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Clarke County Board of Supervisors Work Session  Page 1 of 1 

 

 

Board of Supervisors Work Session 
May 7, 2012 10:00 am 
Second Floor, Conference Rooms C 
Berryville/Clarke County Government Center 
101 Chalmers Court, Berryville, Virginia 22611 

 

Item 
No. 

Description 

A.  Energy Management Update – Planet Footprint 
 
05/07/2012 Summary:  Alison Teetor will provide an update on the energy management program 

including next steps. 
 
 

B.   Update Spout Run TMDL  
 

05/07/2012 Summary:  Alison Teetor will provide an update on the Spout Run TMDL, along with a draft 
grant proposal and letter of support. There is no financial commitment beyond in-kind assistance 
for this project. 

 
 

C.  Convenience Center Update 
 
05/07/2012 Summary:  David Ash will preview Clarke County Convenience Center site construction 

and operation estimates 
 
 

D.  VPA Grant Letter 
 
05/07/2012 Summary:  Request for Support of the Port Of Virginia Economic and infrastructure 

Development Zone Grant Program from Sean T. Connaughton, Secretary of Transportation. 
 
 

E.  Closed Session  

 §2.2-3711-A7 Consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members or consultants 
pertaining to actual or probable litigation, where such consultation or briefing in open meeting 
would adversely affect the negotiating or litigating posture of the public body; and consultation 
with legal counsel employed or retained by a public body regarding specific legal matters 
requiring the provision of legal advice by such counsel. 

 §2.2-3711-A3 Acquisition or disposition of publicly-held property. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 

 

TO:  Board of Supervisors, David Ash 

FROM:  Alison Teetor 

DATE:  May 7, 2012 

SUBJECT: Energy Management Update – Planet Footprint 

 

Tracking energy usage through utility bills is critical to understanding opportunities for energy savings.  
Tracking involves data entry and energy use analysis.  Between 2007 and 2010, energy tracking has been 
completed by staff using the EPA Energy Star Portfolio.  In addition, Ruby Miller duplicates the data 
entry for cost analysis purposes.   
 
In September 2011 the County contracted with an energy management firm, Planet Footprint (PF), to 
input and analyze the County’s energy use.  The purpose of hiring this outside firm was to reduce the 
amount of time spent by County staff entering energy bills while providing expertise in the analysis of the 
data.  The contract for one year is $1,500. 
 
Project Deliverables 

 Monthly tracking of all Electric & Gas utility accounts. 

 Complete account information starting FY 2010 

 Data checked for completeness & unexpected changes (Anomalies) 

 Accounts grouped by responsibility: ie. Administration, Maintenance, Social Service, Parks & Rec, etc. 

o track energy use at County and Department level 
o understand department and account level consumption and trends 
o view unexpected changes from previous quarters (Anomaly Reports) 

 quarterly reports and performance review 
 track progress toward Energy Management Plan goals 
 reduce costs through energy conservation 

 
Quarterly Reports 

 Planet Footprint e-mails a Service Scorecheck to designated contacts in your organization. The 
Service Scorecheck is a simple report that includes: 

– A summary of organization-wide year to date performance across all key environmental 
issues.  

– Details of major performance anomalies that may require action (consumptions spikes, 
incorrect billing etc). 

– Outstanding data and information issues that need followup  
– General environmental news and information of any relevant developments or changes on 

the environmental ‘landscape’ 
 

Promote Energy Management Efforts 
 Planet Footprint can work with us to promote our sustainability activities to the wider community  

– Performance reports on our website 
– Media promotion – they will work with us to issue press releases promoting our transparent 

environmental performance monitoring and reporting 
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Current Report 

The current report is an initial summary of data collected from July 2010 through December 2011.  A 
total of 57 electric meters, 4 natural gas, and 2 LP accounts were analyzed.  This includes all county 
accounts for electricity, natural gas, lp gas, and fuel oil.  In addition electric use for all school sites was 
recorded.  No water use was provided.  The data is provided on a web page 
http://www.planetfootprint.us/Subscribers/orgs/ckc specific to Clarke County.  All the data and analysis 
are provided on this site.  Briefly the County spent $647,487.06 on energy, not including water or natural 
gas, lp gas, and fuel oil for the schools.  One of the reports, detailing overall energy usage, is attached.  
There are similar reports for individual buildings, detailed spreadsheets with invoices attached for each 
billing cycle, and quarterly data summaries for each bill.   
 
Next Steps 

• Account collection tidy up – as this is the first cycle of data collection and reporting, a few errors 
and organization issues must be clarifies and corrected. This will be accomplished by: 

– Review all accounts for any collection issues and work to resolve any identified 
– Ensure all accounts are captured (eg. Animal Shelter, gas for schools) 
– Government Centre – copy of invoices, authorization from Town to collect data 
– Confirm property accounts to be linked  

• Deliver a Quarterly Performance Review to Key Sustainability and Assets Managers/Staff 
– Review account anomalies 
– Review broad year to date performance across key properties 

• Expanded use 
– Assign responsibilities and organization references for tailored reporting 
– Scope possibility of incorporating historical ESPM data and integrating ongoing PF 

collection with ESPM (possible additional fee) 
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(not including street lighting)

Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011

Organization Footprint  - ENERGY

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 1 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12
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Part A: Stand-alone Performance Over Time

 Totals on these graphs may not reconcile to totals in other report sections because time-based trend analysis intentionally excludes 
assets that have substantially incomplete data collection history.

* Total for final year shows fiscal year-to-date only, up to and including quarter 2 of Fiscal Year 2011-2012.

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 2 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12

Organization Footprint - ENERGY

Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011
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Natural Gas 5.76% 1,498 $15,152.83 80 $10.11 0.053

Mix Consumption
(MBtu)

Total Charges GHG t CO2e Unit cost per 
MBtu

GHG Coefficient
(t CO2e / MBtu)

Electricity 86.68% 22,558 $589,998.42 4,635 $26.15 0.205

All Energy 26,023 $647,487.06 4,844 $24.88 0.186

Part B: Annual Energy Mix (last 4 quarters)

Comparison Candidates

Local Governments in a climate of Less than 2,000 CDD and less than 4,000 HDD that don't operate 
water infrastructure.

6

Local Governments that don't operate water infrastructure. 18

Clarke County is a candidate for comparison with the following groups:

Part C: Comparisons with other Local Governments

About Corporate Comparisons

Your organization's performance is shown against the best*, mean and median of several groupings:

- Local governments located in a particular climate zone
- All local governments
Only local governments that subscribe to the Planet Footprint service are included in the comparisons.

Planet Footprint further improves the equity of comparisons by applying indicators that bring compared local governments to a ‘level 
playing field’ based on indicators, for example, ‘Energy consumption per resident per day’.  These indicators are divided into 'Primary 
Indicators' (the results for which are shown as graphs) and 'Secondary Indicators' (the results for which are shown in a table below the 
Primary Indicator graphs).

Each organization’s data must meet a standard of completeness to qualify for comparison with other organizations.

For further information on how comparisons are carried out please contact Planet Footprint.

* Best is based on performance over the most recent four quarters.

