Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Association

July 12, 2006

Attendees:

John Anderson


Chip King


Terri DiCintio

Joe Mooney



Adrienne Dent

Scott Bandy

Beverly Colwell Adams

Bob Archer


Susan Lee Foard

Phil Chase



John Santoski

Jeanne  S. Chase

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: August 9, 2006

Meeting items are timed to end by 7:00 p.m.
“The Thumb” Update

At this evening’s meeting it was felt by the attendees as well as the folks who could not

attend this evening’s meeting, but sent e-mails and/ or made phone calls relative to this topic that the resolution promised by the City to remove “The Thumb” to get the intersection back to its prior configuration had taken entirely too, too long.  Since 2005, see posted Minutes on Web site, Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Association and the Cherry Avenue Christian Church have been frustrated with a dangerous intersection made more dangerous.  F.S.N.A.   and C.A.C.C. will attend the City Council meeting scheduled for July 17, 2006 at 7:00 p.m. John Santoski was asked to get in touch with Gary O’Connell and Mayor David Brown letting them know of the need to address this problem in front of Charlottesville City Council.  Bob Archer of the Board of C.A.C.C. will make an announcement to his congregation and Jeanne S.  Chase, Secretary FSNA, was directed to be in touch with the F.S.N.A. e-mail list alerting them to the City Council meeting of July 17, 2006.  It was made known that the sign-up sheet for Public Speaking is made available at 6:30 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. and that everyone attending should be at the meeting by 7:00 p.m.  Safety difficulties have multiplied at the intersection of Willard/Cherry/Cleveland as outlined in previous minutes.  A few of these difficulties are: Line-ups for funerals and weddings, traffic crossing over the double yellow lines, the  traffic not understanding the intersection and  going the wrong way, the volume of speeding vehicles on the streets coming into and leaving the intersection, and the safety of pedestrian traffic.  
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Oktoberfest

Peter Hedlund’s report asked that everyone be mindful of the month of October and the 

neighborhood celebration of Oktoberfest.  The targeted date is Sunday, October 29, 2006.  It is hoped that the Fry’s Spring Beach Club will be the host site this year.  Peter will need volunteers to help him.  Peter asks that all members of the Fry’s Spring Neighborhood that can lend a hand contact him by early to mid August.  His e-mail address is HedlundP@darden.virginia.edu.  

Jefferson Avenue Bridge

Adrienne Dent reported that she has not had timely communications relative to her 

e-mails and phone calls to Angela Tucker requesting information.  John Santoski was asked to get in touch with Angela and set up a date and time for the F.S.N.A. Board to meet with her in her office.  J.P.A. Bridge construction is presently understood to begin in the Spring of 2008.  More details will be shared as we know them.  The F.S.N.A. thanks Adrienne Dent for all of the time spent on this project.   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1John Santoski will be writing letters to the surrounding neighborhood associations and to the affected businesses.
Highland and Robertson

Terri DiCintio explained that the “Balloting Window” will continue into August.  Fifty 

percent of the ballots must be returned and at least two-thirds of the returned ballots must vote in favor of the traffic calming methods proposed in order for them to be implemented on Highland and Robertson.  

P.U.D./S.U.P./L.I.D.

Terri also described the characteristics of PUD/SUP/LID.  Ashley Cooper has shared a City link with additional information contained on this topic which involves the zoning of land.

Terri will continue to follow this topic as well.  See pages 4-10.
Dymond Property


Katie Kellett, Jefferson Park Avenue, contacted John Santoski about her concerns on the Dymond property which is currently being developed off of Stribling Avenue and Sunset Avenue.  Katie voiced concerns that there is an enormous amount of silt from the erosion and run off that is going into the fresh water creek from the area being developed.  Katie is in contact with Southern Developmental Law as there is also no drain pit.  She will research the drainage further and let F.S.N.A. know of her findings.  It was suggested that she network with others who are following similar situations at other development sites.  
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Stadium Sanitary Sewer Line Project

A point of information was asked concerning the sewer line project that is part of the 

Cherry Avenue P.U.D.  The question was raised as to the length of the line...beginning to the end and what the current time line is for the start and finish of the project.  Jeanne  S.  Chase was asked to contact Ashley Cooper to see if she could send this information to us for current understanding.

