 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Association

June 14, 2006

Attendees:  


Scott Bandy


Susan Lee Foard

Bob Archer


A.K.Wieder


Stephen Andrews

Adrienne Dent


Ann Goede


David Lee


Joe Mooney

Peter Hedlund                       Bonnie Ford                         Jeanne S. Chase


Chip King


John Santoski
Meeting, Date and Time


Second Wednesday of the month at the Cherry Avenue Christian Church,


5:30 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.   Use Front Entrance


Next regular meeting date: July 12, 2006

Updates: JPA Bridge

Adrienne Dent brought us up to date with the work of the committee in a full report that 

follows on pages 5-7.  Adrienne will be writing a letter to the local business leaders whose businesses are located near to the bridge as well as to the Jefferson Park Neighborhood Association to encourage their input into the process.  It was questioned as to how more input can be gotten from FSNA members as well.  Ideas were shared.  Maurice Cox, former City Councilor, has been suggested as someone to continue dialogue with relative to his background and expertise.  He was unable to attend the May meeting of the neighbors on Todd Avenue with Angela Tucker, but would be kept informed.  It was suggested that a survey could be sent out via e-mail with NDS support to encourage a broader base of participation on the bridge replacement issues.  John Santoski was requested to send an e-mail out to Angela Tucker seeking clarification on outstanding bridge questions and answers still sought by members of the FSNA.  Jeanne S.Chase, Secretary, was directed to send out, immediately to the FSNA e-mail list, the full report presented by Adrienne Dent before the minutes are posted as it would be several more days before this would be done.

Updates: “The Thumb”


John Santoski asked Bob Archer if the Cherry Avenue Christian Church had gotten any further information as to the time table of removal of “the thumb” which currently occupies the area in front of the church.  Bob reported that he and the Board of CACC had not received any
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Updates: “The Thumb”- Continued

further communication from Jim Tolbert.  When Ashley Cooper was asked about the current status of the removal she was reported to have said, “ We’re working on it.”   Due to the lack of timeliness in good faith communication from Jim Tolbert as to the time table of promised removal of  “the thumb” John Santoski will e-mail a letter to Gary O’Connell and to City Council relative to the promised removal of “the thumb.”  This letter would be copied to the secretary of FSNA for the records.  It was further felt that the church and FSNA would address this issue at an upcoming City Council meeting. 

Updates: Highland/Robertson Traffic Calming

David Lee reported that he is currently working with Bill Wuensch on designs to address 

the problem without taking out parking.  The plan may include curb extension as well as speed humps.  David will report back as more information is clearer.

Updates: Cherry Avenue PUD


Andrea Wieder reported that the creek which runs through this property had been incorrectly named Dudley Creek.  In future references the creek will be properly referred to as Thompson Creek.  Andrea’s full report follows on pages 10-11.  

Updates: Biscuit Run Report


Many people attended the Biscuit Run meeting on Tuesday, June 13, expecting to hear the completed traffic report given at a work session.  This did not occur.  The traffic counts were not even given out during this meeting.  Andrea suggested that the traffic study report needs to be available on our Web site for future reference.  More information on the Biscuit Run report follows on pages 12-13.  It was further suggested to keep Claudette Grant and Juandiego Wade of Albemarle County  in the loop of information.

Updates: Granger Property


A clarification is being sought as to what the road is being called that would take current and future traffic off of Old Lynchburg Road via Sunset Road to Fontaine.  This involves the planning of the Granger property by Coran Capshaw.  John Santoski asked that everyone be vigilant.  

Updates: Stadium Sanitary Sewer Project


A full report follows offered by Andrea Wieder on pages 11-12.  
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Question

Is there a diagram available to show where there is green space available in the Fry’s Spring neighborhood?  Is the City currently advocating using every square inch of green space for development?  If not, where will green space be protected?

Updates: Belleview Woods Development


Jessica Primm will be sending her notes to us to update FSNA on the progress of talks with developers regarding the Belleview Woods development. These notes can be found in full on pages 8-9.
Updates: UVA


Peter Hedlund reported that there is not anything new to report this month.

Updates: Oktoberfest


The fall festival will be on the third or fourth Sunday in October.  More details will be shared by the planners in the future.