Bottled Gas 5.69% 1,480 $31,462.42 94 $21.26 0.063

Heating Oil 1.87% 488 $10,873.38 36 $22.30 0.074

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 3 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12

Organization Footprint - ENERGY

Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011
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Local Governments in a climate of Less than 2,000 CDD and 
less than 4,000 HDD that don't operate water infrastructure.

within the following local government grouping:

Clarke CountyComparison of:

O
rganizations

Oct - Dec 2011

Best Median Mean Clarke County

Energy consumption per resident 
per day

kBtu/Resident/Day 2 4.78 6.35 6.35 4.78

Energy total charges per resident 
per day

cents/resident/day 2 12.14 13.10 13.10 12.14

Greenhouse gas per resident per 
day

lbs 
CO2/resident/day

2 1.994 2.473 2.473 1.994

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 4 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12

Organization Footprint - ENERGY

Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011
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Local Governments that don't operate water infrastructure.within the following local government grouping:

Clarke CountyComparison of:

O
rganizations

Oct - Dec 2011

Best Median Mean Clarke County

Energy consumption per resident 
per day

kBtu/Resident/Day 4 2.58 4.41 4.83 4.78

Energy total charges per resident 
per day

cents/resident/day 4 5.17 8.98 9.30 12.14

Greenhouse gas per resident per 
day

lbs 
CO2/resident/day

4 0.594 1.479 1.626 1.994

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 5 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12

Organization Footprint - ENERGY

Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011
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Other Indicators Fiscal Year 2010-2011 Fiscal Year 2011-2012

Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2

Population population 14,034 14,034 14,034 14,034 14,034

Energy Sources Fiscal Year 2010-2011 Fiscal Year 2011-2012

Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2

Electricity

Electricity Consumption cons (kWh) 1,692,004 1,931,642 1,521,702 1,553,114 1,604,959

Electricity Usage Charges usage ($) 70,101 76,478 65,273 66,107 57,102

Electricity Service Charges service ($) 82,861 89,091 71,742 76,389 87,400

Electricity Total Charges total ($) 153,321 165,676 137,191 142,569 144,562

Electricity Green Consumption green cons 
(kWh)

0 0 0 0 0

Electricity GHG Emissions GHG (tons) 1,186 1,354 1,067 1,089 1,125

Natural Gas

Gas Consumption cons (ccf) 4,856 8,831 3,105 216 2,422

Gas Usage Charges usage ($) 3,348 6,420 2,243 155 1,688

Gas Service Charges service ($) 1,548 2,501 999 283 864

Gas Total Charges total ($) 4,896 8,921 3,242 437 2,552

Gas GHG Emissions GHG (tons) 27 48 17 1.179 13

Bottled Gas

Bottled Gas Consumption cons (gal) 3,428 5,205 3,264 3,712 4,079

Bottled Gas Usage Charges usage ($) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Bottled Gas Service Charges service ($) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Bottled Gas Total Charges total ($) 6,465 9,648 6,658 7,109 8,046

Bottled Gas GHG Emissions GHG (tons) 20 30 19 21 24

Heating Oil

Heating Oil Consumption cons (gal) 571 1,036 951 962 571

Heating Oil Usage Charges usage ($) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Heating Oil Service Charges service ($) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Heating Oil Total Charges total ($) 1,524 3,185 3,065 3,099 1,524

Heating Oil GHG Emissions GHG (tons) 5.822 11 9.691 9.798 5.822

Part D: Service Summaries (Last Five Quarters)

For details by account see Planet Footprint Service Detail Data and Invoice Detail Data sets - available from our website.

Notes:

1 kWh = 3,412 Btu, 1 metric ton = 2,205 lbs

Please contact Planet Footprint on 1-800-859-3803 or support@planetfootprint.us should you have any questions regarding this report.

www.planetfootprint.com E&OE

© 2012 Planet Footprint LLC 

Page 6 of 6

Ref: USA LG Organization Footprint Energy CKC 2011Q4 Run on: Mar 12 2012 at 10:12
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Clarke County

Quarter ending Dec 31, 2011
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors, David Ash 
FROM:  Alison Teetor 
SUBJECT: Update Spout Run TMDL 
DATE:  April 27, 2012 
 
Spout Run has been designated an impaired waterway by the Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ) due to levels of bacteria and sediment that exceed water quality standards. Because of this 
designation a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) study was completed in 2009 for Spout Run to 
identify sources of pollution and reductions needed to attain water quality standards. This is a 
similar process to that which has recently been completed for the Chesapeake Bay Watershed.  
 
In order to develop the TMDL for Spout Run, DEQ conducted a series of meetings in the County to 
explain the TMDL process and requirements and get input from local stakeholders and citizens to 
make sure that the technical aspects of the study (including model inputs and assumptions) were 
accurate as well as acceptable to the community.  In March 2010 the TMDL study was published.   
 
A TMDL considers point sources such as residential, municipal, or industrial discharges and 
non-point sources such as residential, urban, or agricultural runoff.  DEQ used a computer model 
to track bacteria from the source, to the land, to the stream, and then downstream to the 
Shenandoah River. To make sure that the predictions were accurate, the model was compared to 
bacteria samples collected from the stream from 1991 to 2008. The model was found to be accurate 
within about 5% of the measured data. For predicting sediment loads, DEQ used a computer model 
that considered the slope, soils, land cover, erodibility, and runoff to estimate the amount of soil 
eroded in the watershed and deposited in Spout Run. Similarly to the bacteria model, the sediment 
model was calibrated against real-world suspended sediment and flow measurements taken from 
the stream.  
 
For Spout Run the following Pie Charts depict the sources for bacteria and sediment as identified 
through the study.   
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After figuring out where the bacteria and sediment in Spout Run are currently coming from, the 
computer models were used to figure out how much bacteria and sediment loads need to be 
reduced to clean up Spout Run and its tributaries. The following tables describe the reduction needs.  
More detailed results can be found in the report. 
 

 

These are the basic results of the TMDL study.  The current phase of the project is the 
development of the Implementation Plan, which was kicked off on April 3, 2012.  This is the plan 
that lays out how the reduction goals will be reached.  Typical ways that the reductions can be 
made include:  
• Fencing out cattle from streams and provide alternative water sources 
• Conducting stream bank restoration projects in areas where banks are actively eroding  
• Leave a band of 35 – 100 ft along the stream natural so that it buffers or filters out bacteria 
 and sediment from farm or residential land (a riparian buffer)  
•  Find and fix failing septic systems  
•  Pick up pet waste on residential and commercial land  
 
These and other actions will be listed in the implementation plan with associated costs and how 
much of each action it will take to meet the goals. The clean-up plan will also identify potential 
sources of money to help in the clean-up efforts.  Most of this money will probably be available in 
the form of cost-share programs, which share the cost of improvements with the landowner.  
Here is the link to the report.    
http://www.deq.virginia.gov/portals/0/DEQ/Water/TMDL/apptmdls/shenrvr/spout.pdf 
 
A substantial grassroots effort has been initiated to bring funding in to help with development and 
implementation of the plan.  The following partners have agreed to help with the effort to 
clean-up the Spout Run watershed. 

 Trout Unlimited 
 Clarke County Planning Department 
 Lord Fairfax Soil and Water Conservation District 
 The Downstream Project 
 Piedmont Environmental Council 
 Friends of the Shenandoah River 
 Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation 
 Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
 Northern Shenandoah Valley Regional Commission 

Source  
Bacteria Reduction Needed (%)  

Page Brook  Roseville Run  Spout Run  

Straight Pipes  100%  100%  100%  

Cattle DD  91%  83%  67%  

Wildlife DD  0%  0%  0%  

Permitted Point 
Sources  

0%  0%  0%  

Agricultural Runoff  50%  50%  67%  

Residential/Urban 
Runoff  

91%  83%  67%  

Forest Runoff  0%  0%  0%  

Source  Sediment Reduction 
Needed (%) 

Res/Urban  30%  

Crop  30%  

Pasture  30%  

Degraded Riparian   
Pasture  67%  

Forest  0%  

Transitional  30%  

Point Sources  0%  

Bank Erosion  67%  
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 Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin 
 

Attached is a draft grant proposal and letter of support.  There is no financial commitment beyond 

in-kind assistance for this project.  To further the project I would request that the Board authorize 

the Chair to sign the attached letter. 
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C-SPOUT RUN: 

Building a Model for Comprehensive Watershed Restoration and Community-Based Stewardship 

 

Project Abstract 

This project will build upon an existing community partnership, formed to restore water quality and 

aquatic habitat in the Spout Run watershed through private landowner stewardship and an innovative 

multimedia outreach campaign.  This initiative with be furthered through two targeted streambank 

restoration projects designed to maximize reductions in nutrient and sediment loading from agricultural 

land, and restore riparian and aquatic habitat to support reintroduction of brook trout in Spout Run.  

Restoration projects will utilize natural stream channel design techniques, and will be implemented in 

concert with additional best management practices including livestock exclusion on agricultural 

properties.  In addition, a “Beautiful Buffers” program will be developed to encourage residential 

landowners to plant streamside buffers in areas falling within the county’s stream protection overlay 

district.  A targeted neighborhood stewardship program will be implemented in a highly visible 

subdivision located directly on Roseville Run, a tributary of Spout Run.  Homeowners will be 

encouraged to reduce their stormwater footprint by installing rain barrels and a series of rain gardens to 

treat rooftop runoff.  The highlight of this neighborhood stewardship program will be a contiguous 

1000 foot riparian buffer, which will serve as a demonstration of how residential buffers can be 

designed to serve as an attractive landscape feature.  In order to address urban sources of nutrients 

and sediment in the watershed, a stormwater retrofit will be completed based upon the results of a 

county wide assessment of retrofit opportunities using a new and innovative tree planting BMP 

developed by the Center for Watershed Protection. 

