‘ 'l | W 48911 \ | IN DIAMETER ARE TO BE PLACED AROUND ALL TREES NOT LOCATED IN PLANTING BEDS. oo
AND SOIL VOLUME OF 900 CF PER TREE, WITH A SPACING OF 30' MIN. l g | P 491.57 | f 10. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY ALL QUANTITIES BETWEEN PLAN AND PLANT LIST AND REPORT o|d
89.26 | \ : —
6. FIRE HYDRANTS, FIRE PUMP TEST HEADERS, FIRE DEPARTMENT CONNECTIONS AND FIRE (¥ & b 4 I ANY DISCREPANCIES TO THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO ORDERING. = ola
LANDSCAPING, PARKING AND OTHER OBJECTS. LANDSCAPING IN THESE VICINITIES SHALL NOT el m | T ' fouEouners associamon, - - 1 O A SHAL B WAERES BT T 22 8
ENCROACH WITHIN A FIVE (5) FOOT RADIUS ON MATURITY ‘ | Vi \ \ | 12. PROPOSED STREET TREES SHALL BE LOCATED OUTSIDE OF THE SIGHT DISTANCE TRIANGLE 5 |E|S <
: ’ g | % \ ‘ \ (SDT), AS SHOWN. SHOULD FINAL PLACEMENT OF TREES, OR EXISTING STREET TREES SR I=R
[\ [ @ R I LOCATED WITHIN PUBLIC ROW, BE LOCATED WITHIN THE SDT THAN THEY SHALL BE LIMBED SIS B
BUILDING NOTES: ‘ [ > T N N UP TO 18"—72" & THE CALIPERS SHALL BE CONFIRMED TO BE 3” IN MINIMUM DIAMETER. wlolz|S
1. EACH PARKING DECK ENTRANCE SHALL PROVIDE ACCESS TO ALL LEVELS OF PARKING. ’ o| 20 0 10 20 40 80 o) ‘ EXISTING 8 b& ‘ SHOULD THIS NOT BE POSSIBLE, THAN THE STREET TREE(s) SHALL BE REPLACED TO m w | D |Ww |5
ACCESSES SHALL BE ADA COMPLIANT WITH ELEVATORS. 7| TCSANITARY, | - ACCOMMODATE THE SDT AT THE DISCRETION OF THE CITY PLANNER & ENGINEER. clniz =
2. SEE SHEET 4 FOR DETAILS ON THE PARKING DECKS FOR THE BUILDING. / |» E | SEWER | i Y z z |2 5 =
3. EXTERIOR WALLS SHALL HAVE FIRE RESISTANT RATINGS AND THE PERCENT OPENINGS ALLOWED o \ I POLICE NOTES: = B O
ALONG THE SAME WALLS CLOSE TO A PROPERTY LINE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH VA A e =5~ ( IN FEET ) = - — “J4—] 1 LIGHTING IS RECOMMENDED TO ENHANCE THE BUILDING SECURITY BY PROVIDING o 2 Z 0|
BUILDING CODE TABLE 602 & TABLE 704. THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, DETAILS { i % { inch = 20  ft NOTE: NO ACCESS CONNECTIO N E NATURAL SURVEILLANCE AT NIGHT. LUMINAIRES SHOULD BE PLACED BY COURTYARDS, i o a
| o | \ - . oo - | ! | X X
& PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS REQUIREMENT IS MET. ’ o | ] TO THE EXISTING ALLEY SHALL 1 o | oo STAIRWAYS, STEPS AND ENTRANCES. LUMINAIRES SHALL COMPLY WITH DARK SKY o | aln
4. GUARDRAILS SHALL BE INSTALLED & IN ACCORDANCE WITH BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS | (| | BE ALLOWED < | ! 2. LANDSCAPING SHALL BE MAINTAINED AND PRUNED TO 5' TO 6' FRO THE GROUND TO u) g | @
WHERE WALL HEIGHTS EXCEED 30" BETWEEN UPPER AND LOWER GRADES. THIS INCLUDES, BUT } | PROPOSED RE-2 PROPOSED RE-2 ENTRANCE. PER — - \ |3 CANOPY TO ALLOW NATURAL SURVEILLANCE OF THE BUILDING. ALL SHRUBS SHALL BE S| g
IS NOT LIMITED TO THE PROPOSED PARKING GARAGE LEVELS. ALL WALLS PRESENTLY ' i “ENTRANCE, PER c‘ CITY STANDARDS. NOTE. A MAX. OF 2% N\ - .3 : L MAINTAINED AT 2' TO 3' IN HEIGHT TO PREVENT AREAS OF HIDING OR AMBUSH. TREE LIMBS | ] W
PROPOSED ARE AFFIXED TO THE BUILDING. THE ARCHITECT SHALL FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, T s‘ - , . ° N | O SHALL BE TRIMMED AT LEAST 2' FROM THE BUILDING TO PREVENT CLIMBING AND GIVING o
DETAILS & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS REQUIREMENT IS MET. “ KEFFY STANDARDS. || _ SHALL EXTEND ACROSS ENTRANCE jm—" I+ 1 2§ ACCESS TO THE ROOF. LANDSCAPING SHOULDN'T BLOCK VIEWS OF THE WINDOWS.
5. PER BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS, THE MINIMUM HEIGHT CLEARANCE AT PARKING GARAGE J NOTE, A MAX. OF 2% 28 IN FOR PEDESTRIAN ACCESS | I PROPOSED 3. SECURING COURTYARDS WITH DECORATIVE METAL FENCE THAT UTILIZES AN ELECTRONIC | B} J
DOORS & HANDICAP PARKING SPACES IS 98". THE CONTRACTOR & ARCHITECT SHALL ENSURE $H A'—L EXTEND ACROSS T T S~ — , \ el KEY FAB FOR THE NORMAL USER TO ACCESS IS RECOMMENDED. OUT SWINGING DOORS
FINAL DESIGN & ASBUILT CONSTRUCTION ADHERES TO THIS, AND ALL, BUILDING CODE ‘ “ ENTRANCE TO PRI | ! STORM 5 SHOULD HAVE SECURITY LATCH GUARD PLATES INSTALLED TO PREVENT TAMPERING AND m
REQUIREMENTS. = g - ENTRANCE FOR PARKING GARAGE 1505 =/ MANHOLE | LATCH PRYING.
6. ALL ACCESSIBLE ROUTES SHALL HAVE A SURFACE(s) THAT MEET THE STANDARDS OUTLINED IN J o PEDESTRIAN 17 . 4. CONTROLLED ACCESS IS RECOMMENDED FOR THE PARKING GARAGES WITH A ROLL DOWN
THE 2010 ADA STANDARDS FOR ACCESSIBLE DESIGN, SECTIONS 301 & 302. CURRENTLY ALL : “ | ACCESS PRIVATE ALLEY ‘ { A ‘ 5 GATE. IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE PARKING GARAGE COMPLY WITH IES LIGHTING FOR
PROPOSED ACCESSIBLE ROUTES ARE INTERNAL TO THE BUILDING. THE ARCHITECT SHALL [521. 5{5‘ FC A N o N g‘ “ PARKING FACILITIES STANDARDS.
FURNISH FINAL DESIGN, DETAILS & PLANS FOR CITY APPROVAL ENSURING THIS REQUIREMENT IS | A DN ADAD yiE = b & T\&ngwdg ! 5. SECURITY CAMERAS ON THE EXTERIOR OF THE BUILDING ARE RECOMMENDED.
MET. ; : ~ — os 5 490, 5
7. ARCHITECT SHALL ENSURE THE BUILDING's FLOOR & GROUND SURFACES ARE STABLE, FIRM & 5203% 0%/ A = e = 14 - oL W ATE \ | | \
SLIP RESISTANT AND COMPLY WITH THE 2010 ADA STANDARDS FOR ACCESSIBLE DESIGN, | ExisTING 12 = _ =56 ——T I\ ———r AN ‘ _— =l _ _ — RP\\—\'E l | 14[; , L, ‘
SECTION 302. o " DIP WL | ‘
8. REFUSE SHALL BE COLLECTED VIA TRASH CHUTE(s) AND DUMPSTER(s) LOCATED WITHIN THE g RIVAT & ® b5 (,//‘\(;\po( \ \ o |
PARKING DECK. | EXISTING & b= = il 24 Bl AN \ it =
9. THE PARKING GARAGE DECKS SHALL HAVE ELEVATORS, WHICH WILL PROVIDE ACCESSIBILITY TO c | RIGHT-OF-WAY AU— N ﬂ N ﬂ 5 [ @NT : \‘ EN I~
THE REMAINDER OF THE BUILDING. SEE FINAL ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR DETAILS. ‘® )59 I 8% M o LG Tryp « ‘ \ b | pRQPOS ...u 5l6' STORM w|S|Z |2
10.BUILDINGS EQUIPPED WITH A STANDPIPE SYSTEM SHALL BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH c [ TOP %267 NfC,E)/_J © -2 (TYP.) 2 s \ INLET- WIT Ele|N|9
SECTION 905 AND SHALL HAVE A FIRE HYDRANT WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT doo [31>FON | Ho 5;'7 5 e o | | \ \ 1 PIPE .| L 5321323
CONNECTIONS. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH THE ARCHITECT FOR FINAL LOCATIONS. ' | s | '| ‘t’SﬂT'NG A — —_— i a ! = | | © 5|5
11.BUILDINGS WITH FOUR OR MORE STORIES IN HEIGHT SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH NOT LESS THAN = PROPOSED 7 PROPOSED ROW TO BE / o X)) T
ONE STANDPIPE FOR USE DURING CONSTRUCTION. SUCH STANDPIPES SHALL BE INSTALLED | PUBLIC CONC. DEDICATED TO CITY OF UPPER GARAGE LOWER GARAGE 1 AP \ 7
WHEN THE PROGRESS OF CONSTRUCTION IS NOT MORE THAN 40 FEET IN HEIGHT ABOVE THE | SDWK WITHIN CHARLOTTESVILLE (1' e ENTRANCE PROPOSED STREET \ \‘ :
LOWEST LEVEL OF FIRE DEPARTMENT ACCESS. SUCH STANDPIPE SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH FIRE [ NEW ROW BEHIND 10TH & E. ELEV.=501.0" TREE. SEE RG] | ,
DEPARTMENT HOSE CONNECTIONS AT ACCESSIBLE LOCATIONS ADJACENT TO USABLE STAIRS. g . JEFEERSON STREET ELEV.=511.0' o 5 : : LANDSCAPING NOTE gBise + DROPOSED STEPS _
SUCH STANDPIPES SHALL BE EXTENDED AS CONSTRUCTION PROGRESSES TO WITHIN ONE FLOOR = 230" g PUBLIC SIDEWALK) #12 ON THIS SHEET. 504.5% FC | RE o)) Z
OF THE HIGHEST POINT OF CONSTRUCTION HAVING SECURED DECKING OR FLOORING. f ‘ ‘ g 15
‘ TRAVEL PAR N \,7. <
12. THE ENTIRE EASTERN HALF OF THE BUILDING, AS SHOWN AND MEASURED ALONG THE EAST g ] 7K| SECONDARY @ @ SECONDARY | it ~ <
JEFFERSON STREET FRONTAGE, SHALL BE A MAXIMUM OF THREE (3) STORIES IN HEIGHT. THE LANES 522.8 PEDESTRIAN COURTYARD PEDESTRIAN EX. PUBLIC CONC. 5 ]
WESTERN HALF OF THE BUILDING IS PROPOSED TO BE 5 STORIES IN HEIGHT. ‘ ENTRANCE ENTRANCE | SDWK. WITHIN ROW |. ™
PROPOSED PLAZA SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED WITH j[ : \ g% al
A BRICK PAVER MATERIAL. PROPOSED PLAZA = / \ .
AREA = 1,850 sf (ROUGHLY 133'L x 15'W) ] 5 = PROPOSED MIXED-USE ‘ S AN LL]
14 S o BUILDING \ ﬂ' I
O =] =28 == ' [ |
- >~ ﬁ | —
RO ND SIDEWALK Lo i S e PROPOSED PRIVATE 4' WIDE 9 20 ™ —
IMPROVEMENTS o7 NOTE #12 ON THIS SHEET. MIN. CONC. WALKWAY (TYP.) ‘ N , 0p)
CONTRACTOR TO REMOV | SECONDARY IV \\ % 7" .
EXISTING CURB CUT/& REPLACE 3 PEDESTRIAN £ \_ ‘ AN Z
THE CURB WITH NEW CITY CG-2. L EXISTING FIRE ENTRANCE e e e S 6 CC \ = > . N
CONTRACTOR TO REPLACE THE ; HYDRANT MIXED-USE BUILDING \ | Py N o —
EXISTING RAMP WITH A NEW ADA | SANIER TG YIEh s Pl ORI 507.37 |FC s= m o))
COURTYARD AREA = 900 sf 27 = -
COMPLIANT CG-12 WITH RAMPS & , , ; ‘ =3
(ROUGHLY 45'L x 25'W) | of ¢ QY =
STRIPED PEDESTRIAN ‘ | ‘ LL]
CROSSWALK. ’ , , ’ ’ i LOBBY ENTRANCE LOBBY ENTRANCE L To | AN <
Ly LOBBY B v a'd
PROPOSED m S cR ¢ —
PROPOSED COURTYARD SHALL BE °. Sm < 0O
‘ CG-12 CONSTRUCTED WITH A PERMEABLE % \ cmo > (al
: ) PAVER MATERIAL. PROPOSED | -3 /RTYARD/ BUILDING PRIMARY © o
. . CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE : S COURTYARD AREA = 1,400 sf ‘ PEDESTRIAN \ \ \‘ pe - m LD
T T L1 EXISTING NON-COMPLIANT ADA " g S (ROUGHLY w\ ENTRANCE /I\EL%/ =521.0 ENTRANCE SIS I S | Z L_IlJ =
- /N = \ | \ 9
SETBACK Lot P e @\ = SETBACK D STEPS 3 = | —
" | | ‘ J
< | — :
NVATERDNE LATERAL WITH 2" OONE¢ L — S LL] <
EXISTING
NVATER METER :
. OCATED WITHIN A PUBLIC ESMT %> | RIGHT- OF-WAY CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE EXISTING 0 Z O
BRICK PAVER PROPOSED ROWTOBE %' B : \ CURB CUT & REPLACE iT WITH A NEW L @p)
T CGo (TYP) DEDICATED TO CITY OF CONNECT PROPOSED WATERLINE . t (. © ADA COMPLIANT CG-12 WITH RAMPS & — I_ a)
' CURB CHARLOTTESVILLE (7' IATERAL WITH A 6"x4" TS & V-AND . Vo | STRIPED PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALK. —
| SEglolerary -~ EEABAN I NSTALL A 4" G.V. WITH LATERAL 509,11 £ o |=
S5 59 FON PEDESTRIAN JEFFERSON|STREET NS o SECONDARY \ \ EXISTING 6" DIP W/L O
e PUBLIC SIDEWALK) TALLATION. SECONDARY PEDESTRIAN . 1 < <C
o SECONDARY PEDESTRIAN ENTRANCE 1AP | D: ol —
—~ 3 AB PEDESTRIAN ENTRANCE
CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE — [ S | PROPOSED <L < 0O
EXISTING GURB CUT & REPLACE —4 BN RAN CE1 = LITTLE HIGH T
LITTLE HIGH THE CURB WITH NEW CITY CG-2. 1 —CG-12 STREET » ‘ =
STREET _“GONTRACTOR TO REF};LACE THE = \ @ @) I_ <C
“EXISTING RAMP WITH A NEW ADA’ 3 ‘ | I I! ! Ijl
- 412 WITH RAMPS & ‘ \9 ) — I O — T | I I LLl
— - D PEDESTRIAN -~ e PROPOSED e T e ; = ; |
@ ’ CROSSWALK: CG-12 - 20 NOL T, % YN T T N # . . | | | « LL]
‘; M} S/EOTB AC 1 < “’\ , \‘ 2 m —i
I ’ijb A 5 » RN | o S U] L =
; N A — W Lo “ . I_
- & ’ | PROPOSED BUMP-OUT | EAST JEFFERSON o N = n =
JAND SIDEWALK | -/ STREET / o v - >
_—‘ i 3 K51l\/“:)lQO\/EIVIENTS (PUBL‘C 50" le) ‘\‘ | \‘ 2 (D -
D g B |/ L PUBLIC
| PROPOSED PLAZA SHALL B . 51857 F - B S E N 4 = s —— ors —— w5 A L | EXISTING PUBLI ~ Z LLJ
: CONSTRUCTED WITH A BRICK PAVER |+ || o | = EXISTING P/IL 5.5 £C T W — A : PO 0l NI N — \ pRop(jSED I g " | ROW,TYP. = —
5 MATERIAL. PROPOSED PLAZA AREAd| | [|= I £ 71G 51499 T WAL OTE T e et e : 4 0P J510.52° s [ A | |
': =~ 475 sf (ROUGHLY&.‘BLXZO‘ ) L1 Pli7P68ED A g SRR —n JPARKING | “/PROPOSED STEPS—/v EXISTING 6" C1 wiL [ ST IS - e B e % 1 —w— W 10/ 06 21 \ TORM | & e N | . —— LLl =i
| | - o i . e AVYSRERERS BT\ REERSRREIT SRS YR = - - \)‘ : B | |
ls (S & PROPOSED by . EXISTING | * A el e @ [PARKING - 8%\ ST * MANHOLE ' — N | LL ) »n
, i T CG-12 EX. SDWK CG-2 PROPOSED PRIVATE 5 111G ISTING 4" CI WL A R 0 Q ﬁ« P — 7 < K \
| - o R W N R ~ 9794 = |
| "R s —> [ ’ ’ YT CURB R s ,%F%\L/g, || CONC. WALKWAY (Typ.) RIGHT-OF-WAY _~[ 2 < PROPOSED >~ | b - | I e oY
[ PROPOSED BUMP-OUT v s | A ‘& CONC. STEPS  PROPOSED STEPS EXSTNGESANGWR 1 5% Z | PROPOSEDCONC.5')\ mem CCG12 11 T /i K | — LLI
| AND SIDEWALK—"T0P 522, 77/ mmm . EXISTING 8" ’ PROPOSED 2" | i , : SWR Sr 4% S eEs tr (@) | ~T7mPROPOSED (1-LEVEL) PLAZA \ o (p) T
s Il 516.76 & s 12 \ PAVEMENT REPAIR - T SDWK. WITHINROW \ e ) T > | | \
, IMPROVEMENTS = 51355 | m==" TC SANITARY A GAS LATERAL ~ L PROPOSED CONC. 5 " o< — . L [TdP 509.33 ji=<f}| SHALL/BE CONSTRUCTED I | T
; <N T | . % Q| DRIVE EAS"’F{JEFFERSON STREET CONTRACTOR TO MILL & T >Sa PROPOSED 6' STORM P N Il p04.31 1,7, WITH A BRICK PAVER \ ‘ —
* 1P w m=—=SEWER w/ LINER [ SDWK. WITHIN ROW | |~ s _— ol \ L 5 \ o
/ ‘ TO NEW BUILDING . < | 504, M .
b | I — 1 AISLE PUBLIC 50' OVERLAY PAVEMENT - - o3 |INLET WITH 15" OUTFALL (8T 2l o 10y -l MATERIAL. PROPOSED \ w -
| 4 J w — GAS ——— GAS —— 6a5 —— GAS —< cas 1| aas — aus AT - ) ) PIPE TO EX. STORM — — I 503.78 | \ v S ROUGHLY 34'L x 30'W | by ™
- EXISTING PUBLIC| 7 ; “‘ / | o ’ ! 8" o~ " I — ——— GAS —— GAS — GAS —— R ) 10 503.6M ol | S ( X ) | v
ROW, TYP. # EXI‘;(TDI’;‘\IERQSEQELTJ(T)?ER“;F/,Q&/ECE — J' “ — : & g PARKING 573.8 5121 ﬁ FC e i TR R, 4 | \ )< 1 ,'\ \ &: i}
| L o | | aeean) g Y R o sy s lian a2 5 Tt ~ ‘: ! — “ “ A A ‘ ‘
.* - w ‘ , ; \ PR TS O T SRR B : . : RPN N , : . - 09.56 FC R \ ‘ | ” |
¢ THE CURB WITH NEW CITY CG-2. | |3 ||| | | i Doape et ‘ g \ R R 0 5 s . : ,) 2 2 I~ B |
A EXIOTING RAMP WITH: A NEW MDA | * | - | | / PA\’/éMENT REPAIR - CUT IN AND 'NSTAUL PROPOSED 6"x6" TEE S 2 . : : : 2 K | RS \\ L i ‘x <C
F COMPLIANT CG-12'WITH RAMPS &/ [ /|| | | : CONTRACTOR TO MILL & WITHIN EXIS\FI—ING VL & INSTALL 6" GATE ; PROPOSED 6" PVC SANITARY ‘ _\ . 3 I “ \ Re , \ \ 2 (D —i
- J S ' 5, " \ ’ o | | o 771( -
[ STRIPED PEDESTRIAN || || s . OVERLAY PAVEMENT - VALVE. INSTALL 67CL 52 DIP WATERLINE* SEWER LATERAL CONNECTION TO PROPOSED 6" PVC SANITARY. I 2| | \ ’ - I»\ | o
[» 2 CROSSWALK. “ | | SEE DETAIL. SHEET 4 WITH ELECTRICALLY MONITORED PIV FOR SEWER LATERAL CONNECTION TG . | || ‘ \ ae PROPOSED 280 o 1_|
| | e ‘ 2 ’ | % \_EXISTING SANITARY SEWER. u " | 7 11TH STREET LINE{
; | PROPOSED 280 ) ] = exs . v FIRE PROTECTION & FDC. FDC TO BE WALL SIL LATERAL TO HAVE A EXISTING SANITARY SEWER. 1 iz O B C L orsienT N |5 O
| | 10TH STREET/LINE |- DH-ID-I\';‘V?LQ /J‘// MOUNTED ON THE STREET SIDE OF THE LEANOUT LOCATED AT THE | S/L LATERAL TO HAVE A o N ‘\ /\\/ gh I o rgg— v
; | OF SIGHT * / . 2 STRUCTURE. CONTRACTOR |[SHALL HER LOCATIONS ONSITE. CLEANOUT LOCATED AT THE CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE | |-~ \ T | \‘ . @) w
| | | | THIS VALVE AT:THE|SAME PROPERTY LINE ‘ ; EXISTING CURB CUT & REPLACE [ Al | | : g o
[ a 2 | 6 — | N - |
;‘ | \ i d PROPERTY| LINE ' | THE CURB WITH NEW CITY CG-2. g0 — | | Vo I .
| “ $ CUTS AND ABANDON\. THE EXISTING WATER g 2 CONTRACTOR TO REPLACE THE | = o \ : Fln | \‘ “‘ . JOB NO.
RN \ | EAST JEFFERSON STREET | | EXISTING RAMP WITH A NEW AD I VAT I oo 162125
.’ . \ TO THE BUILDING. | | COMPLIANT CG-12 WITH RAMPS & | VRt [ \
| \ VARIABLE WIDTH RA\W ALONG EAST i g STRIPED PEDESTRIAN \ Sl . ‘ ‘ SCALE
| > JEFFERSON STREET. RIGHT OF WAY | 3 ‘ \ - | \ P
| | . ‘ CROSSWALK. 2 | w | = | " ,
I e p— SHALL BE A'VARIABLE WIDTH BEHIND | | “ | \ | ‘ 1" =20
| THE SIDEWALK. THE PROPOSED 5' . EXISTI | or || s ml - B N \ L J | N
J MATCHLINE‘\- 10TH STREET; SIDEWALK SHALL BE COMPLETELY | 5 ,| wTCHUNE. o TR R
| SEE THIS SHEET WITHIN THE PROPOSED R/W. | | ohd
| 2 W\ | SEWER /LINER b — } o f l | SEE THIS SHEET |