Updates: Old Lynchburg Road




Jeanne S.Chase shared with FSNA that traffic volume and speeding were still major problems being experienced on OLR from Middleton to JPA   (See posted Traffic Study on FSNA Web site as well as on the City of Charlottesville Web site)  Additionally, there has been a problem detected in the storm drain culvert that was placed over the spring that runs through the front yards of fifteen homes.  Kevin Lynch, Blake Caravati, Julian Taliaferro, and Dave Norris met with the affected neighbors of OLR in May at the home of Phil and Jeanne S.  Chase.  The property owners are to get a report from Jim Tolbert as to the plans for remedy by July 15, 2006.  Kevin Lynch said to contact him by July 15, 2006 for the report should it be necessary to do so.  It is increasingly apparent that the lack of proper drainage by the City of Charlottesville has created major problems for many people.    Safety of pedestrians is still a big issue as well for OLR as there are no sidewalks or shoulders to step onto safely to get out of the way of oncoming traffic...much of which does NOT obey the posted 25 m.p.h. residential speed.   Trash on and along the Fry’s Spring Beach Club property is still an eyesore.  Jeanne spoke with one of the members of the Board of the Beach Club and was told that they were going to get the lifeguards to police the grounds for litter twice weekly.  This seems like a great idea and we hope that this will be done.  It is hoped that another plan during the “off season” when lifeguards are no longer available, that the management can help police the grounds several times weekly so that litter is no longer an issue and a neighborhood eye sore which attracts even more littering.    John Santoski is to write a letter of concern and support to the City about the on going problems being faced by the OLR neighbors.
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Question:


What is the new connector road to be called that would take traffic off of OLR to Sunset and over to Fontaine?  (Thought!  Add one entrance and one exit ramp from I-64 to serve OLR going south into the County of Albemarle.  Close OLR at Azalea Park to restore it to a true neighborhood street.)
Respectfully submitted,

Jeanne S.  Chase

Secretary, FSNA

Final Copy of June 14, 2006 Minutes
June 26, 2006
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JPA Bridge Report- F.S.N.A. June 14, 2006

Adrienne Dent

In early May, Todd Avenue residents received an invitation from Angela Tucker (Neighborhood Development Services) to discuss the final “dressings” to the closed end of Todd Ave. 

In anticipation of the meeting with the City, Todd Ave. residents met on May 22, 2006 to prioritize their concerns.

They were:

● What impact might the neighborhood have at this point on the design of the closed end of Todd Ave. and the JPA replacement bridge? Is there flexibility to review VDOT’s plans and what is the scope of flexibility?

● The need for a fence barrier along the south side of the railroad tracks.

● The need for public stairs connecting Todd Ave. to JPA Extended.

● The idea of sloping Todd Ave. to reduce or eliminate the retaining wall and the switch-back ramp.

● The importance of protecting the green canopy which is a significant asset to Todd Ave. and the character of the Fry’s Spring Neighborhood.

● The possibility of shifting the turn around to the East to preserve existing trees and shrubs.

● The need to anticipate any removal of trees by providing replacement trees.

On May 25, 2006 Angela Tucker offered a presentation which summarized the history of the project, showed a rendering by landscape architect John Schmidt of the current VDOT plans and highlighted the features to be addressed.  Samples of stamped concrete for the retaining wall and light fixtures for the ramp and bridge were displayed.  The full Power Point presentation is available on the Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Association website.

No decisions were made. Todd Ave residents requested the following:

· Stairs! We feel strongly that stairs connecting Todd Ave. and JPA must be included in the final design. 

· Closure of Stribling during construction. We anticipate that cut-through traffic will increase at the end of Stribling during closure of the JPA bridge. Would the City look into closing Stribling Ave. at the city/county line during this period? 

· Please make available some drawings or documentation as to why Todd Ave. may not be regraded to minimize the retaining wall and A.D.A. ramp. Is this suggestion being rejected primarily because of impact on the Hughes property and, if so, what would the impact be?
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· Please follow up on the issue of continuing to restrict truck traffic even after the new bridge is complete. We want to discourage large trucks from using our neighborhood. What process with City Council is necessary to see this request to completion? 

· Please know that we want the visual impact of the retaining wall and the paved parking spaces on the Hughes property to be minimized as much as possible. We like the idea of breaking up the straight lines of your proposal with curves, perhaps in curved beds before the ramp. It is important to us that the proposed retaining wall "dressings" be in character with the green nature of our neighborhood.

· We ask that the holly tree on the north side of the Hughes property be preserved.

· We ask to have a clearer understanding of precisely which trees and shrubs will be removed for access to construction.

· We would like to pursue a phased landscaping plan, especially with the goal of benefiting from additional years of growth on trees. We request that this be done with the aim of buffering our neighborhood from noise pollution from the railroad and from JPA traffic. 