 

Project Partners 

 Trout Unlimited 
 Clarke County Planning Department 
 Lord Fairfax Soil and Water Conservation District 
 The Downstream Project 
 Piedmont Environmental Council 
 Friends of the Shenandoah River 
 Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation 
 Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
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May 7, 2012 
 
Amanda Bassow 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation 
1133 Fifteenth Street, N. W. 
Washington, DC  20005 
 
Re:  Chesapeake Bay Small Watershed Grant:  C-Spout Run 

 
Dear Ms. Bassow, 
 
I am writing to express support for Clarke County’s Chesapeake Bay Small Watershed Grant to 
foster enhanced landowner stewardship and the restoration of riparian and aquatic habitat in the 
Spout Run watershed.  There is a critical need for projects that target restoration activities to 
maximize pollutant reductions while restoring habitat of significant ecological value in the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed today.  If we are to meet the aggressive nutrient and sediment 
reductions established through the Chesapeake Bay TMDL, local governments will not only need 
to encourage the targeted implementation of practices that address the greatest sources of nutrients 
and sediment, but also those that restore natural resources of local significance. In order to truly 
improve water quality in our local streams and the Chesapeake Bay, a comprehensive and 
inclusive approach that considers agricultural, residential and urban pollutant loads is necessary.  
The holistic nature of the C-Spout Run project and the partnership that is behind it make it an 
excellent opportunity to improve a unique and ecologically valuable local stream and the 
Chesapeake Bay. 
 
Spout Run is one of several spring creeks in the Shenandoah Valley that shows great promise for 
the reintroduction of brook trout.  The local watershed community is both aware of, and 
enthusiastic about the streams potential to support a coldwater fishery.  However, Spout Run and 
its tributaries are currently listed on Virginia’s 303(d) list for a biological impairment due to excess 
sediment, and an E.coli impairment. A TMDL was developed for Spout Run in 2010, and an 
implementation plan is currently under development.  Consequently, the local community has 
been actively engaged in the process of identifying measures that can be taken to restore the 
stream.  Based on the findings of the TMDL study, much of the sediment in Spout Run is coming 
from the streambanks (approximately 60% of the total load).  This means that in order to address 
the biological impairment, considerable streambank stabilization will be needed.  Based on local 
knowledge of the watershed and preliminary stream surveys, it is clear that there are several 
sections of streambank that are contributing a large portion of the overall sediment load.  This 
project will strategically target these stream segments.   
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The C-Spout Run project has engaged a diverse group of local stakeholders including non profits, 
local government and state agencies.  The partnership that is in place in the watershed today will 
facilitate a comprehensive approach to watershed restoration that effectively addresses residential, 
urban and agricultural sources of bacteria and sediment in Spout Run.  This holistic approach to 
improving water quality is critical to fostering broad based community stewardship, which was 
called for in the President’s Executive Order for the Chesapeake Bay and associated action plan.  
Engaging the local community to do their part to reduce runoff from their roofs, lawns, pastures 
and parking lots will play an important role in cleaning up the Chesapeake Bay as well as our local 
rivers and streams.   
  
Clarke County will be responsible for coordinating and developing the private landowner 
stewardship in the residential and urban areas of the watershed.  This will include: 

 Coordinating with the Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin (ICPRB) 
to conduct rain barrel workshops.    

 Developing “attractive” riparian buffer program to begin vegetating setbacks in 
residential areas 

 Working with the Center for Watershed Protection to identify 1-2 high priority 
stormwater projects in the watershed for targeting reforestation 

 
We believe that this project will place a critical role in improving water quality and the overall 
health of Spout Run.  We fully support this proposal.  Please feel free to contact our Natural 
Resource Planner, Alison Teetor, (540) 955-5134, should you have any questions about Clarke 
County’s role in this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
J. Michael Hobert 
Chair, Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
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Citizen Convenience Center  
Perry Quarry 

 
 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors  
May 7, 2015  

Work Session 
 
 

By 
David Ash 
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COVER SHEET

N:\CLARKE COUNTY VA\11-6262-GB-031 Conv Center Design\5 Design\5.7 Drawings\C-01.dwg of A
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CITIZEN CONVENIENCE CENTER
CLARKE COUNTY, VIRGINIA

CLARKE COUNTY
CITIZEN CONVENIENCE CENTER

GENERAL NOTES
1. BOUNDARY INFORMATION BASED ON COUNTY TAX MAP.

2. AERIAL SURVEY WAS PERFORMED BY MACKENZIE SNYDER INC. IN MARCH 2010.

3. THE PROPERTY IS OWNED BY PERRY STUART M INC.  THE "SITE" IS
IDENTIFIED AS PARCEL A33,  TAX MAP 16, DEED REFERENCE DB. 57, P. 515. TAX ACCOUNT
NUMBER 2572.

4. ZONING:  AGRICULTURAL/OPEN SPACE/CONSERVATION (AOC)

5. PER CLARKE COUNTY ZONING AND SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE, NO MINIMUM LOT AREA OR
WIDTH SHALL BE REQUIRED OR A PARCEL OF LAND FOR PUBLIC UTILITY USES. SEE CLARKE
COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE CODE CHAPTER 188, SECTION 3, PAGE 54).

6. MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIREMENTS
FROM CENTERLINE OF SECONDARY HIGHWAY = 50 FT.
FROM ALL PROPERTY LINES   = 25 FT.

7. BASED UPON FIRM MAP 510036A-06 FOR CLARKE CO. VIRGINIA, THE PROJECT SITE IS
LOCATED ON AREA C, AREA OUTSIDE 500-YEAR FLOOD.

8. NO PARKING REQUIREMENT  IS APPLICABLE IN THE ZONING & SUBDIVISION ORDINANCES
FOR THIS USE.  PARKING AREA IS SHOWN ON  PLAN AND IS BASED ON CLIENT REQUIREMENT.

9. INFORMATION CONCERNING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES WAS OBTAINED FROM AVAILABLE
RECORDS AND ARE APPROXIMATE.  THE CONTRACTOR MUST DETERMINE EXACT LOCATION
AND ELEVATION OF THE UTILITIES BY DIGGING TEST PITS AT ALL UTILITY CROSSINGS AND AT
CONNECTIONS TO EXISTING UTILITIES, WELL IN ADVANCE OF TRENCHING.  IF CLEARANCES
ARE LESS THAN SHOWN ON PLAN OR TWELVE (12") INCHES, WHICHEVER IS LESS,
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT ENGINEER OR OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE PRIOR TO
CONSTRUCTION.

10.CONTRACTOR MUST PROTECT EXISTING UTILITIES, SURVEY CONTROL POINTS AND PRIVATE
PROPERTY.  DAMAGE TO UTILITIES OR PROPERTY AS A RESULT OF CONTRACTOR
NEGLIGENCE OR METHOD OF OPERATION MUST BE REPAIRED IMMEDIATELY AT THE
CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE.

11.CONTRACTOR MUST TAKE ALL NECESSARY TREE PROTECTION MEASURES TO PREVENT ANY
DAMAGE TO EXISTING TREES DESIGNATED TO REMAIN.  ANY DAMAGE TO THE CROWN,
TRUNK OR ROOT SYSTEM OF TREES TO REMAIN SHALL BE REPAIRED IMMEDIATELY BY THE
CONTRACTOR AT THE CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE.

12.CALL "MISS UTILITY" AT 1-800-552-7001 48 HOURS PRIOR TO BEGINNING OF EXCAVATION TO
DETERMINE THE LOCATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES

GENERAL SITE CONSTRUCTION NOTES
1. NO CONSTRUCTION SHALL OCCUR UNTIL THE PROPER PERMITS HAVE BEEN OBTAINED FROM

THE APPROPRIATE AGENCIES AND THE LOCATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES HAS BEEN
DETERMINED.

2. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE LATEST EDITION OF THE
STATE AND LOCAL STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS INCLUDING: VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (VDOT)

3. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL AND MAINTAIN ALL NECESSARY EROSION AND SEDIMENT
CONTROL MEASURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS AND/OR STATE AND LOCAL EROSION
AND SEDIMENT CONTROL REGULATIONS (LATEST EDITION) INCLUDING: VIRGINIA EROSION AND
SEDIMENT CONTROL HANDBOOK

4. CONTRACTOR SHALL EMPLOY ANY NECESSARY MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC CONTROL
MEASURES AS PER APPLICABLE STATE AND LOCAL REGULATIONS AND MANUAL OF UNIFORM
TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES (MUTCD).

5. CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE SEQUENCED TO PROVIDE ACCESS TO RESIDENCES AND BUSINESSES
ALONG WORK LIMITS AT ALL TIMES.

6. SITE GRADING AND PAVING WORK SHALL BE DONE IN SUCH A MANNER TO INSURE POSITIVE
DRAINAGE TO ALL EXISTING STORM DRAIN INLETS, AND PREVENT PONDING ON FINISHED
SURFACES AND CREATION OF LOW POINTS.

7. CONTRACTOR SHALL MATCH ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS IN LINES AND GRADES AND PROVIDE
SMOOTH TRANSITION AT TIE-INS TO EXISTING FEATURES.

8. CONTRACTOR SHALL MAKE FIELD ADJUSTMENTS AS NECESSARY TO MEET EXISTING
CONDITIONS WHEN AUTHORIZED BY THE OWNER OR OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE.

9. CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN  WORKING COPY OF REDLINED CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS AND
ACCURATELY RECORD ALL CONSTRUCTION MODIFICATIONS.  THE RECORD "AS-BUILT" REDLINE
SET OF DRAWINGS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE ENGINEER OR OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE AT
THE COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION.
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GENERAL NOTES
1. BASED UPON FIRM MAP 510036A-06 FOR CLARKE CO. VIRGINIA, THE PROJECT SITE IS

LOCATED ON AREA C, AREA OUTSIDE 500-YEAR FLOOD.

2. ZONING:  AGRICULTURAL/OPEN SPACE/CONSERVATION (AOC)

3. RECEIVING SURFACE WATERS                                                        =  WHEAT SPRING BRANCH

4. SOIL TYPE
a. MCGARY SILTY LOAM (24B)
THE MCGARY SILTY CLAY LOAM IS DEEP, NEARLY LEVEL, AND SOMEWHAT POORLY DRAINED.
SLOPES RANGE FROM 0 TO 3 PERCENT. THE SURFACE LAYER OF THIS SOIL IS GRAYISH
BROWN SILTY CLAY LOAM. THE SUBSOIL IS MOTTLED LIGHT GRAY AND YELLOWISH BROWN
CLAY LOAM. BELOW THE SUBSOIL IS MOSTLY GRAY CLAY LOAM  AND LIGHT BROWNISH CLAY
LOAM MOTTLED WITH YELLOWISH BROWN. THE SUBSTRATUM IS LIGHT BROWNISH GRAY
CLAY LOAM MOTTLED WITH YELLOWISH BROWN. THIS SOIL BELONGS TO HYDROLOGIC
GROUP TYPE "C".

b. PAGEBROOK SILTY CLAY (33B)
THE PAGEBROOK SILTY CLAY LOAM IS NEARLY LEVEL TO GENTLY SLOPING SOIL THAT IS
DEEP AND MODERATELY WELL DRAINED. SLOPES RANGE FROM 0 TO 7 PERCENT. THE
SURFACE LAYER OF THE PAGEBROOK SOIL IS DARK YELLOWISH BROWN SILTY CLAY LOAM.
THE SUBSOIL IS MAINLY DARK CLAY IN THE UPPER PART AND YELLOWISH BROWN CLAY AND
LIGHT OLIVE BROWN MOTTLES IN THE LOWER PART. THE SUBSTRATUM IS YELLOWISH
BROWN CLAY WITH PALE BROWN, LIGHT GRAY, AND PALE YELLOW MOTTLES. THE CLAY IN
THE SUBSOIL AND SUBSTRATUM IS FIRM, STICKY, AND PLASTIC. ALSO, THIS SOIL HAS A HARD
LIMESTONE BEDROCK. THIS SOIL BELONGS TO HYDROLOGIC GROUP TYPE "D"

c. SWIMLEY OUTROCK COMPLEX (48B)
THE SWIMLEY OUTROCK COMPLEX CONSISTS OF DEEP AND WELL DRAINED SWIMLEY SOILS
AND OUTCROPS OF LIMESTONE BEDROCK THAT ARE SO INTERMINGLED. THIS COMPLEX
ABOUT 50 PERCENT SWIMLEY SOILS, 25 PERCENT LIMESTONE ROCK OUTCROP, AND 25
PERCENT OTHER SOILS. SLOPES ARE ROUGH AND COMPLEX WHICH RANGES FROM 3 TO 8
PERCENT. THE SURFACE LAYER OF THIS SOIL IS REDDISH BROWN SILT LOAM. THE SUBSOIL
IS REDDISH BROWN SILTY CLAY LOAM IN THE UPPER PART AND RED CLAY THAT IS STICKY
AND PLASTIC IN THE LOWER PART. THIS SOIL BELONGS TO HYDROLOGIC GROUP TYPE "C".

Scale: 1"=20'

PLAN1
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GENERAL NOTES:

1. BASED UPON FIRM MAP 510036A-06 FOR CLARK COUNTY, VIRGINIA, THE
PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED ON AREA C, AREA OUTSIDE THE 500-YEAR FLOOD.

2. SITE DESCRIPTION:
TOTAL AREA: 2.00 AC
IMPERVIOUS AREA: 0.53 AC

3. NO PRIVATE WATER OR SEWER ARE PROPOSED FOR THIS PROJECT.

4. PROPOSED LAND USE: INDUSTRIAL

Scale: 1"=20'

SITE PLAN1

Scale: 1"=20'

EQUIPMENT PAD LAYOUT2

Scale: 1"=20'

CONTAINER PAD LAYOUT3

N.T.S.

SITE SIGN DETAIL4

CLARKE COUNTY CITIZEN'S
CONVENIENCE CENTER

HOURS OF OPERATION:
6:00 AM TO 10:00PM

DAILY
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V1.  ALL WORK ON THIS PROJECT SHALL CONFORM TO THE CURRENT EDITIONS OF AND LATEST
REVISIONS TO THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (VDOT) ROAD AND BRIDGE
SPECIFICATIONS AND STANDARDS, THE VIRGINIA REGULATIONS.  IN CASE OF A DISCREPANCY OR
CONFLICT BETWEEN THE STANDARDS OR SPECIFICATIONS AND REGULATIONS, THE MOST
STRINGENT SHALL GOVERN.

V2. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH THE LATEST U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION (OSHA), AND VIRGINIA OCCUPATIONAL
SAFETY & HEALTH (VOSH) RULES AND REGULATIONS.

V3.  WHEN WORKING WITHIN VDOT RIGHT-OF-WAY, ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL, WHETHER PERMANENT OR
TEMPORARY, SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT EDITION OF VDOT'S WORK AREA
PROTECTION MANUAL FURTHERMORE, ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL FLAGGERS MUST BE CERTIFIED
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 104.04© OF THE VDOT ROAD AND BRIDGE SPECIFICATIONS.

V4.  THE DEVELOPER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR RELOCATING, AT HIS EXPENSE, ANY AND ALL
UTILITIES, INCLUDING TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLES, JUNCTION BOXES, CONTROLLERS, ETC., OWNED BY
VDOT OR PRIVATE/PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES.  IT IS THE SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE
DEVELOPER TO LOCATE AND IDENTIFY UTILITY FACILITIES OR ITEMS THAT MAY BE IN CONFLICT
WITH THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY.  VDOT APPROVAL OF THESE PLANS DOES NOT
INDEMNIFY THE DEVELOPER FROM THIS RESPONSIBILITY.