These plans and associated documents are the exclusive property of COLLINS ENGINEERING and may not be reproduced in whole or in part and shall not be used for any purpose whatsoever,




GENERAL NOTES:

FIRE DEPARTMENT NOTES:

1. ALL SIGNAGE AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE MUTCD.
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VDOT §21A

3" VDOT SM=8.5 PAVEMENT
| SLOPE 2% MIN. TO FACE OF
| curB

PAVEMENT CUT MIN\MUM‘.I‘

\—4' WITH CG-B

BC CTY WX CLASS A v

Bﬂma& AS 3500 CONC.
REQUI OR
_\\ 87 VDOT # 21A CURB & GUTTER
COMPACTED AGGREGATE
W *COMPACT FILL = WELL
PPE O, + 24" COMPACTED EARTH OR

COMPACTED SUBGRADE WITH
STANDARD SIDEWALK WITH CURB

STONE_AGGREGATE TO
BE DETERMINED BY
CITY INSFECTOR.

4" COMPACTED

7" WITH ROLL-TOP MATERIAL, SIZE 21A,

TO SPRINGLINE OF PIPE

REGATE BASE

COMPACTED FILL*

DUCTILE
NOTES:

ELEVATION AT CURB LINE

UNDISTURBED EARTH —

IRON_PIPE

4" MIN BEDDING

BELOW OUTSIDE

DIA

OF PIPE

1. MAINTAIN VERTICAL TRENCH WALLS FROM BOTTOM OF TRENCH TO 24" ABOVE
CROWN OF PIPE. TRENCH WIDTH IN THIS AREA: PIPE 0.D. + 24"

2. FOR EXCAVATIONS OVER 5 FT. DEEP, SLOPE TRENCH WALLS AS REQUIRED AND/OR
PROVIDE OTHER SAFETY MEASURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH OSHA GUIDELINES.

3. ROCK SHALL BE REMOVED TO A MINIMUM OF 6-INCH CLEARANCE AROUND THE
2 BOTTOM AND 12—INCH MINIMUM CLEARANCE TO THE SIDES OF PIPE.

EXISTING MANHOLE BASE—“‘

NOTES:

#37

NEW SEWER PIPE

STONE ALL AROUND

CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO THIS DETAIL WHEW CONNECTING NEW SEWER FIFES TO

EXISTING OR MEW MANHOLES. THE MEW PIPES MAY BE INSTALLED FOR A POINT

REFAIR, PIFE REPLACEMENT, PIPE BURSTING,

OR SERVICE LATERAL REPLACEMENT.

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

CITY STANDARDS T CITY_ STANDARDS TITY STANDARDS
CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE RN | MENT § CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE MINIMUM PAVEMENT PATCH CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE STA\,';'%RO'EJTS%E";L“
[ REVISION | DATE | SCALE: NTS. | STANDARD NUMBER: _PR—1_| S REVISION_| DATE SCALE: NTS. | STANDARD NUWBER. _Pb— REVISON_| DATE SCALE: N.1.5. | STANDARD NUMBER:

SHi-1

FEB

2012,

CITY STANDARDS

PIPE TRENCH UNIVERSAL

STANDARD SUBGRADE - TYPICAL

REVISION
—

DATE
—

SCALE: NT.S. | STANDARD NUMBER: W 1.0
L oME

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

JULY

2011

CITY STANDARDS

NEW PIPE CONNECTION AT
MANHOLE

REVISION
—

DATE

SCALE: NT.S. | STANDARD NUMBER: WA 2.8
— m—

- NOOT 357

CRUSHED STONE,

W

OR CLEAWOUT TEE D RO SENITED MELINT O

/— SEWER LINE

_tT__""_

NOTE: CLEAMOUT TO

SE SAME SIZE AND MATERIAL AS SEWER LIME.