· We ask that additional thought be given to switching the orientation of the A.D.A. ramp for the purpose of ushering pedestrians from Todd Ave. closer to the JPA Bridge.

· It is important to include interested members of the JPA neighborhood, effected local businesses (i.e. Wayside, JPA FastMart, Durty Nelly's), and other members from the Fry's Spring neighborhood in the discussion of dressings to the bridge. 

· We would like to pursue the idea of mosaic artwork (similar to that by the Main St. Market) on the retaining wall. 

· We would like to know our options with regard to fencing as a deterrent to activity under the bridge or on the train tracks below. 

· We request exploration of potentially shifting the turn around (on the Mortell property) to the east to avoid precious trees and shrubs.
· What is the mechanism whereby a non-resident landholder/landlord receives city paid improvements to private property; will his tax assessment reflect paved vs. gravel parking; what other enhancements are available to people’s property or is this case by case; who decided that the city would cover this?

The meeting was concluded with the understanding that NDS would look into the above and that a second meeting would be scheduled in approximately a month’s time. NDS will invite members of the larger body of stakeholders, including the JPA Neighborhood Association, the Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Association and JPA Bridge area businesses. It is hoped that this second meeting will initiate decision-making regarding the dressings to the bridge and other hardscaping issues. 

Angela Tucker considers the following features those which need to be addressed:

· Street lighting 

· Retaining wall finish 

· ADA ramp handrail 

· Neighborhood entry sign 

· Landscaping
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Angela is eager to facilitate the community’s decision-making on the above details so that they may be included with the bridge contract construction documents.  Suggestions of how to reach stakeholders who are not active in neighborhood associations are welcomed. Please contact Adrienne Dent (adrienneallyn@gmail.com) if you are interested.
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Belleview Woods Report by Jessica Primm

13 June 2006

Some of you have inquired about the meeting that took place last month with me, Paul and Rick Beyer, and Tom Hickman in regard to the Belleview development. I'm sorry I have not replied sooner than now.  I was also to report the meeting at the Neighborhood Association
meeting tomorrow night (Wednesday), but I have a swim meet to attend, so these notes will have to do.

The meeting took place at my house on May 18th and it was basically an overview of the past couple of years worth of meetings (whew!), just to get Rick, and especially Paul (Rick's son), up to date. Rick and Tom have worked together in the past to get projects developed and built.  Tom has been more on the coordination and site planning side, while  Rick has been more the construction piece. Paul is joining his father's business and is assisting in coordinating efforts to get the property through the development process.

Points covered included:
1. The general layout of the property with a single entrance off of Azalea and a road in the center of the property possibly culminating in a cul-de-sac at the end.

2. The swapping of 2 lots that belong to the Coen's with 2 lots that belong to Hickman in order to attain access to the properties closest to JPA. Hickman has not finalized this swap. 

3. The issue of the dual vs. single entrance to the property. The city found a single entrance to be the most appropriate due to the angle at which the second entrance would have intersected with JPA, and the proximity of the potential second entrance to Park Lane.

4. By-right vs. Planned Unit Development ( or Special Use - whatever it is being called now). Hickman has thought that the by-right would be the most logical because it would be a simple approval process by the city, although it reduced the amount of houses that could be developed
on the land (yes!). Rick thought that revisiting the PUD issue might be worthwhile... but there was no decisive talk at the meeting.

5. The woodland "necklace" to be preserved between the new and existing development. This buffer would probably be 60' in depth.

6. Responsible stormwater management and the desire to incorporate it on the individual lot scale (rain gardens, rain barrels), as well as a site scale. Water quality swales adjacent to the proposed road may be the most appropriate stormwater management practice to incorporate on this site. Stormwater detention (beyond the mandatory) may not be recommended because of the site's close proximity to Azalea Park which is a 100 year flood plain. It will likely be best to let the water flow. 
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Belleview Woods Report by Jessica Primm (cont.)

7. Improvements to the channel beyond the Belleview property in order to improve stormwater quality. This was briefly mentioned in conjunction with the possible installation of a new sewer line from an existing sewer closer to Azalea Park, and making a walking trail down to Azalea Park. If a new sewer line is not installed, a pump station will have to be incorporated into the Belleview site plan.  Lots along Monte Vista, beyond the limit of the Belleview property, extend across the stream channel and the potential sewer line. Many of the houses are rental and contact with the owners would have to be made in order to get approval for any of the above mentioned items.

8. The first Monte Vista lot beyond the Belleview property boundary on the Azalea Park side will be subdivided and the subdivision incorporated into the Belleview property.