V5.  DESIGN FEATURES RELATING TO FIELD CONSTRUCTION, REGULATIONS, AND CONTROL OR
SAFETY OF TRAFFIC MAY BE SUBJECT TO CHANGE AS DEEMED NECESSARY BY VDOT.  ANY
ADDITIONAL EXPENSE INCURRED AS A RESULT O ANY FIELD REVISION SHALL BE THE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE DEVELOPER.

V6.  PRIOR TO INITIATION OF WORK, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ACQUIRING ALL
NECESSARY VDOT LAND USE PERMITS FOR ANY WORK WITHIN VDOT RIGHT-OF-WAY.

V7.  IF REQUIRED BY THE LOCAL VDOT RESIDENCY OFFICE, A PRE-CONSTRUCTION CONFERENCE
SHALL BE ARRANGED AND HELD BY THE ENGINEER AND/OR DEVELOPER WITH THE ATTENDANCE
OF THE CONTRACTOR, VARIOUS COUNTY AGENCIES, ;UTILITY COMPANIES AND VDOT PRIOR TO
INITIATION TO WORK.

V8.  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE LOCAL VDOT RESIDENCY OFFICE WHEN WORK IS TO BEGIN
OR CEASE FOR ANY UNDETERMINED LENGTH OF TIME.  VDOT REQUIRES AND SHALL RECEIVE 48
HOURS ADVANCE NOTICE PRIOR TO ANY REQUIRED OR REQUESTED INSPECTION.

V9.  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING ADEQUATE ACCESS TO THE
PROJECT FROM THE ADJACENT PUBLIC ROADWAY VIA A CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE THAT IS
CONSTRUCTED AND MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 3.03 OF THE VIRGINIA EROSION
AND SEDIMENT CONTROL HANDBOOK,  FURTHERMORE, ACCESS TO OTHER PROPERTIES
AFFECTED BY THIS PROJECT, AN EMPLOYEE CERTIFIED BY THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF
CONSERVATION AND RECREATION (VDCR) IN EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL WHO SHALL
INSPECT EROSION AND SILTATION CONTROL DEVICES AND MEASURES ON A CONTINUOUS BASIS
FOR PROPER INSTALLATION AND OPERATION.  DEFICIENCIES SHALL BE PROMPTLY RECTIFIED.

V10.  CONTRACTOR SHALL ENSURE ADEQUATE DRAINAGE IS ACHIEVED AND MAINTAINED ON THE SITE
DURING AND AT THE END OF CONSTRUCTION.

V11.  ALL WATER AND SEWER LINES WITHIN EXISTING OR PROPOSED VDOT RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL
HAVE A MINIMUM THIRTY-SIX (36) INCHES COVER AND WHEN POSSIBLE SHALL BE INSTALLED
UNDER ROADWAY DRAINAGE FACILITIES AT CONFLICT POINTS.

V12. ANY UNUSUAL SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS (E.G., UNSUITABLE SOILS, SPRINGS, SINKHOLES, VOIDS,
CAVES, ETC.) ENCOUNTERED DURING THE COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE IMMEDIATELY
BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE ENGINEER AND VDOT.  WORK SHALL CEASE IN THAT
VICINITY UNTIL AN ADEQUATE DESIGN CAN BE DETERMINED BY THE ENGINEER AND APPROVED
BY VDOT.

V13.   ALL FILL AREAS, BORROW MATERIAL AND UNDERCUT AREAS SHALL BE INSPECTED AND
APPROVED BY A VDOT REPRESENTATIVE PRIOR TO PLACEMENT AND FILL WHERE CBR TESTING
IS REQUIRED, A VDOT REPRESENTATIVE SHALL BE PRESENT TO INSURE THE SAMPLE OBTAINED
IS REPRESENTATIVE OF THE LOCATION.  WHEN SOIL SAMPLES ARE SUBMITTED TO PRIVATE
LABORATORIES FOR TESTING, THE SAMPLES SHALL BE CLEARLY IDENTIFIED AND LABELED AS
BELONGING TO A PROJECT TO BE ACCEPTED BY VDOT AND THAT TESTING SHALL BE
PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE VDOT STANDARDS AND PROCEDURES.

V14.  ALL ROADWAY FILL, BASE, SUBGRADE MATERIAL, AND BACKFILL IN UTILITY/STORM SEWER
TRENCHES SHALL BE COMPACTED IN SIX (6) INCH LIFTS TO 95% OF THEORETICAL MAXIMUM
DENSITY AS DETERMINED BY AASHTO T-99 METHOD A, WITHIN PLUS OR MINUS 2% OF OPTIMUM
MOISTURE FOR THE FULL WIDTH OF ANY DEDICATED STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY .  AT THE
DIRECTION OF VDOT, DENSITY TESTS SHALL BE PERFORMED BY A QUALIFIED INDEPENDENT
AGENCY IN ACCORDANCE WITH VDOT ROAD AND BRIDGE SPECIFICATIONS.  CERTIFIED COPIES
OF TEST REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO VDOT DAILY, UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE.

V15.  VDOT STANDARD CD AND UD UNDERDRAINS SHALL BE INSTALLED WHERE INDICATED ON THESE
PLANS AND/OR AS SPECIFIED BY VDOT.

V16.  THE INSTALLATION OF ANY ENTRANCES AND MAILBOXES WITHIN ANY DEDICATED STREET
RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL MEET VDOT MINIMUM DESIGN STANDARDS AND IS THE RESPONSIBILITY
OF THE DEVELOPER.

V17.  PRIOR TO VDOT ACCEPTANCE OF ANY STREETS, ALL REQUIRED STREET SIGNAGE AND/OR
PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL BE INSTALLED BY THE DEVELOPER OR, AT VDOT'S DISCRETION, BY
VDOT ON AN ACCOUNT RECEIVABLE BASIS FOLLOWING THE MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC
CONTROL DEVICES.

V18.  THE DEVELOPER SHALL PROVIDE THE VDOT RESIDENCY OFFICE WITH A LIST OF ALL MATERIAL
SOURCES PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.  COPIES OF ALL INVOICES FOR MATERIALS
UTILIZED WITHIN ANY DEDICATED STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY MUST BE PROVIDED TO THE LOCAL
VDOT RESIDENCY OFFICE PRIOR TO ACCEPTANCE OF THE WORK.  UNIT AND TOTAL PRICES MAY
BE OBSCURED.

V19.  AGGREGATE BASE AND SUBBASE MATERIALS SHALL BE PLACED ON SUBGRADE BY MEANS OF A
MECHANICAL SPREADER DENSITY WILL BE DETERMINED USING THE DENSITY CONTROL STRIP IN
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 304 OF THE VDOT ROAD AND BRIDGE SPECIFICATIONS AND
VTM-10.  A CERTIFIED COMPACTION TECHNICIAN SHALL PERFORM THESE TESTS.  CERTIFIED
COPIES OF TEST REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO VDOT DAILY, UNLESS SPECIFIED
OTHERWISE.  IN ADDITION TO CHECKING THE STONE DEPTHS, A VDOT REPRESENTATIVE SHALL
BE NOTIFIED AND GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE PRESENT DURING THE CONSTRUCTION AND
TESTING OF THE DENSITY CONTROL STRIP.

V20.  ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENTS SHALL BE PLACED IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 315 OF THE
VDOT ROAD AND BRIDGE SPECIFICATIONS.  DENSITY SHALL BE DETERMINED USING THE
DENSITY CONTROL STRIP AS SPECIFIED IN SECTION 315 AND VTM-76.  A CERTIFIED COMPACTION
TECHNICIAN SHALL PERFORM THESE TESTS.  CERTIFIED COPIES OF TESTS REPORTS SHALL BE
SUBMITTED TO VDOT DAILY, UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE.  A VDOT REPRESENTATIVE SHALL
BE NOTIFIED AND GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE PRESENT DURING THE CONSTRUCTION AND
TESTING OF THE CONTROL STRIP.