205 0 W - F—
TN VIR

Em%& DN DAL BEUNT

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

AN

2011

CITY STANDARDS

i

b

CLEANOUT DETAIL

FEVISION

[HTE

SCALE: M.T.5. [ STANDARD NUMBER: W 5.1

&aﬁw&w %-.mmm

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE INSTALLATION OF GAS MAINS, SERVICES, AND METERS GAS UNIT: -
2. IFC 505-THE BUILDING STREET NUMBER TO BE PLAINLY VISIBLE FROM THE STREET FOR Q r ’
LLlis EMERGENCY RESPONDERS
1. ANY DAMAGE TO EXISTING UTILITIES CAUSED BY CONTRACTOR OR ITS SUBCONTRACTORS SHALL BE EC o AN APPROVED KEY BOX SHALL BE MOUNTED TO THE SIDE OF THE FRONT OR GAS MAINS PROPOSED
CONTRACTOR’S SOLE RESPONSIBILITY AND REPAIRED AT CONTRACTOR’S EXPENSE. MAfh?E'NTRANCE THE CHARLOTTESVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT CARRIES THE KNOX BOX GAS MAINS WILL BE INSTALLED WHEN THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS ARE MET IN THE CONSTRUCTION AREA: 20' PRIVATE ALLEY
2. THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS DO NOT GUARANTEE THE EXISTENCE, NON—EXISTENCE OR LOCATION MASTER KEY. A KNOX BOX KEY BOX CAN BE ORDERED BY GOING ONLINE TO 1. GRADE IS WITHIN 6 INCHES OF FINAL GRADE OR BASE GRADE IN ROADWAYS. - — / .
OF UTILITIES. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE EXISTENCE AND LOCATION OR THE NON—EXISTENCE WWW KNOXBOX.COM. THE KNOX BOX ALLOWS ENTRY TO THE BUILDING WITHOUT 2. CURB AND GUTTER MUST BE INSTALLED IF GAS MAIN IS GOING TO BE INSTALLED IN OR NEAR THE 7 7 — : N %
OF UTILITIES. AT LEAST 48 HOURS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION OR CONSTRUCTION, CONTRACTOR DAMAGING THE LOCK AND DOOR SYSTEM ROADWAY. . >
SHALL NOTIFY MISS UTILITY (1-800-552—-7001) AND/OR THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY COMPANIES FOR 4 STRUCTURES WITH FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS SHALL INDICATE THE LOCATION OF 3. ALL SANITARY SEWERS, DRAINS, AND STORM SEWERS MUST BE INSTALLED. PROPOSED LOCATION OF )
GAS, WATER, SEWER, POWER, PHONE AND CABLE. CONTRACTOR SHALL TIMELY ARRANGE TO HAVE : ANY FIRE LINE TO THE BUILDING(S) AS WELL AS THE LOCATION OF FIRE DEPARTMENT CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE 4. A MINIMUM BELOW GROUND PARALLEL SEPARATION IS REQUIRED OF 5 FEET FROM POWER, TELEPHONE, g UPPER LEVEL ENTRANCE 88 SPACES TOTAL mé
THE VARIOUS UTILITIES LOCATED, AND TO HAVE THEM REMOVED OR RELOCATED, OR TO DETERMINE CONNECTIONS "A World Class City" AND CABLE TV AND 10 FEET FROM SANITARY SEWER. GAS STUBS WILL BE INSTALLED FOR ALL ROAD n, il e m
THE METHOD OF PROTECTION ACCEPTABLE TO THE RESPECTIVE OWNER, IF THE METHOD OF : _ , CROSSINGS IF THE DEVELOPER HAS COMMITTED TO ALL GAS HOMES. OTHERWISE, THE DEVELOPER MAY ; . 20'MIN.—|
PROTECTION IS NOT OTHERWISE SPECIFIED. CONTRACTOR SHALL CONDUCT ITS WORK IN THE S e T R e Gl Department of Neighbothood Development Services INSTALL CONDUIT, AT THE DEVELOPER'S EXPENSE, FOR FUTURE ROAD CROSSINGS IN ORDER TO ; : - I 26 DRIVE | DRIVE
VICINITY OF EXISTING UTILITIES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY’S RULES AND BY LANDSCAPING. PARKING OR OTHER OBJECTS. THE FIRE MARSHAL'S OFFICE NO i il B Boat 511 ELIMINATE DISTURBING ASPHALT WHEN SERVICES ARE INSTALLED. THE DEVELOPER SHALL FURNISH ' I . Il Il AISLE &N
REGULATIONS. NO BUILDING OR WALL FOUNDATION SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED WITHIN 10 FEET OF LONGER ALLOWS ANY TYPE OF LANDSCAPING TO BE PLACED IN FRONT OF AND Charlortesville, Virginia 22902 AS—BUILT DRAWINGS OF THE CONDUIT PLACEMENT OR PERMANENTLY MARK CONDUIT LOCATIONS. CONDUIT }8_5.M|N M@ H—H 26' DRIVE Il Il ® ==
ANY STORM, SANITARY, WATER, OR GAS LINE. ANY COST INCURRED FOR REMOVING, RELOCATIONS “Telephone 434-970-3182 WILL BE FURNISHED BY THE GAS UNIT. \ P B ASLE L
WITHIN 5 FEET OF FIRE HYDRANTS, FIRE PUMP TEST HEADERS, FIRE DEPARTMENT - (TYP) = - 1 = —
OR PROTECTING UTILITIES SHALL BE BORNE BY CONTRACTOR UNLESS INDICATED OTHERWISE. Fax 434-970-3339 . : ! . u : w
CONTRACTOR SHALL EXCAVATE TO LOCATE BURIED UTILITIES FAR ENOUGH IN ADVANCE OF ITS CONNECTIONS OR FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEM CONTROL VALVES. hatlortesville.o 1 ®) 8.5' MIN. W
AN APPROVED WATER SUPPLY FOR FIRE PROTECTION SHALL BE MADE AVAILABLE AS e 5 o) #;—‘ Y/ (8) GARAGE BICYCLE || (TYP) ﬂ o
UTILITIES. NO ADJUSTMENT IN COMPENSATION OR SCHEDULE WILL BE ALLOWED FOR DELAYS 7. ALL PAVEMENT SHALL BE CAPABLE OF SUPPORTING FIRE APPARATUS GAS SERVICES WILL BE INSTALLED WHEN THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS ARE MET: . % EM'\——/SPACES \-ﬂm T
RESULTING FROM CONTRACTOR’S FAILURE TO CONTACT AND COORDINATE WITH UTILITIES. WEIGHTING 75,000 LBS. 1. GRADE IS WITHIN 6 INCHES BETWEEN THE GAS MAIN AND THE METER LOCATION. b o0 o _— X =
3. WHEN THE WORK CROSSES EXISTING UTILITIES, THE EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE ADEQUATELY IFC 1404.1—SMOKING TO BE ALLOWED IN ONLY DESIGNATED SPACES WITH | Ashley Davies, Land Use Planner 2. OUTSIDE OF BUILDING (SIDING, BRICK, VENEER, ETC.) IS TO BE FINISHED AROUND THE METER ] 1o | eLEvATOR, TYP Il H o
SUPPORTED AND PROTECTED FROM DAMAGE DUE TO THE WORK. ALL METHODS FOR SUPPORTING PROPER RECEPTACLES. Williams Mullen LOCATION. 20 MIN. ———— ===t
AND MAINTAINING THE EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY 9. IFC 1404.2—WASTE DISPOSAL OF COMBUSTIBLE DEBRIS SHALL BE REMOVED | 321 E.Main Street, Suite 400 3. STREET ADDRESS, TOTAL GAS CONNECTED LOAD, AND CLOSING DATE (IF APPLICABLE) IS REPORTED TO i DRIVE Il Il Il ]
COMPANY AND/OR THE ENGINEER. CONTRACTOR SHALL EXERCISE CARE TO INSURE THAT THE FROM THE BUILDING AT THE END OF EACH WORKDAY. Charlottesville, VA 22902 THE GAS UNIT. L @ AISLE ~ i e |
GRADE AND ALIGNMENT OF EXISTING UTILITIES ARE MAINTAINED AND THAT NO JOINTS OR 10. IFC 1410.1—ACCESS TO THE BUILDING DURING DEMOLITION AND . . 4. A MINIMUM NOTICE OF ____ WEEKS AFTER FINAL GRADE IS ESTABLISHED. E ADA COMPLIANT HCVANACCESSIBLE>L~_ 1 ADA COMPLIANT HC PARKING
CONNECTIONS ARE DISPLACED. BACKFILL SHALL BE CAREFULLY PLACED AND COMPACTED TO CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE MAINTAINED. RE: Application of the City’s definition of “building height” to specific circumstances , n 2 . ) SPACE WITH SIGN INTENDED
PREVENT FUTURE DAMAGE OR SETTLEMENT TO EXISTING UTILITIES. ANY UTILITIES REMOVED AS 11. IFC 1404.6—CUTTING AND WELDING. OPERATIONS INVOLVING THE USE OF GAS METERS T == PARKING SPACES WITH SIGNS INTENDED | = FOR RESIDENTIAL USE
PART OF THE WORK, AND NOT INDICATED TO BE REMOVED OR ABANDONED, SHALL BE RESTORED CUTTING AND WELDING SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CHAPTER Dear Ashley: 1. GAS METERS CANNOT BE INSTALLED WITHIN 3 FEET FROM FRESH AIR INTAKES, ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT 5 I IE . FOR RESIDENTIAL USE N __— .
USING MATERIALS AND INSTALLATION EQUAL TO THE UTILITY'S STANDARDS. 26, OF THE INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE, ADDRESSING WELDING AND - (A/C COMPRESSORS) WINDOWS AND DOORS THE OPEN AND SOURCES OF IGNITION. = =l @
4. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY LANDOWNERS, TENANTS AND THE ENGINEER PRIOR TO THE HOTWORK OPERATIONS. On behalf of a client of your firm, you have inquired as to how the City’s current > DELVERED GAS PRESSURE 10 THE CUSTOMER WILL BE 7 INCHES OF WATER COLUMN. HIGHER T S
s T . 2 1= : 2 i el d . . - - >
INTERRUPTION OF ANY SERVICES. SERVICE INTERRUPTIONS SHALL BE KEPT TO A MINIMUM. 12. IFC 1414.1—FIRE EXTINGUISHERS SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH NOT LESS THAN | definition of “building height” set forth within § 34-1200 of the Zoning Ordinance (“Z0”) woul DELIVERED PRESSURE (PSIC) IS RESTRICTED TO COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL APPLICATIONS AND MUST E I I | | &
5. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH THE CITY TO LOCATE SIGNAL LOOP DETECTORS AND ONE APPROVED PORTABLE FIRE EXTINGUISHER AT EACH STAIRWAY ON ALL | properly be applied to specific circumstances. You’ve provided us with a drawing prepared by S REOURSTED I WRITING. (WITH APEROPRIATE. JOSTIECATION) AND 1S SUBJECT 10, APPROVAL BY THE ' -
CONDUITS IN ORDER TO AVOID DAMAGE TO THEM. CONTRACTOR SHALL REIMBURSE THE CITY FOR FLOOR LEVELS WHERE COMBUSTIBLE MATERIALS HAVE ACCUMULATED. Henningsen Kestner Architects, dated January 12, 2017, titled “1011 E. Jefferson Street Building e R o DES‘GNEE( i R SIS S ‘)NCLUDE s Sl 19 AEEROVAL BY THE %
REPAIRING ANY DAMAGE TO SIGNAL LOOP DETECTORS AND CONDUITS CAUSED BY CONTRACTOR'S 13. REQUIRED VEHICLE ACCESS FOR FIRE FIGHTING SHALL BE PROVIDED TO Height Study” (“Height Study”) illustrating a sample approach to the measurement of height for : , , S —
FAILURE TO SO COORDINATE. ALL CONSTRUCTION OR DEMOLITION SITES. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE a non-monolithic building. The drawing depicts a building situated on a level grade plane. FUEL LINES (AS IN ROOFTOP UNITS) AND APPROPRIATE APPLIANCE REGULATORS WITH AN INTERNAL : : ...‘A.. L
6. ALL RECTANGULAR WATER METER BOXES LOCATED IN SIDEWALKS SHALL BE REPLACED WITH PROVIDED TO WITHIN 100 FEET OF TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FIRE . _ RELIEF VENTED TO THE ATMOSPHERE. - — :
ROUND ONES. THESE WILL BE FURNISHED BY THE CITY UPON ONE FULL WORKING DAY DEPARTMENT CONNECTIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS SHALL BE PROVIDED BY As you are aware, ZO § 34-1100(a) states that “[{]he term “height,” when applied to a i - -
NOTIFICATION. THE ADJUSTMENT OF ALL MANHOLE TOPS, WATER VALVE BOXES, GAS VALVE BOXES EITHER TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT ROADS, CAPABLE OF SUPPORTING building or structure shall refer to the distance measured from grade level to the highest point on (13) GARAGE
AND WATER METER BOXES SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF CONTRACTOR. COSTS ARE TO BE VEHICLE LOADING UNDER ALL WEATHER CONDITIONS. VEHICLE ACCESS such building or structure. In ZO § 34-1200 the terms “building height” and “grade” are == (5)BICYCLE PARKING BICYCLE PARKING EAST JEFFERSON STREET
INCLUDED UNDER THE VARIOUS UNIT BID ITEMS. NO SEPARATE PAYMENT WILL BE MADE. SHALL BE MAINTAINED UNTIL PERMANENT FIRE APPARATUS ACCESS separately defined, as follows: — SPACES ALONG 10TH SPACES SPACES — ‘
7. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE CITY UTILITIES DIVISION AT LEAST TWO FULL WORKING DAYS ROADS ARE AVAILABLE. — STREET =
IN ADVANCE TO ARRANGE GAS SERVICE LINE ADJUSTMENTS TO BE PERFORMED BY THE CITY. 14. OVERHEAD WIRING OR OTHER OBSTRUCTIONS SHALL BE HIGHER THAN 13 Building height means the vertical distance measured from the level of the grade - :
8. ALL WATER METER, VALVES AND FIRE HYDRANT ADJUSTMENTS/RELOCATIONS SHALL BE PERFORMED 5 ;ELETS?G'\lII\éCgEi-LL BE IN ACCORDANGE WITH ARTICLE IX. SECTION 34—1020 of the buildinf footpnht:;tl;e h;vgl of the highest Dmtn; ﬂtithe mc“::z;fgg UPPER GARAGE PARKING PLAN, SCALE 1"=40 PROPOSED 'U' SHAPED BICYCLE
BY THE CONTRACTOR. . s — surface. This distance is calculated by measuring separately the average hel
CITY CODE. each building wall, then averaging them together. The height is measured tO_lhe RACKS, TYP-, TOTALING 65 ONSITE.
CONCRETE AND ASPHALT 16. VSFPC 905.3.1 — A CLASS | STANDPIPE SYSTEM MUST BE INSTALLED IN level of a flat roof, to the deck line of a mansard roof, and to the average height SEE PARKING NOTES #2 & 3.
9. ALL FORMS SHALL BE INSPECTED BY THE ENGINEER BEFORE ANY CONCRETE IS PLACED. THE ADDITION TO THE SPRINKLER SYSTEM SINCE THE FLOOR LEVEL OF THE level between the eaves and ridge for gable, hip, or gambrel rocfs. a9
ENGINEER MAY REQUIRE CONTRACTOR, AT NO ADDITIONAL COST, TO REMOVE AND REPLACE HIGHEST STORY IS MORE THAN 30 FEET ABOVE THE LOWEST LEVEL OF o - L/
CONCRETE PLACED PRIOR TO OR WITHOUT SUCH INSPECTION. FIRE DEPARTMENT VEHICLE ACCESS. Grade means, with reference to a building or structure: the average level of the
10. ALL MATERIAL INSIDE FORMS SHALL BE CLEAN AND FREE OF ALL ROCKS AND OTHER LOOSE 17. VSFPC 903.5.2 — A SECONDARY WATER SUPPLY TO THE BUILDING's FIRE ground adjacent to the exterior walls of the building. _ljlaﬁ?siwhefedwa“s e
DEBRIS. SUB—BASE MATERIAL SHALL BE COMPACTED BY MECHANICAL MEANS. PUMP IS REQUIRED SINCE THE PROPOSED BUILDING HAS AN OCCUPIED paraiiei 10 and 1ot more thar fiftecn (15) feet from g sidewalk; the-grade may-be @ PROPOSED LOCATION OF
11. CONCRETE SHALL NOT BE PLACED UNLESS THE AIR TEMPERATURE IS AT LEAST 40 DEGREES FLOOR LOCATED MORE THAN 75’ ABOVE THE LOWEST LEVEL OF THE FIRE measured at the sidewalk. WALLBEGWINTS | 300, LINATH | HERSTS [AVIRADE| WIRAHTID . PROPOSED LOWER LEVEL ENTRANCE
FAHRENHEIT (F) IN THE SHADE AND RISING. DEPARTMENT VEHICLE ACCESS. 12 wasr | w | sons 20' PRIVATE ALLEY
12. CONCRETE SHALL NOT BE PLACED UNTIL STEEL DOWELS HAVE BEEN INSTALLED IN EXISTING 18. VSFPC 3311.1 — WHERE A BUILDING HAS BEEN CONSTRUCTED TO A - P I e g = —— - —
CONCRETE IN ACCORDANCE WITH CITY STANDARDS. HEIGHT GREATER THAN 50 FEET OR FOUR (4) STORIES, AT LEAST ONE e o - T e e 7| N
13.1/2" PREMOLDED EXPANSION JOINT MATERIAL SHALL BE PLACED AT A MAXIMUM OF 30’ TEMPORARY LIGHTED STAIRWAY SHALL BE PROVIDED UNLESS ONE OR Admittedly, the above-referenced instructions and definitions are very difficult to +n aar FE T w [mam - 2o
INTERVALS ON NEW SIDEWALK, CURB, CURB & GUTTER, AT EACH END OF DRIVEWAY ENTRANCES, MORE OF THE PERMANENT STAIRWAYS ARE ERECTED AS THE apply to specific circumstances. However, based on aur review of the Height Study you : W 93
AT EACH END OF HANDICAP RAMPS, SOME POINT ON ENTRANCE WALKS AND STEPS CONSTRUCTION PROGRESSES. provided, we are of the opinion that the approach to the measurement of building height - »3 ww ] w | ems ; mi <
ADJUSTMENTS, AND ALONG BUILDINGS AND WALLS WHERE NEW CONCRETE SIDEWALKS ARE 19. VSFPC 3313.1 — BUILDINGS FOUR OR MORE STORIES IN HEIGHT SHALL BE | illustrated within that document (the average methodology complies with the provisions & v i war B w | wen , g eI IIAIITIIT
PLACED AGAINST THEM. PROVIDED WITH NOT LESS THAN ONE STANDPIPE FOR US DURING of ZO § 34-1100(a) and the definitions of “building height” and “grade” set forth within = - mar [ B 1w | e ' o ol & DRIVE ° % © 20'MIN.
14. ALL EXISTING CURBS, CURB & GUTTER, SIDEWALK AND STEPS TO BE REMOVED SHALL BE TAKEN CONSTRUCTION. SUCH STANDPIPES SHALL BE INSTALLED WHEN THE Z0 § 34-1200). e wr B 1w | wa X 2 DRIVE
OUT TO THE NEAREST JOINT. DEMOLITION AND DISPOSAL COST TO BE INCLUDED IN OTHER UNIT PROGRESS OF CONSTRUCTION IS NOT MORE THAN 40 FEET IN HEIGHT ™ PP N — e Il AISLE eV
BID ITEMS. NO SEPARATE PAYMENT WILL BE MADE FOR THIS WORK. ABOVE THE LOWEST LEVEL OF FIRE DEPARTMENT ACCESS. SUCH 7 e \ — T T Toum 26' DRIVE I Ao MUS
15. ALL EXISTING GRANITE CURB SHALL REMAIN THE PROPERTY OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE. IT STANDPIPE SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH FIRE DEPARTMENT HOSE /) — ﬁ’a‘ C) = 5 AISLE P -
SHALL BE REMOVED AND DELIVERED BY THE CONTRACTOR TO THE CITY'S PUBLIC WORKS CONNECTIONS AT ACCESSIBLE LOCATIONS ADJACENT TO USABLE STAIRS. ; J ‘ “ & sanan e . Il — m
COMPLEX. COST TO BE INCLUDED UNDER THE VARIOUS UNIT BID ITEMS. NO SEPARATE PAYMENT SUCH STANDPIPES SHALL BE EXTENDED AS CONSTRUCTION PROGRESSES Lisa Robertson Alex Ikefuna ) MEMTERULAMEHERHT | SN | LD @ w
WILL BE MADE FOR THIS WORK. TO WITHIN ONE FLOOR OF THE HIGHEST POINT OF CONSTRUCTION HAVING Chief Deputy City Attorney Director, Neighborhood Development Services ““ H ] ku_\
16. STREET PAVEMENT STRUCTURE AND PATCHING SHALL BE EXTENDED FROM THE FRONT OF NEW SECURED DECKING OR FLOORING. s o= M”
CONCRETE TO THE EXISTING PROJECTION OF THE SOUND STREET EDGE AS DIRECTED BY THE 20. GUARDRAILS REQUIRED AT THE TOP OF ALL RETAINING WALLS WITH A Date: _2/2/2017 pue: 2 312017 HIK 4011 E JEFFERSON STREET | BUILDING HEIHT STUDY ; saces ——4H E
ENGINEER. GRADE DIFFERENCE EXCEEDING 30”‘ L HT—?NNING?EIN -“.Eern Jurry L8, BpAV Bhariotind s, Vigina HH i "‘_‘“
17. DRIVEWAY ADJUSTMENTS ARE TO BE DONE IN GENTLE TRANSITIONS RATHER THAN ABRUPT 21. HANDRAILS REQUIRED AT BOTH SIDES OF STAIRS. '
BREAKS AT THE BACK OF WALKS. GRAVEL DRIVEWAYS ABOVE STREET GRADE SHALL BE PAVED 22. 5 SIDE SETBACKS HAVE A RESTRICTIVE BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENT FOR = Il
FOR A MINIMUM DISTANCE OF 20’ BEYOND THE BACK OF THE SIDEWALK OR CURB & GUTTER % OPENINGS AND EXTERIOR WALL FIRE RATINGS. THESE CALCULATIONS o
APRON WHERE APPLICABLE. WILL BE SHOWN ON THE BUILDING AND ARCHITECTURAL PLANS. E >£_
18. EXISTING ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT SHALL BE SAW CUT AND REMOVED AS PER THE 23. A MINIMUM OF 98" HEIGHT CLEARANCE IS REQUIRED AT PARKING GARAGE = 2 ADA COMPLIANT, HC VAN ACCESSIBLE 2 5
SPECIFICATIONS. REMOVAL SHALL BE DONE IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO NOT TEAR, BULGE OR DOORS AND CLEARANCE AT HANDICAP PARKING SPACES. THIS CLEARANCE T == PARKING SPACES WITH SIGNS INTENDED | 2
DISPLACE ADJACENT PAVEMENT. EDGES SHALL BE CLEAN AND VERTICAL, ALL CUTS SHALL BE WILL BE SHOWN ON THE BUILDING AND ARCHITECTURAL PLANS. s S 5 FOR RESIDENTIAL USE m )
PARALLEL OR PERPENDICULAR TO THE DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC. o b i i @ 1 B i
19. DISPOSAL OF ALL EXCESS MATERIAL IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF CONTRACTOR. o =
OR AS DIRECTED OTHERWISE BY GENERAL NOTES: : s A o : & :
DRAINAGE THE ENGINEER 1. DETECTABLE WARNING TO BE PRE—FORMED PLASTIC 2 = = -
20. CONTRACTOR SHALL EXERCISE CARE, ESPECIALLY AT INTERSECTIONS AND GUTTER LINES, TO IV R TR o I L R L % !
PROVIDE POSITIVE DRAINAGE. ANY AREAS WHERE WATER IS IMPOUNDED SHALL BE CORRECTED BY S, [ vnwom / oG e IN'LENGTH IN THE| DIRECTION OF TRAVEL.
CONTRACTOR AT NO ADDITIONAL COST. POSITIVE DRAINAGE OF ALL ROADWAY AREAS TO THE O * PER FT. 2. THE DETECTABLE WARNING SHALL BE PROVIDED BY ARSICRES 209 FVINER . it
STORM DRAIN INLETS OR OTHER ACCEPTABLE DRAINAGE CHANNELS AS NOTED ON THE PLANS IS o e S & STAMPED N TOP SURFACE.. THE COLOR OF THE | |
REQUIRED. = 1 | / DETECTABLE WARNING SECTION SHALL BE YELLOW. OIE LERETH ROGHTS |AVERACE | WDEHTEO 5 R " - -
21. CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN EXISTING STREAMS, DITCHES, DRAINAGE STRUCTURES, CULVERTS - 3. SLOPING SIDES OF CURB RAMP MAY BE POURED mer —E | w [ eoum
AND FLOWS AT ALL TIMES DURING THE WORK. CONTRACTOR SHALL PAY FOR ALL PERSONAL £t 11 PERMISSBLE CONSTRUCTION JONT W REQUIRED T = = (5) BICYCLE PARKING B e EA
INJURY AND PROPERTY DAMAGE WHICH MAY OCCUR AS A RESULT OF FAILING TO MAINTAIN #oc e BRS. o o MR T T — SPACES ALONG 10TH ST JEFFERSON STREET
ADEQUATE DRAINAGE. "—#4 DOWELS TRt 4. IF RAMP FLOOR IS PRECAST, HOLES MUST BE TYPE C A o e i e SPACES SPACES — ’
’ £ 0-C -, \ PROVIDED FOR DOMWEL BARS'SO THAT ADJOINING JFE L | ATx%. SAME AS TOP OF wary —HE 1 gy | mman — STREET —
22. ALL PIPES, DI'S AND OTHER STRUCTURES SHALL BE INSPECTED BY THE ENGINEER BEFORE ﬁ T/Z’R ’L oy wix cuss FLIRED SIDES CAN BE CAST IN PLICE ATER PARALLEL & PERPENDICULAR i % Tom
BEING BACKFILLED OR BURIED. THE ENGINEER MAY REQUIRE CONTRACTOR, AT NO ADDITIONAL 1 * ¢ 6" 3500 CONG. CONCRETE. SHALL BE. CLASS A—4, SO%_65% OF BASE DIETER i I ' LOWER GARAGE PARKING PLAN, SCALE 1"=40'
Y |- PORCOOK OF BASE DAMETER| .
COST, TO UNCOVER AND RE—COVER SUCH STRUCTURES IF THEY HAVE BEEN BACKFILLED OR - NOTES: 5. REQURED BARS ARE T BE No. 5 X 8° PLACED 1 }Q o Qe war 2| @ | mean
BURIED WITHOUT SUCH INSPECTION. 15" MN 1. THE DEPTH OF CURB MAY BE REDUCED OR INCREASED AS MUCH I OOR D e o e o n, T VAR. WIDTH toz TERE DAVETER war 5| @ | .
23. ALL CATCH BASINS ENCOMPASSED WITHIN NEW CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE CONVERTED TO DROP I ! BONCOE W T Tos OF A COuRSe O Tt P WL CONCRETE GOVER 1 1727 0 SoEAK O, *F [ RUNCATED DOME e B = | m %& PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE MUTCD
INLETS. 217 MAX SUBSTRUCTURE . OTHERWISE THE DEPTH SHALL BE 18” AS 6. RAMPS MAY BE PUACED ON RADAL OR TANGENTAL  (~J——— —f 3" M. ©  DETAL war —2 | g | aomm ) .
, SHOWN. - RAMPS MAY BE PLAGED ON RADIAL OR TANGENTIL + DETAIL 7] 2. THE 65 PROPOSED BICYCLE RACKS SHOWN SHALL BE LOCATED NEAR ENTRANCES AND WITHIN THE GARAGE
24. CLASS | RIP RAP MODIFICATIONS ALLOWS FOR A REDUCTION IN STONE DEPTH FROM 2.0° TO A 2 CLRBING WAING A RADIUS OF 300' OR LESS (MLONG FACE R T o T T AL IC AND i & AN 16724 . wer —B 1 w | wnn LEVELS, AS SHOWN
MINIMUM OF 1.0° AS DIRECTED BY THE ENGINEER. - 1l OF CURB) SHALL BE CONSIDERED RADIAL CURBING. S e CONNECTION oF  THE. CURB - p— pop— -3 . )
25. REMOVED PIPE SHALL BE THE PROPERTY OF CONTRACTOR AND IF NOT SALVAGED FOR RE-USE e ' 162" ~ : 3. THE 'U" SHAPED BICYCLE RACKS SHALL BE POSITIONED WITH A MINIMUM SPACING OF 307, AS SHOWN.
" SHALL BE DISPOSED OF LAWFULLY ’ T 3. RULED JOINTS REQUIRED EVERY 10° ON CENTER, 1/2" 7. TYPCAL CONCRETE, SOEWALK 1S 4° THK. WHEN I HERE ¢ AR 4. PER BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS, THE MINIMUM HEIGHT CLEARANCE AT PARKING GARAGE DOORS &
' T PREMOLDED EXPANSION JONT FILLER 30" MAX. ON CENTER. T SHALL BE 7° THEK, OR SDEWALK SPACE  0/g5” N, — - HANDICAP PARKING SPACES IS 98". THE CONTRACTOR & ARCHITECT SHALL ENSURE FINAL DESIGN & ASBUILT
26. ALL STORM SEWER PIPE AND DROP INLETS SHALL BE CLEARED OF DEBRIS AND ERODED IS LESS THAN 74 VARIBLE & MIN. |
: 4. CONCRETE TO BE CTY MX CLASS A 3500. L e v PAY LIWTS CONSTRUCTION ADHERES TO THIS, AND ALL, BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS.
MATERIAL PRIOR TO FINAL ACCEPTANCE. ACCEPTABLE ALTERNATE IF CURB IS B e A i €G-12 DETECTABLE WARNING HKK 4014 E. JEFFEREDN STREET | BUILDING HEIGHT STUDY
27. ALL STORM SEWER PIPE JOINTS SHALL BE SEATED AND SEALED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE EXTRUDED SHALL BE THE WILTH OF THE SHARED USE PATH. CURB_RAMP DETAILL | '
MANUFACTURER’S SPECIFICATIONS CITY_STANDARDS < DcrrY STANDARDS HENNINGSEN KESTNER Juraney 98, 2017 | Chistiveelli, Singinia
: CG-12 DETECTABLE WARNING AR
28. ALL EXISTING ROOF DRAINS AND OTHER DRAINAGE CONDUIT TIED INTO EXISTING PIPE SHALL BE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE STANDARD CURBING CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE SURFACE GENERAL NOTES
TIED INTO NEW PIPE. ALL EXISTING ROOF DRAINS AND OTHER DRAINAGE CONDUIT BLOCKED OR A2
DISRUPTED FROM THEIR PRE—CONSTRUCTION. A SO0 TR e o
FINSHED CRADE e - ‘. AI.‘ .‘
_T" [ \T.!—/" - R " - — -
LR\ AR = 347 3 :
UNPAVED SURFACE |PavED SURFACE lavlmxﬁjmdﬁiﬂﬂi T\rue‘t AN\ ﬁf’\? « 1" TEE 3 TIRE K B
501l Condition: Clay 2 A /' SBET roOPPER T - .
Bepth of Pipe: 5FI|.'I \J\:_”_ f_.fj SO coneE /f ‘\\-\ —hﬁ\_i _T\I!IJ\ I _¢_
UMINEUS esign Pressune: 5 C C E e’ g k 73"
%"gpg‘;‘bﬂ EE]EE} ﬂéﬂgm PATCH. E'nf:v I'chmn i_f = ] . i [ B 4" ] \ - MK
(SEE P1LO-OR F1.1) 247 MIN ADJUSTABLE VALVE EOX W/LID <= 0T Conrea SINGLE SERVICE N // 175" " NOTES: R | \- CONCRETE [« oS CUT 4ND REMOLE
P G 7 BINGHAM & TAYLOR WOD# 4506 {SCREW TYEE TOE| : o — e ] - ) . [ ] vALvE TYR L3 STRANER | . SUPRORT | 4] To MINMUM WALl THICKNESS FOR SERVICE LATERAL MIN
127 SELECT ALl —~. o DOT £ 214 - E & 4309-D #160 (OVAL SCREW TYPE BASE) DUAL SERVICE (225" FOR COMPOUND METER) 1. “"E""U“T “:LLLTT'::ET_EEE EE‘ e L 3" METER TP by PRECAST VAULT SHALL BE § OF 3 FROM WA,
. _ Tees and Wyes: e OR APPROVED EQUAL ’ ; PREGAST WRILT =he : " — T T~ = : gP ) i AR UM T S
CEMMIN FILL o E— ipe Dla meter T DT i s I [ NOTES: 2 QUTSIE OF AT BELOW I AR, T RV T IR PN B COED Wi an P
— ; Type deinch | Grinch | Bingh | Weinch | 12-inch ranch Diameter | 4-inch imch inch ch] L2dnch [ | — 1 SERVIC RAL 1/4 BEMD COUPLING, AND CORFORATION STOP GRS fole! i . ot APFROVED WAT JOFING (0
SELECT FILL— SEE HOTE 1 %0 seamebend ] ) rich Bl s I T REMOTE AREAS, VALVE BOXES %E?f:';gg THE SNt SIZE 46 THE COPFERSETTER, SXGEMT AS NOTED L 21 AFPROVED WATER: PRODFING PLAN vl L courouma. e O ;ﬁ . )
:EEJEfs.-:sﬁ;#HSSDé%%E: ::::;nln g 1]; ig :i :r; = ]: ?: ): ]: ?: I - Zg:éIE'Eme: e e 2‘ :ﬁiﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬂ”%ﬁ'ﬁ ﬂ::[r*w’\;? LATERAL 24" w307 ALUMINUM 3 .::_wsuu w..n'H DEPARTMENT OF . 30° % 30" ALUMINUM 3 PRIVIDE 4 FLOOR DRAIN WITH A v;;(\ :;_.:u
nES 1] W OF TRENCH ———— Vertical Wi 7 K &. 7 10-inch E) | 1 E) E) | 1 2. 2 S JE S BC = a___,\ i —=n y ~ L - & ACCESE HATCH g .: by AT o ACCESE HATCI 27 DRAIN RUN TO DAYLIGHT OR {
o SELOW OUTS0E > 6 | s w [ 0| s ASSEWBLY. o . LENGTH, <) 3" GATE VALVE T 4. COWSULT WITH DEPARTMENT OF VN —N_ 3 END OF SERVICE LATERAL.
UKDISTUREED EARTH - S l‘»l :'5 Thl- :1 :t & 5. TAPS SHALL NOT BE MADE WITHIN TWO (2] FEET OF A BELL JOINT, ATTING, ) [ e WINGNUT LOCKING epe e 4. INSTALL WARKING TAPE AMD B . e . SUBLIC WORKS — WATER DIMSION = F CALVENZED SEAL EAD
o el Down Reducers. ( ‘ ) O CTHER TAF. _ -~ VALVE BOK . Y ASSEMBLY [ " TRACER WIRE WITH SERVIGE . ¥ "\ SUPPOAT Tve, - FOR METER LEYING LENCTH. HIH, NON-SHRINK G0
NOTES: ] v ! ! : ¢ ! large ameter | 4-inch | G—-W?w!v—[-):vyc:t TC*-WCH 12-inch N e ] A T = o \“‘ | / N Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ”&% ;gth e ! STMHEQj\ \ | P 5. INSTALL WARNING TAZE AND e
. MANTAN VERTICAL TRENCH WALLS FROM BOTTOM OF TRENCH TO 2" ABOVE Vertical Up ! 1 : e ! ‘_1,.— WA | WA | Ns | WA | WA v 3 i — METER I_ ! 37 ' E h ) : [ 60" TRACER WIRE WITH_SERVICE
CROWN OF FIFE. TRENGH WICTH IV THIS AREM: PIFE G.O. + 247 vertieal Do 3 4 5 & ? Sirgh 1 wn | wim | wn | wi 4 1/4 BEND COUFLING r Mik : \ IN ET%-’\#"H;F";\""E";!E*‘IE_SE‘E N4
3 FOR EXCAVTIONS OVER 5 FT. DEEP. 5 O WALLS 5 e e &inch SEI T T T T 0 PO CENCR 6" — COPPERSETTER F==1 T . R NoTES:
* TROME OTHER. SARETY VEALURES W ACCORDANOE AT Dstis EEH%LEJISIEEEAN"MR vertical uln 1 ; ; : : 1Ginch 2 i W) WA o BE}’!NIE(?NBLD%E \ PSS Y CSRPORMTION STO%% SHALL B COMPLETELY CLOSED AND CHECKED FOR
Vertical Down 3 4 5 [ 7 AL 2] a 20 1 YA _[NOT FEQURED IF ALL ] = LEAKS. LEAKS SHALL BE REPMIRED PRIDR TO BACKFILL
3. ROCK SHALL BE REMOWED TO & MINIMUM OF G=INCH CLEARANCE AROUND THE G 1 © % 3 E ) ] JOINTS ARE RESTAINED IN - \.\ )
BOTTOM AND 12—NCH MIMWUM CLEARAMCE TO THE SIDES OF PIPE Vol 14 = % 3 3 * . Distances are given in feet both upstream and downetream from ACCORDANCE WITH W 2.4) I \ \:pa i ; BRICK AS JRE . .
e 7y sone NECESSARY ; LINK-SEAL; OR - — SERV?EEST;I&?ERAL
ey — ~ i ﬁ:ﬁg r::.rrc BEDDING — VDOT #57 CRUSHED STONE ASSEMELY ELEVATION SUhen sPhe ELUAL TTF ELEVATION E;{J&Cgpﬁ%’\[ CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE ABANDONMENT
4| - LRUS J STO
FEB 2012 CTY STANDARDS JULY 2011 RESTRA] rZ\]"E ST:ht-arleID;T SIPE JULY 2011 CITY STEMDARDS JAN 20171 CITr STAMDARDS ULy 2011 ME':\["E ﬁ.m\«mktlsu JULY 201 CTY STANDARDS AEVSION | DATE SCALE: WS, STANDARD NUWBER: W 7.1
J "
CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE ST R et CHARLOTTESVILLE TS CHARTS CITY OF GHARLOTTESVILLE GATE VALVE - TYPICAL CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE SERVICE LATERAL - TYPICAL CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE 5% AND 2" METERS CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE METER VAULT = 3" METER
REVISION | DETE SCALE. W15 | SIANDARD NUMBER. W 1.0 REVISION | DATE SCALE M.1S_ | STANDARD NUMBER: W 2.4 REVISIoN | DATE SCALE: NS | STANDARD NUMBER: W 4.0 REVISION | DATE SCALE. W15 | STARDARD NUMBER. W 5.0 SEVSION | DATE SCALE: NTS_ [ STANDARD NUMBER: W 6.7 REVISION_| DATE SCALE: W15 | STARDARD NUMBER: W 53 m
L
- o -
3" VDOT SM—9.5 PAVEMENT e A RULED JOINT 5' OC. ESLE1E[L§AEE$ ér:: ?&:Egcuﬁmu. T /
SHORE 2% WIN. 10 SUTIER PAN / UNPAVED SURFACE | PAVED SURFACE — MIN 1" THICK LINER TO BE INSTALLED AFTER - ff I\
/ EEV-‘ER HEFLJACE“ENT |§ C?MFLETE 'wHEREAr SQUARE LAMPHOLE COVER WECHANICAL FLUG /—|mm-.-unu
ASPHALT 1.5 TIMES . PAVEMENT CUT MINIMUM ! ZE{E:T\J'E‘EF;EE '?!TECT}i\Lm:m TO END OF PIPE AS NEENAH OR EQUAL \ | ' -
EXISTING PAVEMENT THICKNESS B . | Ty L . L OVE EXISTING AN A [ e = |
MIN. 2* ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE ‘«\-‘ - : ; D S 9 ‘[;’E,NZ“.F;%L&EE 4 LOAM AND SEED DTMINOUS TCH. B s ey | B Al ‘Hfﬁ_ﬁ 3 *
AND 4" ASPHALT BASE COURSE i ; E[LI‘}.;{{RSU MAX. ON AS SPECIFIED (SEE P1.0 OR P1.1) PIPE,_MIN OPENING N WalL SHaLL \ ) EMSTNG wanHOLE waL 7L _|7‘ 2]
TAGK AND SEAL TACK AND SEAL & OR AS DIRECTED AFTER PIPE INSTALLATION, FILL ".I /! N o . —l— o LS ;EJPL'_PS‘ ??NCRHE. e [LH A
\\./\\/\\ /Q\/ OTHERWISE BY THE 12" SELECT FILL- vDOT # 21A voIDs ARC:LND PIPE C.A(JIIPLETELY VS \;lﬁ:gjhla i;ét:.;t;:;g \.\é\:jl_\‘-:?’REA_-I\__EL ) . | o (PRIATE PAVED DRIVEWAYS |
STRE it T, ”/ Y ENGINEER WITH NON—SHRINK GROUT. \ F iy g A | . . OMLY) 1
i 12 e VAT ////AL/ [ COMPACTED SUBGRADE WITH COMMON FILL — / TP, ~ L .
STONE. SUB—BASE', + .f o PN CURB AND GUTTER 5'-0 24" MIN B” MIN o \ |" uur "
S SELECT FILL « SEE NOTE 1 EXTEND NEW PIPE MN— S | CONNECTING PIECE
dy WALK SLOPE, < ot ot iy T MARHOLE Y - s ’ (LENETH VARIES) TN
\Q’:’.\ sl e Al A ONOTURDED o W‘F -
COMPACTED T gt e SIDES AND BOTTOM OF TRENCH 45 EEND e A N
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200 GARRETT STREET, SUITE K - CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 - 434.293.3719
NOTES & DETAILS