9. The site plan may incorporate fill dirt in order to raise the height of the "stream channel" which is mostly a ditch created by unmitigated stormwater, almost exclusively from Azalea Drive. Raising the stream channel will alleviate some of the grade issues - reducing the slope of the land as it meets the road at the lower end of the development. The water that comes into the property from Azalea will have to be mitigated in some way if the ditch is filled. There was discussion regarding the treatment of the "edge" of the development, where filled area meets existing grade -how will that be responsibly handled (retaining wall?).

10. A few areas on the property may fall into the critical slope criteria. Better erosion and sedimentation control measures will have to be incorporated in order to clear and develop them.

11. When a site plan is near completion, visual tools will be employed to give the neighbors a better idea of what the property will look like when developed. These include, but are not limited to: outlining the entire area to be developed with marking tape on site, and providing sections or elevations of the property with before and after relationships highlighted.

12. Development of the property is still a ways off. Perhaps more than 5 years from now, although improvements may be made before then.  If any grade changes are made before the site plan is approved, a thorough understanding of the implications of those grade changes in relation to the final site plan should be understood.

13. Within the final construction drawings, a grading plan will be drawn showing all changes to the level of the ground plain throughout the entire site.

Any questions (or corrections??), just let me know.

Thanks,

Jessica
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Cherry Avenue Development Report by Andrea Wieder
June 14, 2006

Thompson’s Creek (aka Dudley), 

the rains, the stream buffer 

In response to numerous photos and emails we have sent about the Cherry Avenue development site and the stream that runs through the site, we have received an email from Karen Firehock about the work that will be done to investigate and hopefully expand the city’s stream buffers. 

A graduate student has been assigned to work at NDS as a summer intern and will map new stream buffers for all city streams. The mapping will be used as a proposal for extending to all the city streams the same protection now in place for the Rivanna River, Meadowbrook and Moore’s Creeks. 

After the mapping is done Karen Firehock’s grad class will study the material gathered and write a chapter for the city’s comprehensive plan. The grad class begins the last week of August. Karen Firehock will keep in touch with us so that when the material is presented at a public meeting we can speak up on this matter. 

It is my understanding that the buffer now in place for the Rivanna, Meadowbrook and Moore’s is 100 feet. It is also my understanding that there is no define stream buffer for this small creek, or any small creek. 

Photos at our website show clearly how compromised Thompson’s Creek is by the clear cutting along the creek edge. This is particularly painful to see at the end of Cleveland Avenue, but is also quite obvious at the Cherry Avenue/Highland Avenue intersection. Please see for yourself and keep informed on this project. Also please keep a watch: send emails and questions about anything you see or want to know more about to Ashley Cooper or Karen Firehock or Kristel Riddervold. 

From David Lee’s discussion with Kristel Riddervold I have learned that. buffer areas are measured from the edge of a creek bank, not from the edge of the creek bed/flow area. 

I have traveled downtown several times to look at the Cherry Ave. site plans and talk to Ashley Cooper. Here is some of the new information I have gathered: 

1/When you look down Highland Avenue now, or view the site from any vantage point, you will see it is now a cleared site. Some debris still remains but there is a machine in use that chews up and spits out what remains for the forest that was once there. The sound this machine has made over the last few weeks is heart-rending - like a giant garbage truck in your front yard, chewing and spewing the forest into oblivion. 
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Cherry Avenue Development Report by Andrea Wieder (Cont.)
2/As you view the cleared land, examine the topography, see the hills and valleys of the site. They will be destroyed. The site will be pretty much made level to accommodate the housing to be built. The 25% slope rule does not apply to this site because that rule was not passed until Jan. 2006. 

3/There will be 23 single family homes and 94 townhouses built on this site. There will be only one entrance/exit from this vast development and that exit will be onto Cherry Avenue. The 94 townhouses can be occupied by as many as 4 un-related people, according to city code. 

4/The city of Charlottesville and the Planning Commission have NO say in what these houses/townhouses are built of, nor what they look like, as long as they comply with the specifications of the site plan. Perhaps you thought as I did, that NDS or the planning commission were specific in planning and setting materials standards for these developments. That is not the case, Neither NDS, nor planning, nor anyone outside the project has oversight on this site. The individual builders or builders use the materials of their choice. And there can be several builders involved in these PUD sites, as we have seen elsewhere. 