V21.  IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 302.03, THE FOUNDATIONS FOR PIPE CULVERTS THIRTY-SIX (36)
INCHES AND LARGER SHALL BE EXPLORED BELOW THE BOTTOM OF THE EXCAVATION TO
DETERMINE THE TYPE AND CONDITION OF THE FOUNDATION.  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REPORT
FINDINGS OF FOUNDATION EXPLORATION TO THE ENGINEER AND VDOT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR
TO PLACING PIPE.  FOUNDATION DESIGNS SHALL COMPLY WITH VDOT ROAD AND BRIDGE
STANDARD PB-1.  WHERE SOFT, YIELDING, OR OTHERWISE UNSUITABLE FOUNDATION IS
ENCOUNTERED, THE FOUNDATION DESIGN AND/OR NEED FOR FOUNDATION STABILIZATION
SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE ENGINEER AND APPROVED BY VDOT.

V22.  APPROVAL OF THESE PLANS SHALL EXPIRE THREE (3) YEARS FROM THE DATE OF THE
APPROVAL LETTER.

V23.  VDOT STANDARD CG-12 CURB RAMPS SHALL BE INSTALLED WHERE INDICATED ON THESE PLANS
AND/OR AS SPECIFIED BY VDOT.

V24.  VDOT STANDARD GUARDRAIL SHALL BE INSTALLED WHERE WARRANTED AND/OR AS PROPOSED
ON THESE PLANS IN ACCORDANCE WITH VDOT'S INSTALLATION CRITERIA.  FINAL APPROVAL OF
THE GUARDRAIL LAYOUT TO BE GIVEN BY VDOT AFTER GRADING IS MOSTLY COMPLETE.

SCALE: 1" = 50'

SIGHT DISTANCE EXHIBIT1

SCALE: 1" = 50'H/5'V

SIGHT DISTANCE PROFILE2

SCALE: NTS

SIGN DETAIL3
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DRIVEWAY PLAN AND PROFILE
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DRIVEWAY PLAN1

Scale: 1"=40'H/ 1"=4'V

DRIVEWAY PROFILE2

N.T.S

PAVEMENT SECTION3 N.T.S

TYPICAL DRIVEWAY SECTION4

Scale: 1"=10'H/ 1"=1'V

CULVERT PROFILE5
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STORMWATER NARRATIVE
EXISTING CONDITIONS

THE SITE IS CURRENTLY COVERED WITH VEGETATION.  THE SITE SLOPES IN A
NORTHEAST DIRECTION TOWARD QUARRY ROAD (ROUTE 612) RIGHT-OF-WAY. THE
TOTAL SITE AREA IS APPROXIMATELY 2.0 ACRES. THREE SOILS TYPE ARE FOUND
ON-SITE: MCGARY SILTY CLAY LOAM, PAGEBROOK SILTY CLAY LOAM, AND SWIMLEY
OUTCROP COMPLEX. THE MCGARY SILTY CLAY LOAM IS DEEP, NEARLY LEVEL, AND
SOMEWHAT POORLY DRAINED. SLOPES RANGE FROM 0 TO 3 PERCENT. THE SURFACE
LAYER OF THIS SOIL IS GRAYISH BROWN SILTY CLAY LOAM. THE SUBSOIL IS MOTTLED
LIGHT GRAY AND YELLOWISH BROWN CLAY LOAM. BELOW THE SUBSOIL IS MOSTLY
GRAY CLAY LOAM  AND LIGHT BROWNISH CLAY LOAM MOTTLED WITH YELLOWISH
BROWN. THE SUBSTRATUM IS LIGHT BROWNISH GRAY CLAY LOAM MOTTLED WITH
YELLOWISH BROWN. THIS SOIL BELONGS TO HYDROLOGIC GROUP TYPE "C".

THE PAGEBROOK SILTY CLAY LOAM IS NEARLY LEVEL TO GENTLY SLOPING SOIL THAT
IS DEEP AND MODERATELY WELL DRAINED. SLOPES RANGE FROM 0 TO 7 PERCENT.
THE SURFACE LAYER OF THE PAGEBROOK SOIL IS DARK YELLOWISH BROWN SILTY
CLAY LOAM. THE SUBSOIL IS MAINLY DARK CLAY IN THE UPPER PART AND YELLOWISH
BROWN CLAY AND LIGHT OLIVE BROWN MOTTLES IN THE LOWER PART. THE
SUBSTRATUM IS YELLOWISH BROWN CLAY WITH PALE BROWN, LIGHT GRAY, AND PALE
YELLOW MOTTLES. THE CLAY IN THE SUBSOIL AND SUBSTRATUM IS FIRM, STICKY, AND
PLASTIC. ALSO, THIS SOIL HAS A HARD LIMESTONE BEDROCK. THIS SOIL BELONGS TO
HYDROLOGIC GROUP TYPE "D"

THE SWIMLEY OUTROCK COMPLEX CONSISTS OF DEEP AND WELL DRAINED SWIMLEY
SOILS AND OUTCROPS OF LIMESTONE BEDROCK THAT ARE SO INTERMINGLED. THIS
COMPLEX ABOUT 50 PERCENT SWIMLEY SOILS, 25 PERCENT LIMESTONE ROCK
OUTCROP, AND 25 PERCENT OTHER SOILS. SLOPES ARE ROUGH AND COMPLEX WHICH
RANGES FROM 3 TO 8 PERCENT. THE SURFACE LAYER OF THIS SOIL IS REDDISH
BROWN SILT LOAM. THE SUBSOIL IS REDDISH BROWN SILTY CLAY LOAM IN THE UPPER
PART AND RED CLAY THAT IS STICKY AND PLASTIC IN THE LOWER PART. THIS SOIL
BELONGS TO HYDROLOGIC GROUP TYPE "C".

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT INCLUDES THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW ROAD,
PARKING AREA, RETAINING WALL, AND EQUIPMENT CONCRETE PAD  THE TOTAL NEW
IMPERVIOUS AREA IS PROPOSED TO BE 23,270 SQUARE FEET OR 0.53 ACRE.  THE
RUNOFF FROM THE IMPERVIOUS AREAS WILL BE DISCHARGED OVERLAND AND SHEET
FLOW TOWARD THE  WATER QUALITY AND RUNOFF REDUCTION MEASURES.

WATER QUANTITY CONTROL

THE POST DEVELOPED DISCHARGES WILL BE REDUCED  ACCORDING TO CLARKE
COUNTY STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ORDINANCE SECTION 154-4-D.1  TO MAINTAIN
THE PEAK FLOW AND RUNOFF VOLUME PRODUCT OF PRE-DEVELOPED FORESTED
CONDITIONS,THE PROPOSED DRY DETENTION BASIN IS DESIGNED TO REDUCE THE
1-YEAR PEAK FLOW TO REQUIRED LEVELS.

WATER QUALITY CONTROL

WATER QUALITY IS PROVIDED IN ACCORDANCE WITH CLARKE COUNTY STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT ORDINANCE SECTION 154-4-B AND 154-4-C. IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH
154-4-C, RUNOFF REDUCTION METHOD WAS USED BY EMPLOYING BIOSWALE LEVEL 1
AND MICROBIORENTENTION LEVEL 1 METHODS.  DOWNSTREAM OF THE
MICROBIORETENTION, RUNOFF WILL DRAIN VIA SHEET FLOW TOWARDS THE FORESTED
AREA.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT DESIGN CRITERIA
CONTRIBUTING AREA TO THE BIORTENTION FILTER: 0.42 AC
TOTAL TREATMENT VOLUME: 2,253 CF

PHOSPHOROUS:
TOTAL PHOSPHOROUS LOAD REDUCTION REQUIRED: 1.00 LB/YR
RUNOFF REDUCTION: 2,213 CF
PHOSPHOROUS LOAD REDUCTION ACHIEVED: 1.49 LB/YR
ADJUSTED POST-DEVELOPMENT PHOSPHOROUS LOAD: -0.07 LB/YR

NITROGEN:
RUNOFF REDUCTION: 2,213 CF
NITROGEN LOAD REDUCTION ACHIEVED: 10.95 LB/YR
ADJUSTED POST-DEVELOPMENT NITROGEN LOAD: -0.82 LB/YR
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BIORETENTION FACILITIES MATERIAL SPECIFICATIONS