PROJECT

1011 E. JEFFERSON STREET APARTMENTS PRELIM SITE PLAN

SHEET NO.

4

These plans and associated documents are the exclusive property of COLLINS ENGINEERING and may not be reproduced in whole or in part and shall not be used for any purpose whatsoever, inclusive, but not limited to construction, bidding, and/or construction staking without the express written consent of COLLINS ENGINEERING.



and/or construction staking without the express written consent of COLLINS ENGINEERING.
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A 2 T EXISTING STORM SEWER l | 3 2n T EXISTING STORM SEWER \ \ |
PRE ReD’EVELOPMENT » 3 INLET TO BE UTILIZED. 1| POST. Re,DEVELOPMENT | 3 INLET TO BE UTILIZED. -
SCALE 1=30 s gl G/\s“ — “(\E?/? J‘; SCALE 1=30 H— GAS ¢ e G/\,\.J T o) ‘f/
‘ \SK‘ |
> | 1= |
f o Y ’ - s g
,, EEEEEN f | \1 o %i\ ' |
521.43. Ff e -.-----------------.--gjgm- ‘ | ﬂ/_ﬁ:r//()’lf Y D ‘ \‘
EEEEEEEEEN I . ! : Fa s i LAt = —{_—— ’ |
) mm LR 518.03 FC ‘ . 2 ‘ > | <~ &
.s® | .| - e o a z_ Y
\ EXISTING ! . T T~ o 5 A b i T
502.90 FC AN 4 i) N ‘ ‘
g PARKING Top 512417 — | = | L 9 2 ’ i ‘< <
2.41 FC* 152068 FC *51&62 FC ™~ \.<.) 550066-'762# \ I “‘ l J\ [ —u—x . ( ‘ \ “4 T
522. \ w ! = . |OWER GARAGE ‘ ‘
(516,86 ! - n | UPPER GARAGE \—YARD DRAINS TO OUTFALL INTO| |  ENTRANCE [ \1 !
™~ 512.86 1 _ . W PROPOSED ELEV.2511.0 J PROPOSED UNDERGROUND | | ELEV.=501.0 T N
& & 1 N & " BUILDING — S DETENTION SYSTEM ‘ AN
3 w Rt ‘ AN f . |
= [ B = "
g I \ | 2 2 L _| PROPOSED \ £
= i \ : = i j OUTLETINTO CITY g [ \ n |
S 520,92 FC | R \ = STORM[SEWER o A |
[ v} — = T}
| w ° . | u |
B PROPOSEDLIMITSOF . [ ] ! \ ‘E \ ‘ "  PROPOSED LIMI'%‘(\F | | [§ |
DISTURBANCE (1.97 ac.). - T = P | | I 0, | | ‘\ =DISTURBANCE (1.97 acy Val INTERNAL: ‘ | l m%ﬁ |
LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE ches = | — B | i {UMITS OF DISTURBANCE T DRNNAGE\ | CmE
DELINEATES BOUNDARY X P 51148 me T £ DELINEATES BOUNDARY — PROPOSED BUILDING & SELECT ELEVATED DIVIDE | a4
FOR WATER QUALITY - 10507.81 | | \‘ | FOR WATER QUALITY PATIOS CAPTURED VIA DRAINS. DRAINS | - n ‘
COMPUTATIONS. | = . ,” ” COMPUTATIONS. SHALL [TIE INTO THE PROPOSED \ A |
DAA&B i | & . , , , , UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM = I
1.39 ac. \ | o \‘
CN=93.1 ! ‘\ n | - . I DAA | -
55 Tc=0.10 hrs. EXISTING EXISTING i . | ‘ ) COURTYARD/ BUILDING (DETAINED) PROPOSED | n
o . BUILDING PARKING " | l L, 2 RS _ | ¢ : ENTRANGE \EL@/sszj_o' 1.12 ac. UNDERGROUND w‘ '
© ! SYO @ LA l \
Y EXISTING S o o sV 2w CN=95.8 DETENTION SYSTEM ‘
0 u u PARKING |© e _/"‘ ; | \\o&& v —N— ‘i l Tc=0.10 hrs.
% - I INTERNAL \ N 7l c | 5
g AT JEFFERSON B “‘ . N DRAINAGE ‘\ \ : ¢ AT JEFFERSON R
STREET — PRE-ReDEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE | PIVIDE x - STREET “ ‘ @ @ ‘
..@ 9 ' DIVIDE. SUBAREA DELINEATES \ \ ‘ POST-ReDEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE
/ - N BOUNDARY FOR WATER \ | DIVIDE. SUBAREA DELINEATES
J l ] QUANTITY COMPUTATIONSggTYP \ | BOUNDARY TER QUANTITY
;; AN : il R \ \ B COMPUTATIONS, TYP.
o - | \ — 8
: ¢ / IEI N 51955 FCf ‘- u ‘L \ ‘
¥ / \ -
\ / I 5- NN l' 031 ‘ o | = Eww Yuw
| ” ’ '... 8 FC ‘ l % l 'o o
513.3 = Y=o - - -
| e \ \ ol I ' R I L T T S
N g8 = o =
521.12 FC* ..-' —‘—‘ M - ‘ ‘ ’ ' .,, i = H
e W AEEEmuE® S 1 e 9 |7 Y .
| “ \ S W w— L N SR 7) vy e N sh
o N W S = o Lo DAL W e
*1 MM —m—f . DAC| - W ls——— Bigay T M M e e W g e g T
g —_ 0732 ac MMM Al OS] e EX. SDWK CN=90.5 M
/”Fﬁiiisii7]‘77757***"5*****75777——757f — s & < Cl.\?=91_é —— oA .;%ﬂ"%gff\j\\ = 75‘*A4*’f5"****&)*v~»—~~5~—wfkfgfv,*;;ﬁS**i* STco1ohrs
/ = > —— ~Se " pr—S—— g e\ | o e e e o ) St e et YR RRLECEU IS L
.-.--./ﬁ‘... EE BB E c=0.10hrs. S . - ‘| c -HEEE R _-.- EEE e e
I ] EEEEEEEEN | ‘ HEE EEEEEEEEEEE |
/ - PROEERTY e L Ll A L  E T T T N IR IR R0 . 4| | - . - PROPERTY = ,,.--.--.-..----.- EEEEEEEE ;
ons| —— ks —— oo e : , LIMITS EASTJEFFER’?ON JIE e s —— T , > LIMITS EASTJEFFER%N i
| - Ghs ——[GAs —— s —— G/\S\‘ — 6As —== fas T GAS — GAS —— GAS —— CAS — GAS GAS — , . _ "STREET / /N | ‘\ B G/\—“‘ — G/\—; — T OAS T GAS —— GAS ——GAs —— Gas GAS ——— GAS ——— GAS — G N N _STREET - ‘
o/ 2 - GAS T GAS ——— GAS — j(*\"f 7(/\‘-7 — GAS ——— GAS ———— GAS ——— = Sl | i > D ‘Q/ o A8 '7”\57, jtf\i — GAS —— GAS —1—— GAS —— GAS ——— GAS p |
2 | 0] ... "= ATTHIS TIME THE EHTS OF DISTURBANCE IS CONSERVATIVELY ___|_| | — EXISTING STORM SEWER INLE‘I:/'\I'O BE U'(F/I\LIZED 2 / il | g il R S\ .. = AT THIS TIME THE E## TS OF DISTURBANCE IS CONSERVATIVELY : ___EXISTING STORM SEWER INLETTO BE UT?L,ZED _A/ — ol
L — LARGE FOR SWM CALCULATIONS TO ENSURE IT COVERS ALL - ..~ - e ST — —1 / i | ‘ LARGE FOR SWM CALCULATIONS TO ENSURE IT COVERS ALL e } : — - : oo
[ POTENTIAL MILLING & OVERLAYING REQUIRED WITH THE FINAL = SRR . SN PO T S 0 i 4 il = | POTENTIAL MILLING & OVERLAYING REQUIRED WITH THE FINAL : 5 ‘, : LE .
| : SITE PLAN. ONCE AN ESC CONTROL PLAN IS FINALIZED THE 53 / i | SITE PLAN. ONCE AN ESC CONTROL PLAN IS FINALIZED THE a2 =
2 SWM PLAN & CALCULATIONS WILL BE UPDATED. —— — ] . Vo IE SWM PLAN & CALCULATIONS WILL BE UPDATED. [ ] — W - :\
Existing Impervious Areas, sf (WATER QUANTITY) Proposed Impervious Areas, sf (WATER QUANTITY)
Public Streets Patios & Public Streets
Buildings Walkways Parking Lot & Sidewalks Total Buildings Walkways Drive Aisles & Sidewalks Total
DAA&B 10,675 4,650 28,175 4,800 48,300 DA A 36,325 4,925 3,000 44,250
DAC 225 425 12,700 13,350 DA B 700 275 4,600 5,575
DAC 1,250 12,200 13,450
Existing Impervious Areas, sf (WATER QUALITY)
- . Public Streets Proposed Impervious Areas, sf (WATER QUALITY)
_ ' Buildings Walkways Parking Lot & Sidewalks Total Public Streets
| Within Limits of Disturbance | 10675 4,925 28,675 22,500 66,775 \ Buildings Walkways  Drive Aisles & Sidewalks Total
Within Limits of Disturbance I 36,325 6,920 3,275 21,550 68,070
| DETENTION FACILITY DETAIL 4’!’ 3.75' TALL STEEL WEIR PLATE w/ 7-4" ORIFICE AT LOW = | /]
, I e ¥ POINT TO PROVIDE A SLOW RELEASE OF )
SCALE 1=20 g T STORMWATER. WEIR PLATE TO BE BOLTED & SEALED \
. o
| ;‘ 2 "'=|'| TO JB-1 & BE PLACED DOWN GRADIENT FROM THE Q
b PROPOSED DRAIN INLET. WEIR PLATE TO BE 2
8 : o H PROPOSED VDOT JB-1.TO ACCEPT WATERTIGHT AT ITS CONNECTION TO THE JUNCTION
‘ o PROPOSED JB-1TO ACCEPT DRAINS FROM BOX. SEE THIS SHEET FOR WEIR PLATE DETAIL.
| " e FrOA PROPOSED BUILDING & YARD INLETS. JB.aTO P STORMWATER MANAGEMENT NARRATIVE:
o mm illll ="BUILDING & SURROUNDING ~ PROVIDE ACCESS FPR INSPECTION CUMMARY
\ & - LEAN OUT AT DUTFLOW POINT " SUMMARY:
L THE PROPOSED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN COMPLIES WITH PART IIB REQUIREMENTS. THE
AARD TS oo Qv M 060" WEIR PLATE DETAL
” CLEAN OUT AT INFLOW FOINT [E= r——y SCALE:1"=5' STORMWATER RUNOFF RATES, VOLUMES, AND VELOCITIES RESULTING FROM THIS DEVELOPMENT
l yORALE R | e B WILL BE IMPROVED PRIOR TO ENTERING THE CITY's STORM SEWER SYSTEM. PLEASE SEE THE
| J ﬂ ATTACHED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT CALCULATIONS PACKET FOR EVIDENCE OF THIS.
= ; 433" SUMMARIES OF THIS COMPLIANCE CAN BE VIEWED ON THIS SHEET AS WELL.
= =
e TOP OF PIPE's INNER DIAMETER, STORMWATER DETENTION:
" OVERFLOW WEIR IS HYDRAULICALLY ELEV.=496.50I CURRENTLY ALL OF THE EXISTING IMPERVIOUS AREAS ON THIS SITE FLOW TO THE CITY STORM SEWER
] ] 5 EQUIVALENT TO AN ORIFICE WITH AN SYSTEM UNTREATED. THE PROPOSED PLAN WILL CHANGE THIS AND WILL CAPTURE THE MAJORITY OF
== 6-_1_5!!- APPROX. DIAMETER OF ~ ©26.53" EMERGENCY OVERFLOW THE PARCEL. THE PROPOSED PLAN INCREASES THE IMPERVIOUS FOOTPRINT BY 1,295 sf. THIS
= = SPILLWAY/WEIR ELEV.=495.25" |_ 14 INCREASE IN IMPERVIOUS AREA IS OFFSET BY THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM.
L REINFORCED 12 GA. ~ THE DETENTION SYSTEM PROVIDES A STORAGE VOLUME THAT IS USED TO ATTENUATE THE
IEI = STEEL PLATE ™ INCREASES IN RUNOFF. FURTHERMORE, THE PROPOSED DETENTION SYSTEM RESTRICTS THE PEAK
—— " . 1-YEAR SCS 24-HOUR TR-55 DESIGN FLOW TO A LEVEL LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM ALLOWED PER g VAC
A SRRV S M MANUFACTURE / INSTALL ONE (2) ELEV.=491.50' 25-870-66. CHANNEL AND FLOOD PROTECTION HAVE BEEN PROVIDED. PLEASE SEE THE ATTACHED
— = 1 @7- 3" LOW-FLOW ORIFICE IN THE N CALCULATIONS PACKET FOR EVIDENCE OF THIS.
I | T STEEL PLATE AT THE LOW POINT QEEEA&L,\II g‘;f\Fsl'g'E
' N~ PROPOSED @60" HDPE UNDERGROUND C 15" HDPE BARREL— | p—— . | ] OF THE DETENTION SYSTEM STORMWATER QUALITY:
- i ! 5 (INVERT ELEVATION 491.50") STORMWATER QUALITY COMPLIANCE IS MET FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT THROUGH THE PURCHASING OF
DETENTION SYSTEM TO ATTENUATE RUNOFF TO OUTFALL DETENTION 5Y3TEM ‘ \ | NUTRIENT CREDITS. A TOTAL REQUIRED PHOSPHOROUS REMOVAL RATE OF 0.76 Ibs/yr IS REQUIRED
| I B . .
CAUSEDVFVROM THIS DEVEVIIIOPMEI\LT.i R TOEXISTING STORMSEWER, kb | W FOR TS DEVELORMENT.
- -~ Wt w—W— W= | ,
! < |
915" BYPASS/ ‘ N | SUPPLEMENTAL:
OVERFLOW PIPE. AT NLET T | ‘ ABOVE AND BEYOND THE AFOREMENTIONED COMPLIANCE, LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT
i'; 8335 PRIVATE SUYNSQI'ETAG'}E)U EETE&TENHZOEC / EX!E'E" UTILIZED ] ‘t /J TECHNIQUES WILL BE IMPLEMENTED. BRICK PAVERS, LANDSCAPED/PERVIOUS COMMON AREAS
\ [N \ WM ALCEC\évSIg;H 1O—QXEAR STORM EVENTS e s y p //,:5\\% P B (U INTENDED FOR CONGREGATION AND SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEMS TO OFFSET THE ELECTRICAL USAGE IN
. || s, e feTREET & e 7 A THE COMMON AREAS ARE PROPOSED FOR THE SITE.
N [ \ == MAINTENANCE ESMT. 11K ; § \ /
. | (VAR. WIDTH PUBLIC ROW) ¢ / a IV IV _
N gj S ﬁo%/\g w0 o Gps 7%7#/ng  GAS GAS ——— GAS ——— GAS j//, GAS ——— GAS —— GAS ——— GAS 7%7 GAS ——— GAS — GAS — 7 GAS GAS ——— GAS — 7/% GA Al ///\ GAS AS
i \é PR <) % P - S % Yy /
. J X —F V.~ F =3 — = T —F— - E— I =/ I Ty | o~
e~ | g\ e - e — - —— - : 4 —F 7T ia
UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM NOTES:
1. TRASHRACKS SHALL BE INSTALLED ON ALL ORIFICES, INCLUDING THOSE LOCATED ALONG THE WEIR PLATE
WITHIN THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM. WATERSHED SUMMARY
2. DETENTION SYSTEM's WEIR PLATE TO BE PRE—MANUFACTURED AND DELIVERED TO THE SITE. WEIR PLATE
SHALL BE BOLTED TO THE JB—1, OR SIMILARLY FASTENED TO ENSURE IT HAS A SECURE & WATERTIGHT Pre-Development Post-Development
CONNECTION. WEIR PLATE TO BE POSITIONED DOWN GRADIENT FROM JB—1's PROPOSED INLETS. _ . _ - - _
3. UNDERGROUND DETENTION PIPES SHALL BE WATERTIGHT TO PREVENT LEAKAGE. CN Area, ac. 1-year Flow, 2-yearFlow,  10-year CN Area,ac. year Flow, 2-yearFlow,  10-year
4. ANY RETAINING WALLS AND FOUNDATIONS CONSTRUCTED IN THE VICINITY OF THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION cfs cfs Flow, cfs cfs cfs Flow, cfs
SYSTEM SHALL BE REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY THE ARCHITECT AND A GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER. UNDER NO —
CIRCUMSTANCES SHALL ANY PORTION OF THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM BE PLACED WITHIN THE DA'A 93.1 1.39 4.22 5.36 8.75 95.8 1.12 2.44 4.11 7.09
PROPOSED BUILDING AND PARKING STRUCTURES. DA 'B' : : : : : 86.8 0.24 0.56 0.74 1.29
5. PUBLIC 11TH STREET RIGHT—OF—WAY AND ROAD TO SERVE, IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE PROPOSED SWM .
EASEMENT, AS ACCESS TO THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM. ] DA'C 91.5 0.42 1.19 1.53 2.54 90.5 0.45 1.22 1.58 2.66
6. SCE)_Il\_II_;I',\,?\_l(_JlgNCCS)I\_(I_SI¥§MENGINEERING (434.293.3719) REGARDING ANY QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE UNDERGROUND Total= 1.81 5.42 6.89 11.29 Total= 1.81 4.22 6.43 11.04
7. ALL FILL EMBANKMENT MATERIAL SHALL CONSIST PREDOMINANTLY OF SOIL AND BE PLACED IN SUCCESSIVE
UNIFORM LAYERS NOT MORE THAN 8 INCHES IN THICKNESS BEFORE COMPACTION OVER THE ENTIRE AREA IN
ACCORDANCE WITH VDOT 2007 ROAD AND BRIDGE SPECIFICATION 303.04.
8. VDOT STD. IS—1& ST—1 REQUIRED ON ALL PROPOSED PUBLIC STRUCTURES, THE TWO BYPASS MH-1's AND <
THE TWO JB—1's.
9. ALL FILL SHALL BE PLACED AT 95% COMPACTION AND TESTED BY A GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER TO ENSURE i
COMPACTION IS REACHED AND MAINTAINED. General Construction notes for Stormwater Management Plans
1O'corF\)1F§|lghR/| mEclc')\lr\\l/sEERTchNog '}rgEEI\CI:SL'J\II;FERA%TST:’RSSPACg_léEgE(SS;;BE;S ACTAI\THBEEEzﬁllE\I\?EllnNLcEgﬁTgAcc)%EAlélﬁsAJ_o 1. All dams and constructed fill to be within 95% of maximum dry density and 2%
CONTACT COLLINS ENGINEERING OF ANY DISCREPANCIES IN THE HORIZONTAL OR VERTICAL ALIGNMENT PRIOR of 9pt'm“r: mo'tSt“r:e. Ccl’”te”i(' Al .f'”tmobter'al to ?ed approved i’y Gt.gec’t‘]fcgn'cal
TO ORDERING AND CONSTRUCTION. eng”:\eer. geO eC- ['HCC] engineer Is 10 'e presven‘ uring construction o ams.
11. ALL EXCAVATION FOR UNDERGROUND PIPE INSTALLATION MUST COMPLY WITH OSHA STANDARDS FOR 2. Pipe and riser joints are to be watertight within stormwater Management
CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY (29 CFR PART 1926). facilities.
12. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ADEQUATE STONE BACKFILL FOR THE UNDERGROUND DETENTION SYSTEM 3. For temporary sediment traps or basins which are to be converted to permanent
PIPES IN_ACCORDANCE WITH VDOT AND THE MANUFACTURER s REQUIREMENTS. stormwater management facilities; conversion is not to take place until the site is