Old Lynchburg Road 

Old Lynchburg Road residents are currently being challenged on several fronts.  Two of 

these challenges involve high volume of traffic and speeding.  The option of closing off Old Lynchburg Road at Azalea Park was discussed.  Phil Chase suggested that it might be done by creating a new exit on Interstate 64 that would allow traffic to enter and exit only on the south side of the Interstate to go east or west to points around Charlottesville, particularly to the University of Virginia.

Granger Property

This tract of land is to be developed by Coran  Capshaw.  The F.S.N.A. hopes that Mr.  

Capshaw will be neighborhood sensitive with the plans for the development and the infrastructure needed to be in place before development is started.  Peter Hedlund is hopeful that Mr.  Capshaw will be able to speak at Oktoberfest.  
Fry’s Spring Neighborhood Web Page


Members were reminded that the Web page is a great source of information.  It is updated and maintained by Peter Hedlund.  http://avenue.org/fsna 

Respectively submitted,

Jeanne  S. Chase
Secretary, FSNA

July 22, 2006

Final Copy of July 12, 2006 Minutes
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
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Agenda Date:            
July 3, 2006

Action Required:      
Approval of Ordinance

Staff Contacts: 
    
James E. Tolbert, AICP, Director

Reviewed By:
    
Gary O’Connell, City Manager

Title:                          
Infill Special Use Permits  

Background:   For several months, the Planning Commission has been working to revise the way that infill planned unit development projects are happening.  The Planning Commission has been concerned that the commission has received numerous applications for additional density in low density residential areas where the increased density is not necessarily warranted.  The Commission has been concerned that the applications are taking advantage of the lack of a minimum property size for planned unit developments and are simply attempting to cram additional density without bringing anything of public benefit to the table.  For months, they have been exploring options to address this problem.                          
Discussion:  The attached ordinances are proposals that will reduce the number of infill projects that are done simply to increase density but that do not bring any benefit along with them.  The ordinance does several basic things:

· The proposal eliminates planned unit developments from consideration for properties of less than two acres.  Sites above two acres will still be eligible for a planned unit development.

· For properties of less than two acres in a zoning classification of R-1, R-1S, R-2 and R-3, a special use permit for additional density would be allowed.  A special use permit could allow additional density only for
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uses allowed in the zoning district and at a maximum of 1.5 times the by-right density allowed on the property.

· The area where infill SUP’s would be allowed will be identified on the zoning map and no applications will be permitted for properties outside that geographical area.  The map may be amended from time to time by City Council.

· To apply for a special use permit, a developer must demonstrate how they have achieved low impact development status.  There will be an LID work sheet required that will be evaluated prior to processing the application.  

· Only with the scores above the minimum for low impact development will additional density be considered.

This is a change that has received an extensive amount of consideration.  It is one that should greatly improve our zoning process and it has been widely supported by neighborhood groups. 

Budgetary Impact:  None.

Alternatives:  The Planning Commission has evaluated numerous alternatives including the simple amendments to the Planning Development Ordinance, elimination of the use of the planned unit development process and other configurations of the special use permit.  The ordinance proposed is considered the best option available.  

Recommendations:  Staff recommends approval of the ordinance.

Attachments:    Ordinance
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[Revised for July 17, 2006 Council meeting on 2nd reading]

Low Impact Development Methods Worksheet for Residential Infill Special Permits

The following calculation worksheet is to be completed prior to the filing of an application for a special use permit for residential district infill developments (Div. 8).  Infill Special Use Permits are authorized by Chapter 34 of the Charlottesville City Code and may only be implemented within the city’s infill SUP district.  The calculations on this sheet must be verified by a city engineer prior to requesting an infill SUP.  A minimum score of 10 points is required in order to apply for the infill SUP.  An infill SUP provides a density bonus of 50 percent.  Once 10 points have been obtained, a bonus of up to 2 units per acre may be allowed for scores of 13 points or higher.  For more information on measures listed and related design criteria please refer to the City of Charlottesville’s Stormwater Guidance Manual, Chapter 10 of the City Code, Article III and the Charlottesville Stream Buffer Mitigation Manual for the Water Protection Ordinance.  Both documents are available from NDS and on the city’s website.