MATERIAL SPECIFICATION NOTES

N.T.S

MICROBIORETENTION TYPICAL SECTION1

N.T.S

BIOSWALE TYPICAL SECTION3

BIOSWALE MATERIAL SPECIFICATIONS

MATERIAL SPECIFICATION

N.T.S

PRETREATMENT - GRAVEL DIAPHRAGM FOR SHEET FLOW TYPICAL SECTION2

N.T.S

SCHEMATIC RISER DETAIL4
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CLARKE COUNTY, VIRGINIA

LEGEND
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Scale: NTS

BOLLARD DETAIL3 Scale: NTS

TYPICAL 8" CONCRETE SECTION4

Scale: NTS

RETAINING WALL SECTION1

SCALE: 1" = 10H/2.5V

RETAINING WALL PROFILE2

Scale: NTS

GATE DETAIL5
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BIORETENTION LANDSCAPING PLAN2
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BUFFER LANDSCAPING PLAN1
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Cost Estimate – Convenience Center [Chester Engineers] 
Description Unit Qty Unit Cost $ Subtotal $ 

Clearing and Grubbing AC 1.40 2,000.00 2,800.00 

Erosion & Sediment Control [construction entrance, silt fence] LS 1 5,000.00 5,000.00 

Strip and Stockpile Topsoil SY 6,776 2.00 13,552.00 

Site Grading [Cut & Fill] CY 4,000 5.500.00 22,000.00 

Site Grading [Fine Grading] SY 6,776 0.75 5,082.00 

Parking Lot Subbase [6” crushed stone] SY 2,595 9.50 24,656.33 

Parking Lot Base Course [3” bituminous concrete] SY 2,243 19.25 43,177.75 

Parking Lot Top Course [2” bituminous concrete] SY 2,243 10.50 23,551.50 

Parking Lot Bin Pads [8” reinforced concrete pavement] SY 352 141.00 49,632.00 

Parking Lot Retaining Wall [4” reinforced concrete] LF 89 700.00 62,300.00 

Parking Lot Wheel Stops EA 12 65.00 780.00 

Post and Chain Gate EA 1 300.00 300.00 

Bollards EA 4 100.00 400.00 

Double 12” HDPE Culvert LF 74 70.00 5,180.00 

Double End Wall for 12” HDPE EA 2 1,200.00 2,400.00 

12” HDPE Pond Outlet LF 27 70.00 5,180.00 

Rain Garden Underdrain LF 20 15.00 300.00 

Rain Garden HDPE Catch Basin EA 1 3,000.00 3,000.00 

Rain Garden Planting Soil & Berm LS 1 15,000.00 15,000.00 

Rain Garden Landscaping LS 1 1,800.00 1,800.00 

Seeding & Sodding SY 3,858 1.00 3,858.00 

Utilities [3-phase electrical power to site] LS 1 5,000.00 5,000.00 

Utilities [Trenching for lightpole-conduit] LF 430 15.00 6,450.00 

Utilities – Lightpole, fixture, base and installation EA 2 3,860.00 7,720.00 

Equipment – Containers EA 2 8,500.00 17,000.00 

Equipment – Compactor Unit EA 1 50,000.00 50,000.00 

Equipment – Crane for Compactor Unit Installation HR 6 300.00 1,800.00 

Landscaping Buffer LS 1 3,000.00 3,000.00 

Subtotal:    377,629.60 

Optional Item – Perimeter 8’ chain link fence LF 1,190 25.00 29,750.00 

General Requirements [10%] Inc. Mobilization, General Supervision, etc. LS 1 36,912.96 36,912.96 

Combined Subtotal:    451,455.50 

Contingency [10%]    45,145.55 

Adjusted Cost:    $496,601.10 
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Proposed Operation Budget for Clarke County Convenience Site 
 

1.  Labor [Assume $8.50 per hour x 40 hours per week]  
   

$8.50 x 40 hours x 52 
Benefit Cost 7.65% 

 

 
 

$17,680 
$1,353 

2. Pulls per week [Use Frederick County Contract Rates]  
 

Refuse – 2 per week x 52 x $92.97 

 
 

$9,669 
 

Recycling 2 containers x 1 pull every other week 
2 x 26 x $74.88 

 

 

 
$3,894 

 
3. Electric Assume [$200 per month x 12 months] $2,400 

 
4. Maintenance – Lump Sum 

Grease, sanitizers, hydraulic oil, salt, etc. 
$3,000 

 
 

5. Porta pottie - $75 per month x 12 months $900 
 

Subtotal: 

 

$38,896  

Estimated tipping fees at landfill [Disposal Costs] 
Assume Seven [7] tons per pull x 2 x 52 x $12 per ton 

 
$8,736 

 

Total Cost: 

 

$47,632 
 

Add five [5] percent contingency for budget purposes 
 

$2,314 

Total Cost: $49,946  

Recommended Annual Budget of : $50,000 
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Clarke County Convenience Site Operations Assumptions 

 
1.  Frederick County budget estimate for site development is $350,000. 
 
2. Hourly wage ranges – Frederick County currently has a salary range between $8.35 and $10 per hour 

depending on longevity.  Recommend $8.50 per hour to start.  Also, recommend two [2] part-time 
employees to cover holidays, sick days, etc. 

 
3. Hours of operation – Recommend maximum of 40 hours per week or four [4] tne [10] hour days.  Open 

on Saturday, closed on Sundays to correspond to landfill hours.  With landfill closed, cannot dump the 
container. 

 
4. Pull schedule – Actual citizen use will dictate number of pulls.  For estimate purposes, we suggest two 

[2] pulls per week with available swap cans.  We recommend that Clarke County purchase two [2] – 40 
cubic yard containers for this site.  Also, recommend that you purchase recycling containers [2].  [Pulled 
every other week.] 

 
5. Number of visitors per day – No way to tell at this time.  Can only estimate that number of trips should 

be less than a maximum of 200 per day. 
 
6. Cost of Pulls – If you piggy-back on Frederick County’s current hauling contract, the pull rates will be 

$92.97 per pull for refuse and $74.88 per pull for recyclables.  That rate assumes that you own the 
containers. 

 
7. Use by Frederick County / Winchester – Considering the location, I do not believe that either Frederick 

County or Winchester would have any interest in using this site. 
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From : Rhonda Toussaint (GOV) <Rhonda.Toussaint@governor.virginia.gov>

Subject : VPA Grant Program

To : lawyers@visuallink.com

Cc : info@clarkecounty.gov

Clarke lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

+ Font Size -

VPA Grant Program

Tue, May 01, 2012 04:43 PM

1 attachment

Dear Chairman Hobert:
 
As you may or may not be aware, this past General Assembly Session, Governor McDonnell proposed the creation of an economic
development zone and incentive program for the Port of Virginia.  Specifically, this new program would provide companies involved in
maritime commerce or that export or import goods through the Port of Virginia with incentives for locating in Virginia.  The incentives,
based upon a jobs creation threshold, are intended to help the Port of Virginia remain competitive with other ports, such as the Port
of Savannah, who have long offered similar programs.  Over the course of the past several weeks, the administration has been
working with legislators and stakeholders to refine this proposal.  As a result, Governor McDonnell is contemplating an amendment
to the 2013 – 2014 Appropriations Act to implement this new program. 
 
Courtesy of Secretary Connaughton, attached please find a copy of a letter, draft resolution, and language creating the program that
were mailed to you earlier today.  As representatives of a locality included in the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure
Development Zone Grant Program, Governor McDonnell and Secretary Connaughton would greatly appreciate your support for this
critical initiative. 
 
After reviewing the attached materials, please do not hesitate to contact Secretary Connaughton or Assistant Secretary of
Transportation Matt Strader (matt.strader@governor.virginia.gov, 804-692-2584) with any questions or concerns. 
 