stabilized, and permission has been obtained from the erosion control inspector.
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LIGHTING NOTES:

1. ALL LIGHT FIXTURES SHALL BE FULLY SHIELDED AND BE FULL CUTOFF.
2. LIGHT FIXTURES SHOWN ARE MOUNTED TO THE BUILDING.
3. FOOTCANDLE LEVELS AT THE PROPERTY LINE SHALL NOT EXCEED 0.5 FOOTCANDLES.
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RESOLUTION
APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT
TO AUTHORIZE A MULTIFAMILY DWELLING
AT 1101 EAST JEFFERSON STREET CONTAINING UP TO
87 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE

WHEREAS, Jefferson Medical Building Limited Partnership (“Applicant”), is the owner
of certain property located at 1101 East Jefferson Street, identified on City Tax Map 54 as Parcel
127 (Tax Map Parcel Id. # 540127000) and containing approximately 1.46 acres (“Subject
Property”), pursuant to City Code Sec. 34-480, has requested City Council to approve a special
use permit to authorize the development of the Subject Property as a multifamily dwelling
containing up to 87 dwelling units per acre (the proposed “Special Use”). The Subject Property is
within the City’s B-1 (Commercial) zoning district, with frontage on 10" Street, N.E., East
Jefferson Street and 11" Street, N.E.; and

WHEREAS, the requested Special Use is generally described within the Applicant’s
application materials submitted in connection with SP16-00001, including: (i) the original
application materials dated September 16 and 19, 2016; (ii) a supplemental narrative dated June
12,2017, and (iii) a revised proposed site plan dated June 9, 2017, submitted to NDS on June 12,
2017 (collectively, the “Application Materials”); and

WHEREAS, the existing building at the Subject Property is proposed to be demolished
and removed to allow for establishment of the Special Use and related buildings and
improvements; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the original application materials dated
September 16 and 19, 2016, and the City’s Staff Report pertaining thereto, and following a joint
public hearing, duly advertised and conducted by the Planning Commission and City Council on
October 11, 2016, the Commission voted to recommend that City Council should deny the
requested Special Use; and

WHEREAS, upon consideration of: the comments received during the joint public
hearing, the Planning Commission’s recommendation, the Staff Report, updated through July 5,
2017, and supplemental materials provided by the Applicant (dated June 9 and 12, 2017) as well
as the factors set forth within Sec. 34-157 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, this Council finds and
determines that granting the requested special use permit subject to suitable conditions would
serve the public necessity, convenience, general welfare or good zoning practice; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia that, pursuant
to City Code Sec. 34-480, a special use permit is hereby approved and granted to authorize a
multifamily dwelling containing not more than 87 dwelling units per acre (approximately 127.02
units, maximum), subject to the following conditions:

1. A maximum of 180 bedrooms shall be allowed on the subject property. No owner or



operator of the multifamily dwelling shall enter into lease agreements with tenants on a
bedroom-by-bedroom basis. Up to 50% of the residential units may be two-bedroom units.
All residential units will be either one or two-bedroom units.

2. The applicant has notified the City that it has elected to provide affordable housing units
to satisfy the requirements of City Code Sec. 34-12. Each of the required affordable housing
units shall be provided either on-site or off-site, on land within the adjacent Downtown or
Downtown North Mixed Use Corridor zoning Districts.

3. No demolition of existing building(s) or improvements shall be commenced prior to the
approval of a final site plan and approval of a permit authorizing land-disturbing activities
pursuant to City Code Sec. 10-9. Land disturbance associated with demolition shall be
planned and taken into account within the stormwater management plan for the development,
as part of a common plan of development for the Subject Property.

4. The design, height, and other characteristics of the development shall remain, in all
material aspects, as described within the Application Materials. Any change in use of the
proposed building, and any substantial change of the proposed development, shall require a
modification of this SUP—specifically including, but without limitation, any change to the
following matters depicted and/or represented within the Application Materials, as
supplemented through June 12, 2017:

a. The provision of two (2) open air courtyards in the front and rear of the building, with
the front courtyard visible from E Jefferson Street;

b. The provision of three (3) plazas: one along the entire 10th Street NE frontage; one, at
the corner of 10th Street NE and E Jefferson Streets; and one, at the corner of 11th Street
NE and East Jefferson Streets;

c. The provision of direct pedestrian access from East Jefferson Street to the on-site
means of access to the building;

d. The entire eastern half of the building, as measured along the E Jefferson Street
frontage, shall be a maximum of three (3) stories in height;

e. A building setback of at least 30 feet, along no less than 30% of the building’s 10th
Street NE and 11th Street NE frontages.

f. A building setback at least 30 feet along no less than 25% of the site’s E Jefferson
Street frontage, and a setback of at least 20 feet along the building’s remaining frontage
along E Jefferson Street.

g. Stepbacks:
(i) A stepback at least 10 feet from the required minimum 20 foot setback above
the second (2nd) story of the building, along 100% of the building’s 11" Street
N.E. frontage, and



(i) A stepback of at least 25 feet from the required minimum five (5) foot setback
above the second story of the building, along 100% of the eastern half of the
building’s E Jefferson Street frontage.

h. No more than 15,000 square feet of commercial space shall be allowed on the Subject
Property.

5. All street trees shall be a minimum of three (3) inch caliper at planting. Regardless of
canopy size, street trees shall be spaced no more than 25 feet apart on the 10th Street
NE and 11th Street NE frontages, and no more than 35 feet apart on the E Jefferson
Street frontage.

6. The landowner shall provide the following pedestrian facilities, along with a dedication of
land or suitable permanent easements:

a. Construction of sidewalk on 10th Street NE along the entire frontage of the Subject
Property, minimum seven (7) feet in width. If the sidewalk cannot be constructed within
existing public right-of-way, then a reduction of two (2) feet shall be applied to the
building setbacks and stepbacks required for 10th Street NE by Z.0. Sec. 34-457 and
condition (4), above.

b. Construction of curb extensions into (i) the intersection of 10th Street NE and E
Jefferson Street adjacent to the Subject Property on both sides of the staggered
intersection, and (ii) the intersection of 11th Street NE and E Jefferson Streets adjacent to
the Subject Property, all as shown in the site plan dated June 9, 2017. Curb extensions
shall include ADA-compliant perpendicular curb ramps aligned with each pedestrian
crosswalk. A receiving ADA-compliant curb ramp shall be installed as necessary on the
opposite end of each pedestrian crosswalk.

c. Install high visibility crosswalks at all pedestrian crossings at both the 10th Street
NE and E Jefferson Street and 11th Street NE and E Jefferson Street intersections, as
shown in the provided site plan dated June 9, 2017.

d. Extend concrete sidewalk across all driveway/alley entrances in full width and at a
maximum two (2) percent cross slope, as shown in the site plan dated June 9, 2017.

e. If such is approved by the City, relocation of the existing two way stop located at the
intersection of 11" Street NE and Little High Street, in order to stop traffic traveling on
Little High Street, to an alternate location designated by the City Traffic Engineer.

f. Construction of curb extensions and high visibility crosswalks at the intersection of 11"
Street NE and Little High Street. Curb extensions shall include ADA-compliant
perpendicular curb ramps aligned with each pedestrian crosswalk. An ADA-compliant
receiving curb ramp shall be installed as necessary on the opposite end of each pedestrian
crosswalk.



g. All of the items referenced in (a)-(f) above shall be shown on the final site plan for the
development, and any dedications of land or conveyances of public easements shall be
provided prior to final site plan approval. The Traffic Engineer is authorized to modify
the dimensions of the facilities referenced in (a) through (f), above, as necessary to leave
adequate right-of-way available for future construction of bicycle lanes on 10th Street
NE. Any such modification shall be shown within the final site plan for the development.
Final construction plans for the public facilities referenced in (a)-(f), above will be
submitted to the City’s Traffic Engineer for approval, prior to commencement of
construction.

7. All outdoor lighting and light fixtures shall be full cut-off luminaires. Spillover light from
luminaires onto public roads and onto property adjacent property shall not exceed one-half
(%2) foot candle. A spillover shall be measured horizontally and vertically at the property line
or edge of right-of-way or easement, whichever is closer to the light source.

8. There shall be no vehicular access to the Subject Property from the existing alley
connecting the rear of the Subject Property to Little High Street. No more than one (1)
vehicular access point (“curb cut”) shall be allowed on 11th Street NE, unless additional any
access point(s) on 11th Street NE are determined by the City Traffic Engineer to be
necessary for the public safety.

9. Bicycle storage will be provided on-site, to the standards set forth within City Code Sec.
34-881(2) of the Charlottesville City Code (Bicycle Storage Facilities), or the most current
Bicycle Storage Facilities code applicable to this multifamily dwelling at time of
development.

10. Low impact development techniques such as rain gardens and permeable pavers shall be
constructed/ installed as part of the development, and the nature, location and specifications
for all such LID techniques shall be shown on the final site plan.

11. The redevelopment of the subject property shall include the installation of solar energy
systems sufficient, at a minimum, to offset the electrical usage in the common areas of the
development.

12. For every 1,500 square feet of commercial space, there shall be a reduction of one (1)
dwelling unit from the maximum number of dwelling units (127) allowed under this special
use permit.

Approved by Council
July 5, 2017

i

Clerk of Council
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RAMEY KEMP & ASSOCIATES, Inc
; RAMEY KEMP 4343 Cox Road

May 22, 2017

Mr. Brennen Duncan, P.E.

City of Charlottesville

610 East Market Street
Charlottesville, Virginia 22902
Phone: (434) 970-3182

Reference:  East Jefferson Street Apartments — Traffic Impact Analysis (TI1A)
Charlottesville, Virginia

Dear Mr. Duncan,

Ramey Kemp & Associates, Inc. (RKA) has performed a Traffic Impact Analysis (TI1A) to support the proposed
redevelopment of the property on the north side of East Jefferson Street between 10" Street NE and 11" Street
NE. The property currently has a 20,300 square foot (s.f.) medical office building, with two full-movement
driveways on East Jefferson Street, and one full-movement driveway on 10" Street NE.

The proposed redevelopment includes replacing the medical office building with 126 apartment units, up to
8,000 s.f. of specialty retail space, and a 2,000 s.f. coffee / donut shop without a drive-through window. The
proposed access plan includes removing both driveways on East Jefferson Street, and adding one new full-
movement driveway on 11" Street NE. The plan includes constructing a two-level below-grade parking deck
with 246 spaces. If approved, the redevelopment is expected to be complete in 2019. Figure 1 shows the site
location and study intersections.

The purpose of this letter report is to provide the following:

Trip generation calculations

Trip generation study at City Walk Apartments

Trip generation study at two local coffee shops

Capacity analysis of study intersections

Multi-way stop analysis for the intersection of Little High Street at 11" Street

Existing Roadway Conditions
10" Street NE is a two-lane local collector with an average daily traffic (ADT) volume of approximately 4,000
vehicles per day, and a posted speed limit of 25 mph across the property frontage.

East Jefferson Street is a two-lane local collector with an ADT volume of approximately 1,700 vehicles per day,
and a posted speed limit of 25 mph across the property frontage.

Charleston, SC - Charlotte, NC - Raleigh, NC - Richmond, VA - Winston-Salem, NC
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11" Street NE is a two-lane local collector with an ADT volume of approximately 1,500 vehicles per day, and a
posted speed limit of 25 mph across the property frontage.

Existing Traffic Volumes

The existing 2016 AM peak hour (7:00 to 9:00 AM) and PM peak hour (4:00 to 6:00 PM) turning movement
counts were conducted by RKA and Burns Service, Inc. at the following intersections during the week of
September 12, 2016:

= 10" Street NE at East Jefferson Street
= 11" Street NE at East Jefferson Street
= East Jefferson Street at three existing medical office driveways

Burns Service, Inc. also performed a 14-hour (6:00 AM to 8:00 PM) turning movement count at the following
intersection during the week of May 8, 2017:

= Little High Street at 11"" Street NE

The existing peak hour volumes were increased and balanced between the study intersections, and are shown in
Figure 2. All of the traffic count data is enclosed for reference.

Background Traffic Growth

The existing medical office trips were removed from the existing driveways, but those trips were not subtracted
from the main intersections. Additionally, based on a review of the 2012 and 2015 ADT’s, the existing 2016
peak hour traffic volumes were grown by an annual rate of 3.0% for three years to estimate the 2019 no-build
traffic volumes, which are shown in Figure 3.

Based on discussion with the City, we understand there are no approved developments near this site.
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Trip Generation
The trip generation potential of the proposed redevelopment during a typical weekday, AM peak hour and PM
peak hour was estimated using the methodologies published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Trip Generation Manual — 9" Edition. Table 1 shows the trip generation potential of the proposed
redevelopment.
Table 1
ITE Trip Generation — 9" Edition — Weekday

Average Daily

Land Use
(ITE Land Use Code)

Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit

Proposed Uses

Apartments

(220) 126 units 419 419 13 51 o1 28
Specialty Retail Center 8000sf. | 190 | 190 | 4 2 | 18 | 23
(826)
Coffee / Donut Shop without
Drive-Through Window 2,000 s.f. 748 748 111 106 41 41
(936)
Subtotal 1,357 | 1,357 | 128 159 110 92
ITE Internal Capture — 8% AM / 37% PM -305 -305 -11 -11 -37 -37
Driveway Volumes 1,052 | 1,052 117 148 73 55
ITE Pass-By Trips:
Specialty Retail — 34% -50 -50 -0 -0 -4 -4
Coffee / Donut Shop — 49% AM / 50% PM* -287 -287 -48 -48 -12 -12
33% Adjustment for

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Trips 347 | 347 ) -38 48 -4 -18

Net New External Trips 368 368 31 52 33 21

Existing Use

Medical Office

(720) 20,300 s.f. 366 366 39 10 20 52

Net Change in External Trips +2 +2 -8 +42 +13 -31

* ITE does not publish pass-by rates for coffee / donut shops. In this case, the pass-by rates for a fast-food
restaurant were applied. It is reasonable to assume that the actual pass-by rates for coffee / donut shops are

significantly higher, which would result in fewer new trips.
RAMEY KEMP
ASSOCIATES
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Note that the existing medical office trips were not subtracted out of the background traffic volumes at the study
intersections.

Specialty retail space and coffee / donut shops attract pass-by trips, which are made by drivers who are already
driving by the site today, and will visit these uses in the future because they are convenient. Table 1 shows the
ITE pass-by trip adjustments that could be applied. In this case, the pass-by adjustments were not applied,
which results in more new trips in the traffic projections.

Note that the trip generation of the coffee / donut shop is based on the ITE trip rates, which are significantly
higher than expected with the proposed coffee shop because most of the shops surveyed by ITE are part of large
chains, and located on major thoroughfares. The proposed shop will likely be locally-owned and focused on
serving the neighborhood. To confirm, RKA counted two local coffee shops, and those results are presented
later in this report.

Trip Generation Study at City Walk Apartments

A traffic count was conducted by Burns Service, Inc. at the intersection of Water Street at City Walk Way
during the week of September 12, 2016. The purpose of the count was to determine an appropriate pedestrian
reduction by comparing similar apartments in Charlottesville. Table 2 shows a comparison of the trip
generation potential of City Walk Apartments based on the ITE trip rates, and the actual traffic counts.

Table 2
City Walk Apartments
Trip Generation Comparison — 9™ Edition — Weekday
Average Daily

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour

Land Use . Traffic h h

(ITE Land Use Code) Sl (vpd) (vph) (vph)
Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit
Ap"z‘;tzrg‘;”ts 301 units 074 | 974 | 30 | 121 | 119 | 64
Actual Counts 301 units - - 10 88 69 30

- - -67% | -27% | -42% | -53%

Compared to ITE
- - -35% -46%

The number of vehicle trips entering and exiting City Walk Apartments is approximately 35% lower than what
ITE predicts during the AM peak hour, and approximately 46% lower during the PM peak hour. Therefore, the
33% adjustment shown in Table 1 for the proposed East Jefferson Street apartments is reasonable. However, in
this case, the reduction was not applied, which results in more new trips in the traffic projections.
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Trip Generation Study at Local Coffee Shops

An AM peak hour (7:00 to 9:00 AM) pedestrian count was conducted by Burns Service, Inc. at two local coffee
shops during the week of April 24 to determine an appropriate trip generation rate for the proposed coffee shop.
Shenandoah Joe’s is a 3,200 s.f. coffee shop on Preston Avenue at 101 Street NW, and Milli Coffee Roasters is
a 1,800 s.f. coffee shop located on Preston Avenue at Mcintire Road. Table 3 shows a comparison of the trip
generation potential of the local coffee / donut shops based on the ITE trip rates, and the actual traffic counts.

Table 3
Local Coffee Shops
Trip Generation Comparison — 9™ Edition — Weekday

AM Peak Hour
Location Size (vph)

Enter Exit

ITE Trip Generation for Coffee / Donut Shop

without Drive-Through Window (936) 3,200sf. | 177 | 170

Shenandoah Joe’s — Preston Avenue 3,200 s.f. 76 70

ITE Trip Generation for
High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant (932)

ITE Trip Generation for Coffee / Donut Shop
without Drive-Through Window (936)

3,200 s.f. 19 16

2,000 s.f. 111 106

Proposed East Jefferson Coffee Shop 2,000 s.f. 41 39

ITE Trip Generation for
High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant (932)

ITE Trip Generation for Coffee / Donut Shop
without Drive-Through Window (936)

2,000 s.f. 12 10

1,800 s.f. 100 96

Milli Coffee Roasters — Preston Avenue 1,800 s.f. 31 22

ITE Trip Generation for

High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant (932) 1,800 s.f. 11 9

Based on the Shenandoah Joe and Milli Coffee Roasters data, the proposed coffee shop is expected to generate
only 80 trips during the AM peak hour, which is approximately 63% lower than the 217 AM peak hour trips
predicted by ITE. This analysis is based on the ITE trip rates, which result in significantly more trips than other
local coffee shops.
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Site Traffic Distribution
The following site traffic distribution was assumed for vehicle trips based on a review of the existing traffic
volumes, the adjacent roadway network, and engineering judgement:

30% to / from the north on 10™ Street

30% to / from the south on 10" Street

15% to / from the west on East Jefferson Street
15% to / from the north on 11" Street

5% to / from the south on 11" Street

5% to / from the east on East Jefferson Street

The following site traffic distribution was assumed for the pedestrian and bicycle trips:

55% to / from the west on East Jefferson Street
20% to / from the south on 10" Street

10% to / from the north on 10" Street

10% to / from the north on 11" Street

5% to / from the south on 11" Street

The vehicle trips are assumed to be medium and long-range trips, so a significant percentage of those trips are
assigned to / from the US 250 Bypass. The pedestrian and bicycle trips are assumed to be short-range trips,
which will be oriented toward the downtown area.