	LID Checklist Points
	LID Measure
	Total Points

	5 points or 1 point for each 18%  of the total acreage
	Compensatory Plantings (see city buffer mitigation manual).  90% of restorable stream buffers restored.
	

	7 points or 1 point for each

7% of parking and driveway surface area
	Pervious pavers for parking and driveways with stone reservoir for storage of 0.5 inches of rainfall per impervious drainage area.  Surface area must be 

>1,000 ft.² or ≥ 50% of the total parking and driveway surface area.
	

	5 points or 1 point for each 6% of parking surface area eliminated
	Shared parking (must have legally binding agreement) that eliminates > 30% of on-site parking required.
	

	8 points
	Impervious Disconnection.  Follow design manual specifications to ensure adequate capture of roof runoff.  (e.g. cisterns, dry wells, rain gardens).
	

	8 points or 1 point for each 10% of site treated.
	Bioretention.  Percent of site treated must exceed 80%.  Biofilter surface area must be ≥ 5% of impervious drainage area.
	

	8 points or 1 point for each 10% of lots treated
	Rain gardens.  All lots, rain garden surface area for each lot ≥ 200 ft. ².
	

	8 points or

1 point for each 10% of site treated
	Designed/constructed swales.  Percent of site treated must exceed 80%, achieve non-erosive velocities, and able to convey peak discharge from 10-year storm.
	

	8 points or 1 point for each

10% of site treated
	Manufactured sand filters, filter vaults (must provide filtering rather than just hydrodynamic).  Percent of site treated must exceed 80%.  Sizing and volume for water quality treatment based on manufacturer’s criteria.
	

	8 points
	Green rooftop to treat ≥ 50% of roof area.
	

	TBD, not to exceed 8 points
	Other LID practices as approved by NDS engineer.
	

	5 points
	Off-site contribution to project in city’s water quality management plan.  This measure to be considered when on site constraints (space, environmentally sensitive areas, hazards) limit application of LID measures.  Requires pre-approval by NDS director.
	

	Row 1
	TOTAL POINTS (must equal 10 or more)
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Submitted by:  _________________________    Approved by:   _________________________ (date) ________

                             (Name of applicant)



           (City Engineer)
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For Consideration by City Council

Meeting:  July 3, 2006
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 34 OF THE CODE

OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE (1990), ARTICLE I (ADMINISTRATION), 

DIVISION 8 (SPECIAL USE PERMITS)

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, that Section 34-158, of Article I, Division 8, of Chapter 34 of the Charlottesville City Code, 1990, as amended, is hereby amended and reordained, and new Sections 34-165 and 34-166 are hereby added to Article I, Division 8 of Chapter 34, all to read as follows:

ARTICLE I. ADMINISTRATION

DIVISION 8. SPECIAL USE PERMITS
Sec. 34-158.  Application generally.

(a)The procedure for filing and consideration of an application for a special use permit is the same as that required for a rezoning petition, except that each application for a special use permit shall also include:

(1) a preliminary site plan (when required pursuant to section 34-802 ; 
(2) a written disclosure of the information required by §34-8 of the city code and, if the applicant is not the owner of the property, written evidence of his status as (i) the authorized agent of the property owner, or (ii) a contract purchaser of the property whose application is with the permission of the property owner;
(3) For developments including any non-residential uses, and developments proposing the construction of three (3) or more single- or two-family dwellings, the applicant shall provide a completed low-impact development (“LID”) methods worksheet; and
(4) For applications proposing the alteration of the footprint or height of an existing building, or the construction of one or more new buildings: (i) a building massing diagram and (ii) elevations;
(5) Information and data identifying how many, if any, existing dwelling units on the development site meet the City’s definition of an “affordable dwelling unit” and whether any such existing units, or equivalent affordable units, will remain following the development; and

(6) other supporting data sufficient to demonstrate compliance with the purposes and standards of this zoning ordinance. It shall be the responsibility of the applicant for a special use permit to provide, including, without limitation, graphic materials that illustrate the context of the project as well as information and data addressing the factors set forth within §34-157 above.

(b)It shall be the responsibility of the applicant for a special use permit to provide information and data addressing the factors referenced in this section and in §34-157, above.