5/I have asked that the site plans for the Cherry Ave. development and the Huntley site be scanned and sent as PDF’s for us to post at our website. Ashley Cooper is looking into getting this done and I will keep your posted. We do have a PDF of the Cherry Ave. site plan that shows the general layout of the houses, but it is not too informative. One thing the PDF does show quite clearly though is that there could easily be a second access road in and out of this project at the Highland Avenue within Johnson Village. If you travel over that way have a look for yourself at the intersection of Highland Avenue and Trailridge. 

More on this as I have it. 

I am continuing to document this site and have begun an email series with the planning commission and the mayor and NDS staff called: Attention Must Be Paid. More on this next month. 

Stadium Sanitary Sewer Project 

The Stadium Sewer line is being replaced and upgraded and enlarged, in part to accommodate the Cherry Ave. development site. Several very large trees, including two tulip poplars at the edge of Cherry Avenue near the Highland Avenue intersection will be taken down to clear the way. Dr. Gazoni, whose home is at the corner of Highland and Cherry will also lose several trees to the clearing for the sewer replacement. 

The trench behind Dr. Gazoni’s house will be 36” to 48” wide, and as deep as is needed to build the sewer and make the grade work. We have this information from Todd Morris who is the project manager for the city of Charlottesville. He can be reached at morrist@charlottesbville.org, or phoned at 434 970 3667. 
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Stadium Sanitary Sewer Project (Cont.) 

The contractor for the project is Parham Construction and the Stadium Sanitary Sewer project runs right along the creek we have been documenting at the Cherry Ave. development site. Parham is now clearing the lower portion at 5th Street and will come upstream to completion for Phase I of the project behind #1635 Mulberry Avenue. 

We don’t know when the trees will come down or when the digging will start - perhaps in a few weeks. I have requested a pdf of any maps or other documentation available on this project and have been told there are no pdf files available at this time. 

Biscuit Run/Albemarle County Planning Commission work session on traffic study, June 13, 2006 

This meeting was heavily attended by folks wearing signs printed on red paper that had the work REZONE in a circle with a line through it - meaning do not rezone. 

The room was packed. S. Blaine, developer spoke first, then Hochhacker from the traffic study group, then Juandiego Wade, from Alb. county planning. A power point presentation listed all the intersections involved in the study, plus other material. This material will be soon posted to the Albemarle County website. 

Also included in the handout material was mention that the Sunset Connector was to be part of the Granger project. PACC is following this and I hope to hear more about this. 

The traffic study is doing data analysis based on a 15 year build out for the Biscuit Run development. No date has been set for the study to be ready to look at by planning or public. 

The Granger project and Brass development will use material from this study. Granger and Brass are not included in this traffic study. 

Followup email from AKW to JW follows here with questions from me: 

From: andreakwieder@gmail.com 

Subject: Biscuit Run traffic study 

Date: June 14, 2006 11:18:55 AM EDT 

To: jwade@albemarle.org, cgrant@albemarle.org 

Cc: pdcjsc@earthlink.net 

Dear Juandiego Wade: 

I listened with interest to the scope of the traffic study for Biscuit Run at last night's meeting of the Albemarle County Planning Commission. Your presentation included a power point document, with Biscuit Run logos on each page, that listed many details about the study and I would like very much to be able to review that material.
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Biscuit Run Traffic Study (cont.) 

It was my understanding that this power point presentation would be added to the Albemarle County web site, since there is so much interest in the Biscuit Run project. Can you direct me to that presentation? 

Two other questions: when Erich Strohhacker, of Ramey Kemp & Associates or Richmond, Inc. spoke about the traffic study his company was providing for Biscuit Run he seemed to indicate that much of the analysis of the data would depend on the final disposition of the project, i.e. how many residential units were built, and what the configuration of the total project would be in the end. But yet when you spoke, you said that the analysis would be done on the basis of 4,970 residential units. Can you clarify this for me? 

My second question is: Ramey Kemp & Associates letter of May 10, 2006 to you states, in item 3 at the bottom of the first page, that as part of the study parameters agreed upon that it is expected that "one future roadway alignment will be built before buildout of this site. The Southern Parkway will provide a parallel east/west facility to Interstate 64 between Avon Street and 5th Street Extended". 

Who is building this future roadway? Where will it be located exactly? And how can I get more information about this new road? 

Many thanks for your attention to these questions. I follow the Biscuit Run planning sessions closely as do all member of the Fry's Spring community. And the Fry's Spring Neighborhood Association stays in close contact with Claudette Grant. 

I was glad to hear that all the work done on this traffic study will be shared with and coordinated with city, county and VDOT folks. 

Please keep us posted. 

Many thanks, Andrea K. Wieder, member and board member, Fry's Spring Neighborhood Association.