Figures 4 and 5 show the site trip distribution for vehicles and pedestrian / bicycles. Figure 6 shows the vehicle
site trip assignment, and the build 2019 traffic volumes are shown in Figure 6.
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Traffic Capacity Analysis

Traffic capacity analysis for the study intersections was performed using Synchro 9.1, which is a
comprehensive software package that allows the user to model signalized and unsignalized intersections to
determine levels-of-service based on the thresholds specified in the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM).

Table 4 summarizes the capacity analysis results for the unsignalized intersection of 10" Street NE at East
Jefferson Street, and all of the Synchro output is enclosed for reference.

Table 4
Level-of-Service Summary for 10™" Street NE at East Jefferson Street
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
LANE
CObplTIoh GROUP Lane Queue OI\_/gg” Lane Queue OI\_/gg"
LOS (ft) (Delay) LOS (ft) (Delay)
2016 EBL/T/R! B 10 C 35
Existing 201 WBL/T/R! B 13 3 B 8 3
Traffic Conditions | NBLTR? | A 0 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 3 A 3
. EBL/T/R! B 10 C 48
No-Build 2019 WBL/T/R? B 15 3 B 10 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R? A 0 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 3 A 3
y EBL/T/R! C 20 C 60
Build 2019 WBL/T/R! B 13 3 B 10 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R? A 0 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 3 A 3

1. Level of service for minor approach

Level of service for major street left-turn movement

3. HCM methodology does not provide lane group or overall LOS, delay, and queue lengths for major street through
movements or right turns at unsignalized intersections.

N

Capacity analysis indicates that all movements at this intersection are projected to operate with short delays
(less than 25 seconds) during the AM and PM peak hours under all scenarios, with a queue length of three
vehicles or less.

Note that the eastbound and westbound approaches are offset by 90 feet, and function as two three-leg
intersections. Note that this intersection was modeled as one four-leg intersection, which results in longer
delays and queues because a four-leg intersection has 32 traffic conflict points, but a three-leg intersection has
only 9 traffic conflict points.

No improvements are warranted or recommended at this intersection.
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Table 5 summarizes the capacity analysis results for the unsignalized intersection of 11" Street NE at East
Jefferson Street, and all of the Synchro output is enclosed for reference.

Table 5
Level-of-Service Summary for 11" Street NE at East Jefferson Street
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
LANE
CONDITION GROUP Lane Queue OI\_/gg” Lane Queue O\L/gg"
LOS ) (Delay) LOS (ft) (Delay)
EBL/T/R A 5 B 10
Existing 2016 WBL/T/R! B 5 3 B 5 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R? A 3 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 0 A 0
" EBL/T/R A 8 B 13
No-Build 2019 WBL/T/R! B 5 3 B 8 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R? A 3 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 0 A 0
y EBL/T/R B 8 B 13
Build 2019 WBL/T/R! B 8 3 B 8 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R? A 3 N/A A 0 N/A
SBL/T/R? A 3 A 0

1.  Level of service for minor approach

Level of service for major street left-turn movement

3. HCM methodology does not provide lane group or overall LOS, delay, and queue lengths for major street through
movements or right turns at unsignalized intersections.

N

Capacity analysis indicates that all movements at this intersection are projected to operate with short delays
(less than 25 seconds) during the AM and PM peak hours under all scenarios, with a queue length of one
vehicle or less.

No improvements are warranted or recommended at this intersection.
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Table 6 summarizes the capacity analysis results for the unsignalized intersection of Little High Street at 11%"
Street NE, and all of the Synchro output is enclosed for reference.

Table 6
Level-of-Service Summary for Little High Street at 11t Street NE
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
LANE
CONDITION GROUP Lane Queue O?_’gg” Lane Queue O\L/gg"
LOS (ft) (Delay) LOS (ft) (Delay)
EBL/T/R? A 0 A 0
Existing 2016 WBL/T/R? A 0 3 A 0 3
Traffic Conditions | NBLT/R' | B 5 N/A B w0 | NA
SBL/T/R B 15 B 8
" EBL/T/R? A 0 A 0
No-Build 2019 WBL/T/R? A 0 3 A 0 3
Traffic Conditions NBL/T/R! B 5 N/A B 10 N/A
SBL/T/R B 18 B 10
f‘?u“d 2%19 EBL/T/R! B 15 B 10
Traffic Conditions WBL/T/R? B 13 3 B 8 3
with Stop control on NBL/T/RZZ A 0 N/A A 0 N/A
Little High Street SBL/T/R A 0 A 0

1.  Level of service for minor approach
2. Level of service for major street left-turn movement

3. HCM methodology does not provide lane group or overall LOS, delay, and queue lengths for major street through

movements or right turns at unsignalized intersections.

Capacity analysis indicates that all movements at this intersection are projected to operate with short delays
(less than 25 seconds) during the AM and PM peak hours under all scenarios, with a queue length of one

vehicle or less.

As described later in this report, we recommend switching the Stop control at this intersection to designate 11%"
Street as the major street, and Little High Street as the minor street. We also recommend installing bulbouts on
the west side of the intersection to aid in traffic calming, and the shorten the crossing distance for pedestrians.
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Table 7 summarizes the capacity analysis results for the unsignalized intersection of 10" Street NE at Site
Driveway 1, and all of the Synchro output is enclosed for reference.

Table 7
Level-of-Service Summary for 10" Street NE at Site Driveway 1
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
LANE
CONDITION GROUP Lane Queue Overall Lane Quelie Overall
LOS (ft) Lo LOS (ft) O

(Delay) (Delay)

- WBL/R B 25 B 8
Build 2019 NBT/R - - N/A3 - - N/A3

Traffic Conditions SBL/T? A 3 A 3

1.  Level of service for minor approach

Level of service for major street left-turn movement

3. HCM methodology does not provide lane group or overall LOS, delay, and queue lengths for major street through
movements or right turns at unsignalized intersections.

N

Capacity analysis indicates that all movements at this intersection are projected to operate with short delays
(less than 25 seconds) during the AM and PM peak hours at build-out of the site, with a queue length of one
vehicle or less.

No improvements are warranted or recommended at this intersection.

Table 8 summarizes the capacity analysis results for the unsignalized intersection of 11" Street NE at Site
Driveway 2, and all of the Synchro output is enclosed for reference.

Table 8
Level-of-Service Summary for 11% Street NE at Site Driveway 2
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
LANE
SORIRHTIOh GROUP Lane Queue OI\_/(e)rgll Lane Queue OI\_/gg"
LOS (fo) (Delay) LOS (fo) (Delay)
Build 2019 EBL/R! A 3 A 3
. - NBL/T? A 3 A 3
Traffic Conditions SBTﬁR ; (_) N/A ; ° N/A

1. Level of service for minor approach

Level of service for major street left-turn movement

3. HCM methodology does not provide lane group or overall LOS, delay, and queue lengths for major street through
movements or right turns at unsignalized intersections.

I

Capacity analysis indicates that all movements at this intersection are projected to operate with short delays
(less than 25 seconds) during the AM and PM peak hours at build-out of the site, with a queue length of one
vehicle or less.

No improvements are warranted or recommended at this intersection.
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Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis

A multi-way stop warrant analysis was performed for the intersection of Little High Street at 11" Street NE.
Multi-way stop warrants are evaluated using the thresholds for intersection volume and collision history as
outlined in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). The following traffic volume
thresholds must be met for at least 8 hours to warrant multi-way stop control:

= The approach volumes on the major street approaches must exceed 300 vehicles per hour, and
= The approach volumes on the minor street approaches must exceed 200 vehicles per hour

During the traffic count, the 8:00 to 9:00 AM hour was the busiest, and the total approach volume at the
intersection was only 254 vehicles. This is just over half the threshold needed to meet one hour of the warrant,
so the traffic volumes are well below the thresholds for multi-way stop control.

In order to meet the collision warrant for a multi-way stop, there must be five or more correctable collisions in a
12 month period at the intersection. Based on the data provided by the Virginia Department of Motor Vehicles
(DMV), there were no reported collisions at the intersection between January 2013 and December 2015, so that
warrant is not met either.

We understand that there is concern about the speed of traffic on eastbound Little High Street. Based on the 14
hour volume data, 11" Street had a total approach volume of 966 vehicles, and Little High Street had a total
approach volume of 882 vehicles. The proposed redevelopment is projected to add approximately 315 vehicles
per day to this segment of 11" Street. Therefore, we recommend switching the Stop control at this intersection
to designate 11" Street as the major street, and Little High Street as the minor street.

We also recommend installing bulbouts on the west side of the intersection to aid in traffic calming, and the
shorten the crossing distance for pedestrians.

Note that this analysis includes several assumptions that overestimate the impact of the proposed
redevelopment:

= The capacity analysis in this TIA assumes no reduction for the pedestrian, bicycle, and transit trips,
even though a comparison of City Walk Apartments shows a 33% adjustment would be appropriate

= The existing medical office trips were not subtracted from the study intersections

= The trip generation of the coffee / donut shop results in a significantly higher number of trips
because most of the shops surveyed by ITE are part of large chains, and located on major
thoroughfares. The proposed shop will likely be locally-owned and focused on serving the
neighborhood.

= The proposed specialty retail space and coffee / donut shop will attract pass-by trips, but no
adjustment for pass-by trips was made in this analysis

= The intersection of 10" Street NE at East Jefferson Street was modeled as four-leg intersection
instead of two three-leg intersections
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Figure 8 shows the recommended lane configuration.

We appreciate your attention to this matter. Please contact me at (804) 217-8560 if you have any questions
about this report. -

Sincerely yours,
Ramey Kemp & Associates, Inc.

CARL A. HULT

Lic. No. 049

Carl Hultgren, P.E., PTOE
Regional Manager

Enclosures:  Figures, Synchro output, Traffic count data, Multi-Way Stop warrant

Copy to: Mr. David Mitchell, Southern Classic, Inc.
Ms. Valerie Long, Williams Mullen
Ms. Ashley Davies, Williams Mullen
Mr. Scott Collins, P.E., Collins Engineering
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Existing (2016) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 19 12 13 100 19 47 11 133 8 32 236 25
Future Vol, veh/h 19 12 13 10 19 47 11 133 8 32 236 25
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 21 13 15 11 21 53 12 149 9 36 265 28
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 567 534 279 544 544 154 293 0 0 158 0 0
Stage 1 351 351 179 179 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 216 183 365 365 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 434 452 760 450 446 892 1269 1422
Stage 1 666 632 - 823 751 - - -
Stage 2 786 748 654 623
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 381 434 760 418 428 892 1269 1422
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 381 434 - 418 428 - - -
Stage 1 659 613 815 743
Stage 2 711 741 609 604
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 13.7 11.6 0.6 0.8
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1269 465 628 1422
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.01 - - 0.106 0.136 0.025 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.9 0 137 116 7.6 0
HCM Lane LOS A A B B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 - 04 05 01 -
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
2. 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Existing (2016) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 5 11 26 8 2 3 25 24 1 5 45 30
Future Vol, veh/h 5 11 26 8 2 3 25 24 1 5 45 30
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 7 15 36 11 29 4 34 33 1 7 62 41
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 214 199 82 223 218 34 103 0 0 34 0 0
Stage 1 9% 96 102 102 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 118 103 121 116 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 743 697 978 733 680 1039 1489 1578
Stage 1 911 815 - 904 811 - - -
Stage 2 887 810 883 800
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 700 678 978 680 661 1039 1489 1578
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 700 678 - 680 661 - - -
Stage 1 890 811 883 792
Stage 2 832 791 831 796
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 9.6 10.6 3.7 0.5
HCM LOS A B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1489 841 689 1578
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.023 - - 0.068 0.064 0.004 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.5 0 96 106 7.3 0
HCM Lane LOS A A A B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - 02 02 0
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
3: 11th Street NE & Little High Street

Existing (2016) Conditions
Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 15 15 58 11 3% U1 3 26 3 6 70 3
Future Vol, veh/h 15 15 58 11 36 1 3 26 3 6 70 3
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 2 22 8 16 52 16 4 38 4 9 101 4
Major/Minor Majorl Major2 Minorl Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 68 0 0 106 0 0 252 207 64 220 241 60
Stage 1 - - - - - 107 107 922 92 -
Stage 2 - - 145 100 128 149 -
Critical Hdwy 412 412 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.218 2.218 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1533 1485 701 690 1000 736 660 1005
Stage 1 - - 898 807 - 915 819 -
Stage 2 858 812 876 774
Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1533 1485 602 672 1000 688 643 1005
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - 602 672 - 688 643 -
Stage 1 885 795 901 810
Stage 2 739 803 818 762

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 1.3 14 10.6 11.7
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLnl EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLnl
Capacity (veh/h) 686 1533 - 1485 655
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.068 0.014 - 0.011 - 0.175
HCM Control Delay (s) 106 74 0 - 75 0 11.7
HCM Lane LOS B A A - A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.2 0 0 0.6
Synchro 9 Report

RKA

Page 3



East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Existing (2016) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 49 35 60 8 737 10 233 8 30 208 11
Future Vol, veh/h 49 35 60 8 737 10 233 8 30 208 11
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 919 91 91
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 54 38 66 9 8 4 11 256 9 3 229 12
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 608 588 235 635 589 260 241 0 0 265 0 0
Stage 1 301 301 282 282 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 307 287 353 307 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 408 421 804 391 421 779 1326 1299
Stage 1 708 665 - 725 678 - - -
Stage 2 703 674 664 661
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 370 405 804 323 405 779 1326 1299
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 370 405 - 323 405 - - -
Stage 1 701 646 718 671
Stage 2 652 667 557 642
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 15.8 11.9 0.3 0.9
HCM LOS C B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1326 491 581 1299
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.008 - - 0.322 0.098 0.025 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.7 0 158 119 738 0
HCM Lane LOS A A C B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 - 14 03 01 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
2. 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Existing (2016) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection
Int Delay, siveh 6
Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 13 33 3 5 27 8 15 45 4 9 32 5
Future Vol, veh/h 13 33 32 5 27 8 15 45 4 9 32 5
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 16 41 40 6 34 10 19 56 5 11 40 6
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 184 165 43 202 165 59 46 0 0 61 0 0
Stage 1 66 66 9% 96 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 118 99 106 69 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 777 728 1027 756 728 1007 1562 1542
Stage 1 945 840 - 911 815 - - -
Stage 2 887 813 900 837
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 730 714 1027 684 714 1007 1562 1542
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 730 714 - 684 714 - - -
Stage 1 933 834 899 804
Stage 2 830 802 816 831
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10 10.1 1.7 14
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1562 819 754 1542
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.012 - - 0.119 0.066 0.007 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.3 0 10 101 74 0
HCM Lane LOS A A B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 04 02 0
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
3: 11th Street NE & Little High Street

Existing (2016) Conditions
Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 10 42 3 3 3 1 9 54 3 9 40 13
Future Vol, veh/h 10 42 3 3 3 U1 9 54 3 9 40 13
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 13 53 4 4 49 14 11 68 4 11 50 16
Major/Minor Majorl Major2 Minorl Minor2
Conflicting Flow Al 63 0 0 56 0 0 175 149 54 178 144 56
Stage 1 - - - - 79 719 63 63 -
Stage 2 - - 9% 70 115 81 -
Critical Hdwy 412 412 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.218 2.218 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1540 1549 788 743 1013 784 747 1011
Stage 1 - - 930 829 - 948 842 -
Stage 2 911 837 890 828
Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1540 1549 729 734 1013 720 738 1011
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - 729 734 - 720 738 -
Stage 1 922 822 939 839
Stage 2 840 834 807 821

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 1.3 0.4 10.5 10.1
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLnl EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLnl
Capacity (veh/h) 743 1540 - 1549 779
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.111 0.008 - 0.002 - 0.099
HCM Control Delay (s) 105 74 0 - 73 0 10.1
HCM Lane LOS B A A - A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 04 0 0 0.3
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

No-Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 21 13 14 11 21 51 12 145 9 3 258 27
Future Vol, veh/h 21 13 14 11 21 51 12 145 9 3 258 27
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 2415 16 12 24 57 13 163 10 39 290 30
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 619 584 305 594 594 168 320 0 0 173 0 0
Stage 1 384 384 195 195 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 235 200 399 399 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 401 423 735 417 418 876 1240 - - 1404
Stage 1 639 611 - 807 739 - - - - -
Stage 2 768 736 627 602
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 345 404 735 383 399 876 1240 - - 1404
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 345 404 - 383 399 - - - - -
Stage 1 631 590 797 730
Stage 2 686 727 578 582
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 14.6 12.2 0.6 0.8
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1240 428 595 1404
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.011 - - 0126 0.157 0.028 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.9 0 146 122 76 0
HCM Lane LOS A A B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 04 06 01 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA No-Build (2019) Conditions

2: 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour
Intersection
Int Delay, siveh 5
Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 5 16 36 9 23 3 21 27 1 5 49 33
Future Vol, veh/h 5 16 36 9 23 3 21 27 1 5 49 33
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 722 49 12 32 4 37 37 1 7 67 45
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 232 215 90 251 238 38 112 0 0 38 0 0
Stage 1 103 103 - 112 112 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 129 112 - 139 126 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 - 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 - 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 723 683 968 702 663 1034 1478 - - 1572
Stage 1 903 810 - 893 803 - - - - -
Stage 2 875 803 - 864 792
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 677 662 968 634 643 1034 1478 - - 1572
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 677 662 - 634 643 - - - - -
Stage 1 880 806 - 870 782
Stage 2 815 782 - 794 788
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 9.8 10.9 3.7 0.4
HCM LOS A B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLnIWBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1478 - - 829 662 1572 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.025 - - 0.094 0.072 0.004 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.5 0 - 98 109 73 0
HCM Lane LOS A A - A B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 03 02 0
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
3: 11th Street NE & Little High Street

No-Build (2019) Conditions
Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 16 16 62 12 38 12 3 29 3 5 74 3
Future Vol, veh/h 16 16 62 12 38 12 3 29 3 5 74 3
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 23 23 9 17 5 17 4 42 4 7 107 4
Major/Minor Majorl Major2 Minorl Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 72 0 0 113 0 0 268 221 68 237 258 64
Stage 1 - - - - - 114 114 99 99 -
Stage 2 - - 154 107 138 159 -
Critical Hdwy 412 412 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.218 2.218 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1528 1476 685 678 995 717 646 1000
Stage 1 - - 891 801 - 907 813 -
Stage 2 848 807 865 766
Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1528 1476 580 659 995 665 628 1000
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - 580 659 - 665 628 -
Stage 1 877 788 892 803
Stage 2 723 797 802 754

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 1.3 14 10.8 11.9
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLnl EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLnl
Capacity (veh/h) 671 1528 - 1476 639
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.076 0.015 - 0.012 - 0.186
HCM Control Delay (s) 108 74 0 - 75 0 11.9
HCM Lane LOS B A A - A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.2 0 0 0.7
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

No-Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 54 43 66 9 8 40 11 255 9 3 221 12
Future Vol, veh/h 54 43 66 9 8 40 11 255 9 3 221 12
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 919 91 91
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 59 47 73 10 9 M 12 280 10 36 249 13
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 665 643 256 697 644 285 263 0 0 290 0 0
Stage 1 329 329 309 309 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 336 314 388 335 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 374 392 783 35 391 754 1301 - - 1272
Stage 1 684 646 - 701 660 - - - - -
Stage 2 678 656 636 643
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 334 375 783 282 374 754 1301 - - 1272
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 334 375 - 282 374 - - - - -
Stage 1 676 625 693 653
Stage 2 623 649 516 622
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 18.1 12.6 0.3 1
HCM LOS C B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1301 452 536 1272
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.009 - - 0.396 0.117 0.029 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.8 0 181 126 7.9 0
HCM Lane LOS A A C B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 - 1.9 04 01 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
2. 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

No-Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 14 36 35 5 36 9 16 47 4 10 34 5
Future Vol, veh/h 14 36 35 5 36 9 16 47 4 10 34 5
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 18 45 44 6 45 11 20 59 5 13 43 6
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 200 175 46 216 175 61 49 0 0 64 0 0
Stage 1 7171 - 101 101 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 129 104 115 74 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 759 718 1023 740 718 1004 1558 1538
Stage 1 939 836 - 905 811 - - -
Stage 2 875 809 890 833
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 702 702 1023 663 702 1004 1558 1538
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 702 702 - 663 702 - - -
Stage 1 927 828 893 800
Stage 2 806 798 798 826
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10.1 10.3 1.8 15
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1558 806 738 1538
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.013 - 0.132 0.085 0.008 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.3 0 - 101 103 74 0
HCM Lane LOS A A - B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 05 03 0
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
3: 11th Street NE & Little High Steet