Sec.34-165. Infill development--concept and purpose.

(a)Infill development is a concept by which the city desires to encourage and permit variation in certain areas within the city’s R-1, R-1S, R-2 and R-3 zoning districts, by allowing deviation from the following types of regulations pursuant to a special use permit: minimum lot size and street frontage requirements, dimensional requirements, types of dwellings, density, yard requirements. In an effort to promote a walkable community, to reduce traffic congestion, to improve air quality, and to enhance the viability of downtown businesses, the city seeks to encourage increased density of residential development in central Charlottesville and the Main Street corridor, where access to a variety of transportation options allows for increased density with less impact on traffic and promotes a healthy lifestyle for city residents.
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(b)In reviewing an application for approval of a special use permit authorizing an infill development, in addition to the general considerations applicable to approval of a special use permit the city council and planning commission shall consider whether the application satisfies the following objectives:

(1)Provision of a variety of housing types, or, within a development containing only a single housing type, inclusion of houses of various sizes, to the end that housing within the development will provide a vibrant neighborhood offering a diverse mix of housing styles and sales prices that are affordable to persons and families in various income ranges;

(2)Ease of access to and encouragement of the use of public transit services or other alternatives to single-occupancy automobiles (including, without limitation, public pedestrian systems) by persons who live within the development.

(3)Encouragement of pedestrian and vehicular connectivity within a development, and between a development and adjacent neighborhoods, providing opportunities for residents to live near workplaces, shopping opportunities and conveniences.

(4)Preservation of cultural features, historic structures and scenic assets and natural features such as trees, streams, drainage ways and topography, or restoration of such assets and features;

(5)Proximity to public parks and public recreational facilities; and/or

(6)Creation of a development that is harmonious with the existing uses and character of adjacent property(s), and/or consistent with patterns of development noted with respect to such adjacent property.

Sec. 34-166. Configuration, limitations.

(a)Uses. An infill development may include any one or more uses authorized within the zoning district within which it is situated.

(b)Maximum size. An infill development may be comprised of one or more lots or parcels of land, having, collectively, not more than two (2) acres. The lots or parcels, and all acreage contained therein, shall be contiguous.

(c)Location. From time to time, city council may specify area(s) appropriate for infill development on a map. The site of a proposed infill development must be within the infill development area specified on the most recent infill development area map approved by city council.  A copy of the most recently approved Infill Development Area map shall be maintained available for public inspection within the city’s department of neighborhood development services.

(d)Environmental impact.  The applicant for approval of an infill development must mitigate the impact of increased density through implementation of a Low Impact Development (LID) strategy on the site. An LID worksheet must be completed and submitted along with any application for approval of an infill special use permit, and the LID worksheet must show a minimum score of ten (10) points. The LID worksheet must be verified and signed by the applicant.  Prior to the public hearing on an application for approval of an infill special use permit, the city engineer shall review the LID strategy reflected in the worksheet.

(e)Density. Density within an infill development shall not exceed one and one-half (1.5) times the density already allowed by right in the existing zoning district.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, city council may approve additional density of up to 2 units per acre for an infill development that demonstrates a score of thirteen (13) points or higher on the LID worksheet. 
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(f)Application materials. An application for a special use permit authorizing an infill development shall include, in addition to the materials required by §34-158, the following:

(1)A narrative statement of how the objectives described within §34-165(b) will be achieved by the development;

(2)Analysis of the extent and nature of projected traffic to be generated by the development, as follows:  (i) for developments projected to generate less than 100 trips per day, according to the most recent edition of “Trip Generation,” published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE): an analysis of the extent and nature of the traffic to be generated by the project, prepared by a professional land planner or engineer; or (ii) for developments projected to generate 100 or more trips per day, according to the most recent edition of “Trip Generation” published by ITE:  a traffic study prepared by a traffic engineer; and

(3)A completed LID worksheet, signed and verified by the applicant.

(4)Additional information as deemed necessary by the director of neighborhood development services in order to facilitate a thorough review of the potential impacts of the proposed infill development that is the subject of the application. If any applicant fails to demonstrate within his application materials that a proposed infill development meets the minimum requirements specified in §34-166(a)-(e), above, the application shall be rejected as incomplete.
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