No-Build (2019) Conditions
Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 11 45 3 3 41 12 10 57 3 10 43 14
Future Vol, veh/h 11 45 3 3 41 12 10 57 3 10 43 14
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 14 56 4 4 51 15 13 71 4 13 54 18
Major/Minor Majorl Major2 Minorl Minor2
Conflicting Flow Al 66 0 0 60 0 0 188 160 58 189 154 59
Stage 1 - - - - 86 86 66 66 -
Stage 2 - - 102 74 123 88 -
Critical Hdwy 412 412 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 6.12 552 6.12 552 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.218 2.218 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1536 1544 772 732 1008 771 738 1007
Stage 1 - - 922 824 - 945 840 -
Stage 2 904 833 881 822
Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1536 1544 709 723 1008 704 729 1007
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - 709 723 - 704 729 -
Stage 1 914 817 936 837
Stage 2 829 831 794 815

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 14 0.4 10.6 10.3
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLnl EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLnl
Capacity (veh/h) 730 1536 - 1544 769
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.12 0.009 - 0.002 - 0.109
HCM Control Delay (s) 106 74 0 - 73 0 10.3
HCM Lane LOS B A A - A A B
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0.4 0 0 0.4
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Build (2019) Conditions
Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 39 13 14 11 21 51 12 180 9 35 303 49
Future Vol, veh/h 39 13 14 11 21 51 12 180 9 35 303 49
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 4 15 16 12 24 57 13 202 10 39 340 55
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 722 686 368 696 708 207 396 0 0 212 0 0
Stage 1 447 447 234 234 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 275 239 462 474 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 342 370 677 35 360 833 1163 - - 1358
Stage 1 591 573 - 769 711 - - - - -
Stage 2 731 708 580 558
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 290 352 677 324 342 833 1163 - - 1358
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 290 352 - 324 342 - - - - -
Stage 1 583 552 759 702
Stage 2 649 699 531 537
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 18.3 13.2 0.5 0.7
HCM LOS C B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLnIWBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1163 344 530 1358
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.012 - - 0.216 0.176 0.029 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 8.1 0 183 132 7.7 0
HCM Lane LOS A A C B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 08 06 01 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
2. 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 5 16 36 9 23 9 27 33 1 19 57 33
Future Vol, veh/h 5 16 36 9 23 9 27 33 1 19 57 33
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73 73
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 722 49 12 32 12 37 45 1 26 78 45
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 295 274 101 308 295 46 123 0 0 47 0 0
Stage 1 153 153 120 120 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 142 121 188 175 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 657 633 954 644 616 1023 1464 1560
Stage 1 849 771 - 884 796 - - -
Stage 2 861 796 814 754
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 602 605 954 574 589 1023 1464 1560
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 602 605 - 574 589 - - -
Stage 1 827 757 861 775
Stage 2 795 775 736 740
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10.1 11.1 3.3 1.3
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1464 786 645 1560
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.025 - - 0.099 0.087 0.017 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.5 0 101 111 73 0
HCM Lane LOS A A B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - 03 03 01 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
3: 11th Street NE & Little High Steet

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 16 16 62 12 38 12 3 51 3 5 A 3
Future Vol, veh/h 16 16 62 12 38 12 3 b1 3 5 9 3
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - 0
Peak Hour Factor 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 23 23 9 17 5 17 4 74 4 7 132 4
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 270 236 134 290 236 76 136 0 0 78 0 0
Stage 1 149 149 85 85 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 121 87 205 151 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 683 665 915 662 665 985 1448 1520
Stage 1 854 774 - 923 824 - - -
Stage 2 883 823 797 772
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 624 660 915 577 660 985 1448 1520
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 624 660 - 577 660 - - -
Stage 1 851 770 920 822
Stage 2 807 821 694 768
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10.4 11 04 0.4
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1448 799 685 1520
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.003 - - 0.171 0.131 0.005 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.5 0 104 11 74 0
HCM Lane LOS A A B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 06 05 0 -
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

4: 10th Street NE & Access Road

Build (2019) Conditions
Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations L Ts &
Traffic Vol, veh/h 67 44 217 53 35 320
Future Vol, veh/h 67 44 217 53 35 320
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 73 48 236 58 38 348
Major/Minor Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 689 265 0 0 293 0
Stage 1 265 - - - - -
Stage 2 424 - -
Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 4.12
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.42 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.42 - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 412 774 1269
Stage 1 779 - -
Stage 2 660
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 397 774 1269
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 397 - -
Stage 1 779
Stage 2 636
Approach WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 14.7 0 0.8
HCM LOS B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLnl SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) 492 1269
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - 0.245 0.03 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 147 79 0
HCM Lane LOS B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 1 01 -

RKA

Synchro 9 Report
Page 4



East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

5: 11th Street NE & Access Road

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: AM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR
Lane Configurations L & Ts
Traffic Vol, veh/h 22 15 12 35 9 17
Future Vol, veh/h 22 15 12 35 9 17
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 24 16 13 38 102 18
Major/Minor Minor2 Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 175 111 121 0 - 0
Stage 1 111 - - - -
Stage 2 64 - -
Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 4.12
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.42 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.42 - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 815 942 1467
Stage 1 914 - -
Stage 2 959
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 808 942 1467
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 808 - -
Stage 1 914
Stage 2 950
Approach EB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 9.4 1.9 0
HCM LOS A
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBTEBLnl SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1467 857
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.009 - 0.047
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.5 0 94
HCM Lane LOS A A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 0.1

RKA
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

1: 10th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 65 43 66 9 8 40 11 277 9 3 244 20
Future Vol, veh/h 65 43 66 9 8 40 11 277 9 3 244 20
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 919 91 91
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 71 47 73 10 9 M 12 304 10 36 268 22
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 712 690 279 746 697 309 290 0 0 314 0 0
Stage 1 352 352 334 334 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 360 338 412 363 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 347 368 760 330 365 731 1272 - - 1246
Stage 1 665 632 - 680 643 - - - - -
Stage 2 658 641 617 625
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 309 351 760 259 348 731 1272 - - 1246
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 309 351 - 259 348 - - - - -
Stage 1 658 610 673 636
Stage 2 603 634 497 603
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 20.9 13.1 0.3 0.9
HCM LOS C B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1272 415 507 1246
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.01 - - 0461 0.124 0.029 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.9 0 209 131 8 0
HCM Lane LOS A A C B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 - 24 04 01 -
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA
2. 11th Street NE & E Jefferson Street

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 14 36 35 5 3% 12 16 51 4 13 37 5
Future Vol, veh/h 14 36 35 5 3% 12 16 51 4 13 37 5
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 18 45 44 6 45 15 20 64 5 16 46 6
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 218 191 49 232 191 66 53 0 0 69 0 0
Stage 1 82 82 - 106 106 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 136 109 126 85 - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 6.12 552 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 738 704 1020 723 704 998 1553 1532
Stage 1 926 827 - 900 807 - - -
Stage 2 867 805 878 824
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 678 687 1020 646 687 998 1553 1532
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 678 687 - 646 687 - - -
Stage 1 914 818 888 797
Stage 2 795 795 785 815
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10.2 10.4 1.7 1.7
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1553 792 734 1532
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.013 - 0134 0.09 0.011 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.3 0 - 102 104 74 0
HCM Lane LOS A A - B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 05 03 0
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA Build (2019) Conditions

3: 11th Street NE & Little High Street Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour
Intersection
Int Delay, siveh 5.1
Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations Fi S Fi S Fi S s
Traffic Vol, veh/h 11 45 3 3 41 12 10 65 3 10 54 14
Future Vol, veh/h 11 45 3 3 41 12 10 65 3 10 54 14
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 14 56 4 4 51 15 13 81 4 13 68 18
Major/Minor Minor2 Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow All 242 211 76 239 218 83 85 0 0 85 0 0
Stage 1 101 101 - 108 108 - - - - - - -
Stage 2 141 110 - 131 110 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 712 652 6.22 712 652 6.22 412 - - 412
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 552 - 6.12 552 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 552 - 6.12 552 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 712 686 985 715 680 976 1512 - - 1512
Stage 1 905 811 - 897 806 - - - - -
Stage 2 862 804 - 873 804
Platoon blocked, % - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 651 674 985 658 668 976 1512 - - 1512
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 651 674 - 658 668 - - - - -
Stage 1 897 804 - 889 799
Stage 2 787 797 - 802 797
Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 10.9 10.6 0.9 0.9
HCM LOS B B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBREBLn1WBLnl SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1512 - - 680 716 1512 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.008 - - 0.108 0.098 0.008 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.4 0 - 109 106 74 0
HCM Lane LOS A A - B B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 04 03 0
Synchro 9 Report
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

4: 10th Street NE & Access Road

Build (2019) Conditions
Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations L Ts &
Traffic Vol, veh/h 25 16 349 33 22 272
Future Vol, veh/h 25 16 349 33 22 272
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 27 17 3719 36 24 296
Major/Minor Minorl Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 740 397 0 0 415 0
Stage 1 397 - - - - -
Stage 2 343 - -
Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 4.12
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.42 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.42 - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 384 652 1144
Stage 1 679 - -
Stage 2 719
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 374 652 1144
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 374 - -
Stage 1 679
Stage 2 701
Approach WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 13.9 0 0.6
HCM LOS B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLnl SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) 449 1144
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - 0.099 0.021 -
HCM Control Delay (s) 139 82 0
HCM Lane LOS B A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 03 0.1 -
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East Jefferson Street Apartments - Charlottesville, VA

5: 11th Street NE & Access Road

Build (2019) Conditions

Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Intersection

Int Delay, siveh

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR
Lane Configurations L & Ts
Traffic Vol, veh/h 8 6 7 70 49 1
Future Vol, veh/h 8 6 7 70 49 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 0
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 9 7 8 76 53 12
Major/Minor Minor2 Majorl Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 150 59 65 0 - 0
Stage 1 59 - - - -
Stage 2 91 - -
Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 4.12
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.42 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.42 - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 2.218
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 842 1007 1537
Stage 1 964 - -
Stage 2 933
Platoon blocked, %
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 838 1007 1537
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 838 - -
Stage 1 964
Stage 2 928
Approach EB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 9.1 0.7 0
HCM LOS A
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBTEBLnl SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1537 903
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.005 - 0.017
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.4 0 91
HCM Lane LOS A A A
HCM 95th 9tile Q(veh) 0 0.1

RKA
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Counted By: Lee
Weather: Clear
Equipment ID: 4792

Ramey Kemp

& Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Jefferson at 10th - AM
Site Code : 00000002

Start Date :9/14/2016

Page No :1

Groups Printed- Cars + Trucks

10 th Street E Jefferson Street 10 th Street E Jefferson Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | uruns | app. o | Right | Thru | Left | uruns | app. tow | Right | Thru | Left | urums | ap.towm | Right | Thru | Left [ rums | App. Tow | Int. Total |
07:00 AM 0 20 2 0 22 1 1 0 0 2 0 12 2 0 14 0 0 4 0 4 42
07:15 AM 3 28 2 0 33 3 1 2 0 6 4 19 1 0 24 0 0 1 0 1 64
07:30 AM 4 27 5 0 36 3 1 2 0 6 1 30 1 0 32 1 4 1 0 6 80
07:45 AM 11 57 6 0 74 2 1 1 0 4 1 23 1 0 25 2 4 2 0 8 111
Total 18 132 15 0 165 9 4 5 0 18 6 84 5 0 95 3 8 8 0 19 297
08:00 AM 5 51 6 0 62 8 2 2 0 12 1 34 3 0 38 0 3 2 0 5 117
08:15 AM 7 52 9 0 68 21 6 2 0 29 4 39 0 0 43 5 4 8 0 17 157
08:30 AM 8 58 9 0 75 9 6 4 0 19 1 31 6 0 38 4 1 3 0 8 140
08:45 AM 5 75 8 0 88 2 5 2 0 9 2 29 2 0 33 4 4 6 0 14 144
Total 25 236 32 0 293 40 19 10 0 69 8 133 11 0 152 13 12 19 0 44 558
Grand Total 43 368 47 0 458 49 23 15 0 87 14 217 16 0 247 16 20 27 0 63 855
Apprch % 9.4 80.3 10.3 0 56.3 26.4 17.2 0 57 879 6.5 0 254 31.7 429 0
Total % 5 43 55 0 536 | 57 27 1.8 0 10.2 1.6 254 1.9 0 28.9 19 23 32 0 7.4
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Counted By: Lee
Weather: Clear
Equipment ID: 4791

Ramey Kemp

& Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Jefferson at 10th - PM
Site Code : 00000001

Start Date :9/13/2016

Page No :1

Groups Printed- Cars + Trucks

10 th Street E Jefferson Street 10th Street E Jefferson Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | uruns | app. o | Right | Thru | Left | uruns | app. tow | Right | Thru | Left | rums | app.towm | Right | Thru | Left [ rums | app. Tol | Int. Total |
04:00 PM 5 32 2 0 39 7 4 3 0 14 0 40 3 0 43 16 8 5 0 29 125
04:15 PM 5 45 3 0 53 3 3 3 0 9 1 43 1 0 45 6 2 8 0 16 123
04:30 PM 3 33 8 0 44 10 6 7 0 23 2 44 0 0 46 13 8 12 0 33 146
04:45 PM 6 41 4 0 51 9 2 3 0 14 3 47 5 0 55 10 6 9 0 25 145
Total 19 151 17 0 187 29 15 16 0 60 6 174 9 0 189 45 24 34 0 103 539
05:00 PM 2 47 6 0 55 14 3 3 0 20 2 63 3 0 68 21 10 15 0 46 189
05:15 PM 2 60 7 0 69 5 1 2 0 8 0 66 0 0 66 11 6 12 0 29 172
05:30 PM 1 60 8 0 69 9 1 0 0 10 2 57 2 0 61 18 7 13 0 38 178
05:45 PM 1 47 4 0 52 6 3 2 0 11 5 56 0 0 61 7 5 4 0 16 140
Total 6 214 25 0 245 34 8 7 0 49 9 242 5 0 256 57 28 44 0 129 679
Grand Total 25 365 42 0 432 63 23 23 0 109 15 416 14 0 445 | 102 52 78 0 232 | 1218
Apprch% | 5.8 845 9.7 0 57.8 211 211 0 34 935 3.1 0 44 22.4 33.6 0
Total % 2.1 30 34 0 35| 52 19 1.9 0 8.9 1.2 34.2 1.1 0 365 84 43 6.4 0 19
10 th Street
QOut In Total
557 432 989
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Charlottesville(Jefferson and 11th) AM Peal

Counted By: Site Code :
Burns Service, Inc. Start Date : 9/14/2016
Page No 1
Groups Printed- Cars +
11th Street Jefferson Street 11th Street Jefferson Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound

Start Time | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Int. Total
07:00 AM 3 4 0 0 7 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 12
07:15 AM 2 5 0 0 7 1 2 0 0 3 2 1 3 0 6 2 1 1 1 5 21
07:30 AM 1 5 1 1 8 1 2 1 0 4 0 3 4 0 7 3 5 0 0 8 27
07:45 AM 1 4 0 1 6 4 5 1 0 10 0 3 0 0 3 8 1 1 0 10 29
Total 7 18 1 2 28 6 10 2 0 18 4 7 7 0 18 14 7 3 1 25 89
08:00 AM 6 3 2 0 11 1 4 3 0 8 0 5 6 3 14 3 4 3 3 13 46
08:15 AM 12 25 0 1 38 1 6 3 3 13 0 3 11 2 16 6 1 1 1 9 76
08:30 AM 12 11 1 1 25 0 7 2 0 9 0 6 3 3 12 5 2 0 0 7 53
08:45 AM 0 6 2 4 12 1 4 0 0 5 0 10 5 1 16 10 4 1 0 15 48
Total 30 45 5 6 86 3 21 8 3 35 0 24 25 9 58 24 11 5 4 44 223
Grand Total 37 63 6 8 114 9 31 10 3 53 4 31 32 9 76 38 18 8 5 69 312

Apprch % | 32.5 55.3 5.3 7 17 58,5 189 5.7 53 40.8 421 118 55.1 26.1 11.6 7.2

Total % | 11.9 20.2 1.9 2.6 36.5 2.9 9.9 3.2 1 17 1.3 9.9 10.3 2.9 244 | 12.2 5.8 2.6 1.6 22.1
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Charlottesville(Jefferson and 11th) PM Peal

Counted By: Site Code :
Burns Service, Inc. Start Date : 9/14/2016
Page No 1
Groups Printed- Cars +
11th Street Jefferson Street 11th Street Jefferson Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Int. Total \

04:00 PM 2 2 1 0 5 3 7 0 0 10 1 3 2 1 7 3 6 1 1 11 33
04:15 PM 2 7 2 1 12 3 5 0 0 8 2 2 1 1 6 3 4 3 0 10 36
04:30 PM 0 7 1 1 9 2 8 1 0 11 1 10 2 0 13 6 9 2 0 17 50
04:45 PM 1 7 2 1 11 3 8 1 0 12 0 8 2 1 11 8 7 4 1 20 54
Total 5 23 6 3 37 11 28 2 0 41 4 23 7 3 37 20 26 10 2 58 173
05:00 PM 3 10 1 1 15 3 6 3 0 12 3 9 6 2 20 11 8 5 1 25 72
05:15 PM 1 8 5 0 14 0 4 0 0 4 0 12 5 1 18 7 9 2 0 18 54
05:30 PM 2 8 0 0 10 1 6 3 0 10 1 5 6 0 12 3 13 0 0 16 48
05:45 PM 1 6 1 2 10 1 4 2 0 7 0 5 2 0 7 3 7 2 0 12 36
Total 7 32 7 3 49 5 20 8 0 33 4 31 19 3 57 24 37 9 1 71 210
Grand Total 12 55 13 6 86 16 48 10 0 74 8 54 26 6 94 44 63 19 3 129 383

Apprch % 14 64 15.1 7 21.6 649 135 0 85 574 27.7 6.4 34.1 48.8 14.7 2.3

Total % 3.1 144 3.4 1.6 225 42 125 2.6 0 19.3 2.1 141 6.8 1.6 245| 115 16.4 5 0.8 33.7
11th Street
Qut In Total

89 86 175

[ 12[ 55 13[ 6]
fl?ht Thru Left Peds

Total

Jefferson Street
In
86 129 215
4] 6
Peds jht Ttl'u Le[t’

o

North

9/14/2016 04:00 PM
9/14/2016 05:45 PM

Cars +

Out

[eloL

spad Yol L 1&—’
[8¥
85T VL v8
]
19911S UoSs.Iajjar

9 1 p

Left Thru Right Peds
[ 26 54 8 6]

[ 100] [ 94] [ 203]
Out In Total
11ih Street




Burns Service Inc.

1202 Langdon Terrace Drive
Raleigh, NC, 27615

File Name : charlottesville(little high and 11th) 14 hour count

Site Code

Start Date :5/10/2017

Page No :1

Groups Printed- Cars + - Trucks
11th Street Little High Street 11th Street Little High Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Int. Total

06:00 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
06:15 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
06:30 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
06:45 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 4
Total 0 1 0 1 0 3 0 3 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 8
07:00 0 4 0 4 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 8
07:15 1 8 0 9 2 5 0 7 0 4 0 4 1 1 0 2 22
07:30 2 10 0 12 2 6 0 8 0 5 0 5 1 3 0 4 29
07:45 0 8 3 11 5 7 1 13 1 1 1 3 6 5 0 11 38
Total 3 30 3 36 9 19 1 29 2 11 1 14 8 10 0 18 97
08:00 0 11 3 14 1 8 3 12 0 5 1 6 16 3 5 24 56
08:15 2 27 0 29 4 10 3 17 0 7 1 8 28 5 5 38 92
08:30 0 24 3 27 2 4 2 8 2 6 0 8 9 5 4 18 61
08:45 1 8 0 9 4 14 3 21 1 5 1 7 5 2 1 8 45
Total 3 70 6 79 11 36 11 58 3 23 3 29 58 15 15 88 254
09:00 2 5 3 10 0 4 1 5 1 7 1 9 0 5 1 6 30
09:15 1 8 1 10 0 5 0 5 0 9 2 11 2 3 1 6 32
09:30 0 8 0 8 1 4 1 6 0 2 1 3 1 3 1 5 22
09:45 2 10 1 13 2 7 0 9 0 9 0 9 3 4 4 11 42
Total 5 31 5 41 3 20 2 25 1 27 4 32 6 15 7 28 126
10:00 1 6 0 7 1 5 2 8 0 4 1 5 1 3 2 6 26
10:15 0 6 1 7 1 4 0 5 1 7 2 10 0 2 3 5 27
10:30 2 8 0 10 2 3 0 5 0 9 1 10 1 2 1 4 29
10:45 1 4 1 6 2 8 0 10 1 7 1 9 0 4 0 4 29
Total 4 24 2 30 6 20 2 28 2 27 5 34 2 11 6 19 111
11:00 2 6 0 8 2 2 0 4 2 7 1 10 0 4 0 4 26
11:15 1 6 0 7 0 4 0 4 2 4 3 9 2 1 2 5 25
11:30 0 5 0 5 0 2 0 2 1 10 1 12 1 2 1 4 23
11:45 1 7 2 10 1 3 0 4 1 5 1 7 2 5 1 8 29
Total 4 24 2 30 3 11 0 14 6 26 6 38 5 12 4 21 103
12:00 1 6 2 9 4 6 0 10 1 8 1 10 2 12 4 18 47
12:15 3 4 1 8 1 6 0 7 0 17 3 20 3 5 2 10 45
12:30 1 11 1 13 2 8 0 10 0 12 0 12 1 5 1 7 42
12:45 3 5 0 8 0 3 2 5 1 10 1 12 2 6 3 11 36
Total 8 26 4 38 7 23 2 32 2 47 5 54 8 28 10 46 170
13:00 0 10 0 10 2 3 0 5 1 8 0 9 2 3 0 5 29
13:15 2 24 3 29 2 5 0 7 3 10 1 14 11 9 2 22 72
13:30 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 5
13:45 2 11 0 13 2 7 0 9 1 8 0 9 3 5 1 9 40
Total 4 46 3 53 6 17 0 23 5 27 1 33 16 18 3 37 146
14:00 2 7 3 12 2 3 1 6 1 5 0 6 0 4 0 4 28
14:15 1 6 0 7 0 2 1 3 1 10 0 11 4 7 1 12 33
14:30 2 7 2 11 0 1 0 1 0 4 4 8 2 4 1 7 27
14:45 3 6 0 9 3 1 0 4 0 8 1 9 0 3 1 4 26
Total 8 26 5 39 5 7 2 14 2 27 5 34 6 18 3 27 114
15:00 0 9 3 12 2 5 1 8 1 6 2 9 2 9 1 12 41
15:15 3 7 3 13 1 5 3 9 0 5 0 5 1 4 1 6 33
15:30 1 8 1 10 1 11 0 12 0 10 3 13 8 8 7 23 58
15:45 0 8 2 10 2 8 3 13 1 9 1 11 1 3 2 6 40
Total 4 32 9 45 6 29 7 42 2 30 6 38 12 24 11 47 172
16:00 2 7 3 12 1 6 0 7 0 10 2 12 1 5 1 7 38
16:15 2 4 3 9 1 5 1 7 0 6 2 8 2 4 5 11 35
16:30 2 2 1 5 1 6 1 8 1 5 2 8 1 8 1 10 31
16:45 1 12 1 14 2 6 0 8 1 16 1 18 0 5 2 7 47
Total 7 25 8 40 5 23 2 30 2 37 7 46 4 22 9 35 151
17:00 | 4 10 2 16 | 0 6 1 7| 1 12 2 15 | 0 7 4 11 | 49



Burns Service Inc.

1202 Langdon Terrace Drive
Raleigh, NC, 27615

File Name : charlottesville(little high and 11th) 14 hour count

Site Code :
Start Date : 5/10/2017
PageNo :2

Groups Printed- Cars + - Trucks

11th Street Little High Street 11th Street Little High Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Right ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ App. Total | Int. Total
17:15 4 7 2 13 6 20 2 28 1 15 4 20 2 8 2 12 73
17:30 4 8 4 16 3 7 0 10 0 11 2 13 1 22 2 25 64
17:45 1 10 4 15 1 4 1 6 0 11 0 11 1 9 0 10 42
Total 13 35 12 60 10 37 4 51 2 49 8 59 4 46 8 58 228
18:00 0 5 0 5 1 5 0 6 1 6 0 7 1 12 0 13 31
18:15 0 2 0 2 1 3 1 5 0 7 3 10 1 6 0 7 24
18:30 0 3 1 4 0 4 1 5 0 2 0 2 0 13 1 14 25
18:45 0 2 2 4 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 3 0 5 0 5 14
Total 0 12 3 15 3 13 2 18 2 16 4 22 2 36 1 39 94
19:00 0 1 1 2 3 4 1 8 0 6 0 6 0 7 1 8 24
19:15 0 0 1 1 0 8 0 8 0 1 0 1 0 3 0 3 13
19:30 0 2 0 2 1 1 1 3 0 3 0 3 0 10 1 11 19
19:45 1 2 0 3 2 6 0 8 0 2 2 4 0 2 1 3 18
Total 1 5 2 8 6 19 2 27 0 12 2 14 0 22 3 25 74
***BREAK***
Grand Total 64 387 64 515 80 277 37 394 31 363 57 451 131 277 80 488 1848
Apprch % 12.4 75.1 12.4 20.3 70.3 9.4 6.9 80.5 12.6 26.8 56.8 16.4

Total % 3.5 20.9 35 27.9 4.3 15 2 21.3 1.7 19.6 3.1 24.4 7.1 15 4.3 26.4
Cars + 64 386 64 514 80 277 37 394 31 363 57 451 131 277 80 488 1847
% Cars + 100 99.7 100 99.8 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99.9
Trucks 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% Trucks 0 0.3 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1



Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Driveways - AM

Counted By: Dean Site Code : 00000000
Weather: Clear Start Date :9/14/2016
Equipment ID: 4233 PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Unshifted
East Jefferson St EXIT 10th Street EXIT East Jefferson St ENTER 10th Street ENTER
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.ow | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap.tow | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap. o | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | ap. tow | Int. Total |
*kk BREAK *kk
07:15 AM 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
07:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
07:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 4 0 4 0 8 10
Total 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 5 0 5 0 10 13
08:00 AM 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 3 0 0 4 0 4 9
08:15 AM 1 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 4 1 0 3 0 4 1 0 8 0 9 18
08:30 AM 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 3 8
08:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 6
Total 3 0 0 0 3 9 0 2 0 11 2 0 6 0 8 2 0 17 0 19 41
Grand Total 4 0 0 0 4 10 0 2 0 12 2 0 7 0 9 7 0 22 0 29 54
Apprch % | 100 0 0 0 83.3 0 16.7 0 22.2 0 77.8 0 24.1 0 75.9 0
Total % 7.4 0 0 0 7.4 1185 0 37 0 22.2 | 3.7 0 13 0 16.7 13 0 40.7 0 53.7
East Jefferson St EXIT
QOut In Total
32 4 36
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Driveways - PM

Counted By: Dean Site Code : 00000000
Weather: Clear Start Date :9/13/2016
Equipment ID: 4233 PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Unshifted
East Jefferson St EXIT 10th Street EXIT East Jefferson ENTER 10th Street ENTER
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.ow | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap.tow | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap. o | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | ap. tow | int. Total |
04:00 PM 1 0 0 0 1 6 0 3 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 13
04:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 2 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 9
04:30 PM 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 7
04:45 PM 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 6 0 8 12
Total 3 0 0 0 3 17 0 6 0 23 1 0 0 0 1 4 0 10 0 14 41
05:00 PM 0 0 1 0 1 11 0 1 0 12 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 5 0 6 20
05:15 PM 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 5
05:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 5 8
05:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Total 0 0 2 0 2 19 0 2 0 21 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 9 0 12 36
Grand Total 3 0 2 0 5 36 0 8 0 44 1 0 1 0 2 7 0 19 0 26 77
Apprch % 60 0 40 0 81.8 0 182 0 50 0 50 0 26.9 0 731 0
Total % | 3.9 0 26 0 6.5 | 46.8 0 104 0 57.1 1.3 0 1.3 0 26| 9.1 0 247 0 33.8
East Jefferson St EXIT
QOut In Total
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Charlottesville(Jefferson and Driveway#3) PM Peal

Counted By: Site Code
Burns Service, Inc. Start Date :9/14/2016
Page No 01
Groups Printed- Cars +
Driveway #3 Jefferson Street Jefferson Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Int. Total \
04:00 PM 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
04:15 PM 4 0 2 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 8
04:30 PM 2 0 2 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 7
04:45 PM 1 0 4 0 5 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Total 8 0 8 0 16 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 25
05:00 PM 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 5
05:15 PM 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 5
05:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
05:45 PM 3 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Total 5 0 5 0 10 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 17
Grand Total 13 0 13 0 26 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 42
Apprch % 50 0 50 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0
Total % 31 0 31 0 61.9 19 0 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 19
Driveway #3
Qut In Total
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Charlottesville(Water and City Walk) AM Peal

Counted By: Site Code
Burns Service, Inc. Start Date : 9/14/2016
Page No 01
Groups Printed- Cars + - Bikes
City Walk Way Water Street Water Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Int. Total \
07:00 AM 5 0 6 4 15 0 10 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 2 0 7 32
07:15 AM 9 0 4 4 17 0 11 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 0 9 37
07:30 AM 11 0 5 1 17 5 9 0 1 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 6 38
07:45 AM 8 0 6 1 15 1 17 0 1 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 1 0 7 41
Total 33 0 21 10 64 6 47 0 2 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 8 0 29 148
08:00 AM 19 0 10 1 30 2 19 0 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 6 57
08:15 AM 11 0 9 4 24 1 16 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 48
08:30 AM 12 0 4 2 18 3 19 0 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 1 0 10 50
08:45 AM 17 0 6 7 30 1 26 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 14 71
Total 59 0 29 14 102 7 80 0 0 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 3 0 37 226
Grand Total 92 0 50 24 166 13 127 0 2 142 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 11 0 66 374
Apprch % | 55.4 0 30.1 145 9.2 894 0 1.4 0 0 0 0 0 833 16.7 0
Total % | 24.6 0 134 6.4 44.4 3.5 34 0 0.5 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 147 2.9 0 17.6
Cars + 92 0 50 16 158 13 127 0 2 142 0 0 0 0 0 0 54 11 0 65 365
% Cars + | 100 0 100 66.7 95.2| 100 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 98.2 100 0 98.5 97.6
Bikes 0 0 0 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 9
% Bikes 0 0 0 333 4.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.8 0 0 1.5 2.4
City Walk Way
Out In Total
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Ramey Kemp & Associates

4343 Cox Road
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

File Name : Charlottesville(Water and City Walk) PM Peal

Counted By: Site Code
Burns Service, Inc. Start Date : 9/14/2016
Page No 01
Groups Printed- Cars + - Bikes
City Walk Way Water Street Water Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Right \ Thru \ Left \ Peds \ App. Total | Int. Total \
04:00 PM 3 0 3 2 8 10 7 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 5 0 15 40
04:15 PM 0 0 1 2 3 9 5 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 2 0 17 34
04:30 PM 0 0 2 7 9 3 7 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 5 0 19 38
04:45 PM 3 0 3 4 10 4 9 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 10 2 34 57
Total 6 0 9 15 30 26 28 0 0 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 61 22 2 85 169
05:00 PM 5 0 1 1 7 7 8 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 9 0 36 58
05:15 PM 6 1 2 8 17 9 12 0 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 11 0 31 69
05:30 PM 4 0 5 6 15 11 13 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 8 4 34 73
05:45 PM 8 0 6 1 15 6 4 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 4 0 29 54
Total 23 1 14 16 54 33 37 0 0 70 0 0 0 0 0 0 94 32 4 130 254
Grand Total 29 1 23 31 84 59 65 0 0 124 0 0 0 0 0 0 155 54 6 215 423
Apprch % | 34.5 1.2 274 36.9 476 52.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 721 251 2.8
Total % 6.9 0.2 5.4 7.3 199 139 154 0 0 29.3 0 0 0 0 0 0O 36.6 12.8 1.4 50.8
Cars + 29 1 23 17 70 59 65 0 0 124 0 0 0 0 0 0 155 54 4 213 407
% Cars+| 100 100 100 54.8 83.3| 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 0O 100 100 66.7 99.1 96.2
Bikes 0 0 0 14 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 16
% Bikes 0 0 0 452 16.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 333 0.9 3.8
City Walk Way
Out In Total
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Burns Service Inc.

1202 Langdon Terrace Drive
Raleigh, NC, 27615

File Name : Shenandoah Joe Ped Count

Site Code
Start Date : 4/26/2017
PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars + - Trucks
Into Shenandoah Joe Out of Shenandoah Joe Into Shenandoah Joe
Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time Thru \ Left \ App. Total Right \ Left \ App. Total Right \ Thru \ App. Total Int. Total \
07:00 0 4 4 4 0 4 2 0 2 10
07:15 0 6 6 6 4 10 1 0 1 17
07:30 0 7 7 5 1 6 1 0 1 14
07:45 0 5 5 9 0 9 1 0 1 15
Total 0 22 22 24 5 29 5 0 5 56
08:00 0 8 8 3 0 3 0 0 0 11
08:15 0 10 10 8 2 10 3 0 3 23
08:30 0 14 14 10 1 11 3 1 4 29
08:45 0 5 5 8 4 12 2 0 2 19
Total 0 37 37 29 7 36 8 1 9 82
Grand Total 0 59 59 53 12 65 13 1 14 138
Apprch % 0 100 81.5 18.5 92.9 7.1
Total % 0 42.8 42.8 38.4 8.7 47.1 9.4 0.7 10.1
Cars + 0 59 59 53 12 65 13 1 14 138
% Cars + 0 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Burns Service Inc.

1202 Langdon Terrace Drive
Raleigh, NC, 27615

File Name : Shenandoah Joe Ped Count Door #2

Site Code :
Start Date : 4/26/2017
Page No :1
Groups Printed- Cars + - Trucks
Into Shenandoah Joe Out of Shenandoah Joe Into Shenandoah Joe
Southbound Westbound Northbound
Start Time Thru \ Left \ App. Total Right \ Left \ App. Total Right \ Thru \ App. Total Int. Total \
07:00 0 2 2 0 2 2 4 0 4 8
07:15 0 3 3 6 4 10 3 0 3 16
07:30 0 3 3 4 0 4 4 0 4 11
07:45 0 2 2 5 3 8 5 0 5 15
Total 0 10 10 15 9 24 16 0 16 50
08:00 0 2 2 2 6 8 6 0 6 16
08:15 0 4 4 3 1 4 2 0 2 10
08:30 0 4 4 7 4 11 6 0 6 21
08:45 0 1 1 7 4 11 5 0 5 17
Total 0 11 11 19 15 34 19 0 19 64
Grand Total 0 21 21 34 24 58 35 0 35 114
Apprch % 0 100 58.6 41.4 100 0
Total % 0 18.4 18.4 29.8 21.1 50.9 30.7 0 30.7
Cars + 0 21 21 34 24 58 35 0 35 114
% Cars + 0 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 100
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Burns Service Inc.

1202 Langdon Terrace Drive
Raleigh, NC, 27615

File Name : Milli Coffee Roasters Ped Count

Site Code :

Start Date : 4/26/2017

Page No :1

Groups Printed- Cars +
Into Milli Coffee Into Milli Coffee Out of Milli Coffee
Southbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time Right \ Thru \ App. Total Thru \ Left \ App. Total Right \ Left \ App. Total Int. Total \
07:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
07:15 0 0 0 0 7 7 3 0 3 10
07:30 0 0 0 0 4 4 3 0 3 7
07:45 1 0 1 0 7 7 3 0 3 11
Total 1 0 1 0 18 18 9 0 9 28
08:00 1 0 1 0 7 7 1 0 1 9
08:15 3 0 3 0 4 4 6 0 6 13
08:30 2 0 2 0 10 10 4 0 4 16
08:45 0 0 0 0 4 4 11 0 11 15
Total 6 0 6 0 25 25 22 0 22 53
Grand Total 7 0 7 0 43 43 31 0 31 81
Apprch % 100 0 0 100 100 0
Total % 8.6 0 8.6 0 53.1 53.1 38.3 0 38.3




wramvey keme Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis

NP ASSOCIATES
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS MU|ti-Way Stop Warrants

Project Name East Jefferson Street Apartments
Project/File # 16147
Scenario Existing 2017

Intersection Information

Major Street (E/W Road) Little High Street Minor Street (N/S Road) 11th Street
Analyzed with 1 approach lane Analyzed with 1 Approach Lane
Total Approach Volume 966 vehicles Total Approach Volume 884 vehicles
Total Ped/Bike Volume 0 crossings Total Ped/Bike Volume 0 crossings
Right turn reduction of 0 percent applied Right turn reduction of 0 percent applied

No high speed or isolated community reduction applied to the Multi-Way Stop Warrant thresholds.

Condition A - Traffic Signal Warrant
Condition Satisfied? Not Satisfied
Criteria* Traffic Signal Warranted & Justified
* Multi-way stop control may be used as an interim measure that can be installed quickly to control traffic while arrangements are
being made for the installation of the traffic control signal.

Condition B - Crash Experience

Condition Satisfied? Not satisfied
Required values reached for less than 4 correctable crashes
Criteria - Crash Experience 5 or more correctable crashes in 12-month period

Condition C - Intersection Volume & Delay

Condition Satisfied? Not Satisfied
Required values reached for 0 hours & sec. average delay/veh
Criteria - Major Street (veh/hr) 300 for any 8 hours of an average day
Criteria - Minor Street (total vol-veh, ped, & bikes/hr) 200 for the same 8 hours of an average day
Criteria - Delay (average sec/veh) 30 during the highest hour

Condition D - Combination Volume, Crash Experience, & Delay

|
Condition Satisfied? Not Satisfied
Required values reached for 0 hours, less than 4 crashes, & sec. average delay/veh
Criteria - Major Street (veh/hr) 240 for any 8 hours of an average day
Criteria - Minor Street (total vol-veh, ped, & bikes/hr) 160 for the same 8 hours of an average day
Criteria - Crash Experience 4 or more correctable crashes in 12-month period
Criteria - Delay (average sec/veh) 24 during the highest hour

§= RAME! KEMP
Oy ASSOCIATES

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS



GENERAL NOTES:

WEDTA ERHNG LWTED @RTHERTIAT

HARLDTTESVILLE, VA 22905

CHARLOTTESWILLE, VA 22902
TELEPHONE: (434) 971-7202

W) AL
PO BOX 5526
o
WACT Y
08 EAST HIGH SIREET
PROPERTY)

011 E_JEl

lI"WIN'FN.I A FTIINEM, i

ENGINEER COLLINS ENGINEERING
200 CARRETY STREET, SUNE K
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902

TELEPHONE: (434) 293-3719

WS
1

CNARLOT\'ESV\LLE vA 22902

LOCATION GF PROJECT:

STORUWATER LANAGEMENT

MAXIMUM HEIGHT:

GROSS FLOOR AREA:
SITE PHASING:
AFFORDABLE UNITS:

FLODDPLAN:
FIBEAM FIITEE
SURVEY:
UTUMES:

CRCAL SLOPES:
AREAS PUBLIC USE:

WATER DEMANDS/FIRE FLOW:

INGRESS AND EGRESS:

UGHTIG P

1041 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESWILLE, VA 22002

TOML MCRZIOL L ASAY ACRES

L)

WEDGN, (RTIE. EALDG

WAXIMUM OF 126 MULTIFALILY OWELLING UNTS (1 AND 2 BEDROGM UNITS)

A SPECIAL USE FERMIT 15 BEING SOUGHT FOR AN INCREASE IN DENSTTY (65 DUA — 87 DUA]

HOTE: |21 DUA CURRENTLY ALLOWED FOR RESIDENTIAL BY-RIGHT ON THE PROPERTY

14583 ACRES x 87 DUA = MAX OF 126 UNMTS TO BE ALLOWED WITH THIS SPECIAL USE PERMIT
MAXIMUM OF 180 BEDROOMS (S0 OF THE DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE 2 BEOROOM UNITS)

EXISTING SITE 15 PRIARILY IPERVIOUS  RAIN GARDENS, UNDERGROUND DETENTION, YARD SWALES, AND
PERVIOUS PAVERS ARE PROPOSED FOR STORUWATER QUALITY AND DETENTION FOR THE SITE TO PROVDE
WATER OUALITY ON THE SITE AND TO REDUCE THE POST DEVELOPMENT RUNOFF RATES. VOLUWES. AND
VELOGITIES FROM THE SITE

FRONT: 20" MINILILM

SIDE: NOME REQURED (ADUACENT TO EXISTNG B-1 PROPERTY)

REAR: NONE REQUIRED (ADJACENT TO EXISTING B-1 PROPERTY}

45 FEET (BUILDING SHALL MEET THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT REQUIREMENTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE EXTSTING
Y CooE)

130,000 +/- SF

PROJECT TO BE DEVELOPEO IN (1) PHASE

AFFORDABLE DWELLING UNTS SHALL BE PROVIDED AS REQUIRED BY ZONING ORDINANCE SECTION 34-12,
A0 THESE AT S, TR 6 MRsssiED CnrTl OF oFTEE.

THERE ARE NO FLOGDPLAIN LIWITS WITHIN THE SUBJECT PROPERTY PER FEMA WAP#S1003C0789D, PANEL
#0ZB90 DATED FEBAUARY 4, 2005,

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THIS PROPERTY DOES MOT IMPACT A STREAM BUFFER, WATERCOURSE. OR
FLOOOPLAIN ON THE PROPERTY.

BOUNTURY OF THE SITE WAS PROMUED BY COMONWEALTH LAND SURVEYING, NOVELBER 2015

FHE WL WILL O SERVIE B P TR AN ST

NONE THAT MEET THE CONDINONS OF THE CITY ORDINANCE SECTION 34-1120

GURRENTLY, THERE IS NO LAND ON THIS PROPERTY THAT IS PROPOSED FOR PUBLIC USE
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TAX MAP NUMBER ADIJOINING OWNER INFORMATION = ADDRESS ZONING IDENTIFICATION i, \.'
S0 FTe0 WRIGHT BROTHERS HOLDINGS, INC 315 10TH STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING A \ YN 7
S M DE MAIO, THOMAS } 934 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING B 1
500 10 PEOPLE PLACES INCORPORATED 1002 E JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING | 7
001 da MILBY, JOSEPH T & LINDSAY 1004 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING 2}
SAOTINNN CRESS, ROY L, TRUSTEE 1006 € JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING 3
SA01A 000 CHANCEY, RIEBELING, SMILEY & WALEY, LLC 1008 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING F
ELIERLL) 1014 EJS, LLC 1014 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN QFFICE BUILDING G i
SATITA RN MOE, LLC 1020 E JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 DN OFFICE BUILDING H >ﬂ
S0 S0 AJGAONKAR, ASHOK D 1100 E. JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING !
SO0 LAMAR, PHILIPS S TR-EIEFF LD TR 1101 E JEFFERSON STREET, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 OFFICE BUILDING ) m
SAT P00 MANEGOLD PROPERTY, LLC 319 11TH ST, NE, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22902 B-1 OFFICE BUILDING K Fq \
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