 
Rhonda L. Toussaint
Office of the Secretary of Transportation
Patrick Henry Building
1111 East Broad Street
Richmond, VA  23219
 
(804) 786-8032
Fax (804) 786-6683
rhonda.toussaint@governor.virginia.gov
 
 
 

VPA Grant Letter to J. Michael Hobert.pdf
2 MB 

Clarke http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/zimbra/h/printmessage?id=55621

1 of 1 5/2/2012 9:34 AM
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA 

Scan T. Connaughton 
Secretary ofT mnsportanon 

The llonorable J. Michael llobcrt 
Clarke County, Chairman 
P.O. Box 349 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 

Office of the Governor 

May l , 2012 

Subject: Request for Support of the Port Of Virginia Economic and 
infrastructure Development Zone Grant Program 

Dear Chairman Hobeti: 

The Port ofVirginia is one of the Commonwealth 's greatest economic assets. A 2008 
economic impact analysis estimated that the port and its related businesses annually sustain 
343,000 jobs and generate over $41 billion in revenues, $13 billion in payroll, and $1.2 billion in 
tax revenue. While the port has historically excelled, recent years, with the onslaught of the 
economic recession, have presented new challenges. Despite these challenges, the Port of 
Virginia is projected to undergo substantial growth over the coming years with the completion of 
the Panama Canal Expansion Project. To help realize this growth, the McDonnell 
Administration has pursued an aggressive legislative agenda to help better promote the port, 
reform its operations and governance, and provide incentives on par with competing states. 

During the 2012 Session, the administration put forward a comprehensive piece of 
legislation geared towards reforming port operations and enhancing Virginia's port related 
incentives. Specifically, the legislation: 

• Eliminates several bureaucratic processes with which the port must comply to better 
enable the Virginia Port Authority (VPA) to operate more cost effectively and efficiently 
in a highly competitive commercial marketplace; 

• Requires appointees to the Board of Commissioners to have specific experience in one of 
several fields related to the Port to ensure eiTecti ve governance; 

• Extends the sunset on the Barge and Rail Usc Tax Credit, the International Trade Facility 
Tax Credit, and the Port Volume Increase Tax Credit until 2017; and, 

• Creates the Port Opportunity Fund to increase the VPA 's marketing efforts and provide 
incentives to shippers in the form of reduced rates. 

Putrtck Henry Auildmg • II II F.ast Broad Strcl't • R~Chmund, V1rgmw 21219 • (804) 786 SOH • Fax (804) 786 6683 • TrY (800) 828 1120 
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As introduced, the legislation also included the creation of the Route 460 Corridor 
Interstate 85 Connector Economic Development Zone; however, this provision was 
unfortunately removed during the conference process. The economic development zone would 
have provided companies that export or import goods through the Port of Virginia, or that arc 
engaged in maritime commerce, and that locate in the zone with a corporate income tax 
exemption for their first two years o f operation within the zone. The amount of the credit would 
have corresponded with a job creation threshold: 25 or more jobs equals a 25 percent credit; 50 
or more jobs equals a 50 percent credit; 75 or more jobs equals a 75 percent credit; and, I 00 or 
more jobs equals a I 00 percent credit. Rather than creating the zone, the legislation uJtimatel y 
required the Governor to make recommendations on the establishment of an economic 
development zone and incentive program comparable to competing states. 

l'hc creation of such an economic development zone wouJd have a lasting and 
transformative impact on not only the localities encompassed by the /.one, but the entire 
Commonwealth. As the Commonwealth, like other states, faces impending cuts to key federal 
government sectors resulting from our ever increasing national debt, we must look for innovative 
ways to diversify and grow the Virginia economy. Further, for the port to reali7e its growth 
potential, the Commonwealth must attract a growing number of distribution, intcrmodal, 
manufacturing, and warehousing faci lities needed to support port operations. Through creating 
this economic development zone, the Commonwealth can incentivize these companies to locate 
in Virginia and bring thousands of jobs with them. A recent economic impact analysis 
conducted by nationally renowned economists, Chmura Economics, estimated that by 2020, 
creation of this zone and the construction of the new Route 460 Corridor Improvement Project 
would have an economic impact of $7.3 billion, sustaining 14,120 jobs in the corridor and $5.7 
billion, supporting 11 ,255 jobs in the !Iampton Roads area. 

Aside from creating thousands of jobs and transforming the region's economy, creation 
of the economic development L.one can help address one of the Commonwealth's and the 
region's greatest challenges growing congestion and its negative impact on the economy. Over 
66 percent of cargo containers coming into and out of the Port ofVirginia move by truck. As the 
port grows, the number of trucks traveling through the already congested tunnels of Hampton 
Roads will increase, further clogging the region's transportation arteries. Constructing the new 
Route 460 in and of itself will s ignificantly reduce this congestion by providing a direct 
alternative to points to the North, South, and West. However, by creating the economic 
development zone and encouraging the location of the necessary support and supply chain 
systems along the corridor, the Commonwealth can divert even more truck trafflc out of the 
tunnels and significantly improve the congestion in Hampton Roads. 
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After further discussing the proposal and working with members of the General 
Assembly throughout the Session, Governor McDonnell plans to offer amendments to the 2013 
2014 Appropriations Act to create the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure 
Development Zone Grant Program. This new grant program will provide companies involved in 
maritime commerce or those companies that export or import goods through the Port of Virginia 
with a grant in an amount based upon the number of jobs created. If a company creates 25 new 
positions, the company will be eligible for a $1 ,000 per new job; if a company creates 50 new 
positions, $1 ,500 per new jobs; ira company creates 75 new jobs $2,000 per job; and, if a 
company creates I 00 or more new jobs, $3,000 per job. Companies that locate or expand a 
faci lity within the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone will be 
eligible for the grant. I he Zone will include the Counties of Brunswick, Chesterfield. Charles 
City, Clarke. Dinwiddie. Frederick, Gloucester, Greensville, Henrico. llanover, Isle of Wight. 
James Cit). Mecklenburg, Montgomery, New Kent, Prince George, Southampton, Surry, Sussex. 
Warren. and York and the Cities of Chesapeake, Colonial lleights, Emporia, Ilampton. 
llopewell, Newport News, Norfolk, Petersburg, Poquoson, Portsmouth, Richmond, Suffolk, 
Virginia Beach and Williamsburg. The maximum amount of grant any one company can receive 
is $500,000 and the total amount of grants available among a ll qualifying companies is 
$5.000,000. The grant program will begin on January I, 2013. 

Creation of the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Grant 
Program will not only help create much needed jobs in your community, but it will have a 
positive economtc impact on the entire Commonwealth estimated at over $ 14 billion, sustaining 
over 25.000 new jobs. With these jobs will come the support and supply chain systems needed 
for the port to grow and a reduction in the economy-crippling congestion facing the region. 

For these reasons, on behalf of Governor McDonnell, I respectfu lly request your support 
for this critical initiative. The Governor would greatly appreciate your support in the form of a 
letter or a resolution endorsing the creation of this zone that can be forwarded to your delegates 
and senators. To further this process, I have attached a draft resolution endorsing the program 
and a copy of the proposed language and am available to discuss the grant program at your 
convenience. 

Should you have any questions or wish to further discuss this or any other transportation 
matter, please do not hesitate to contact either myself or my Assistant Secretary, Matt Strader 
(matt.strader@governor. virginia. gov; 804-692-2584) at any time. Governor McDonnell and I 
look forward to your support. 

Sincerely, 

~ghton • 
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May _ ,2012 

WHEREAS, the Port of Virginia - sustaining 343,000 jobs and generating over $41 billion in 
revenues, $13 billion in payroll, and $1.2 billion in tax revenue - is one of the Commonwealth's 
greatest economic assets; and 

WHEREAS, the Port of Virginia, despite its recent chaJienges brought on by the economic 
recession, is projected to undergo significant growth in the coming years with the completion of 
the Panama Canal Extension Project; and 

WHEREAS, the Port of Virginia cannot achieve this growth without the development of the 
distribution, intermodal, manufacturing, warehousing, and other supply chain faci lities necessary 
to support port operations; and 

WHEREAS, driving the development of these facilities to specific areas can help reduce 
congestion in the Hampton Roads region; and 

WHEREAS, Governor McDonnell is proposing to create the Port of Virginia Economic and 
Infrastructure Devclopmcnt Lone Grant Program, which will incentive companies involved in 
maritime commerce and that import and export goods through the Port of Virginia to locate in 
Virginia; and 

WHEREAS, creation of this grant program is estimated to have an economic impact of$7.3 
billion, sustaining 14,120 jobs in the Route 460 Corridor and $5.7 billion, sustaining 11,255 in 
the J1ampton Roads area; and 

WHEREAS, creation of this grant program wi II bring much needed jobs and economic 
development to our community; and 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the that we support the 
establishment of the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Grant 
Program and respectfully request the Ilouse of Delegates and the Senate of Virginia to approve 
Governor McDonnell's proposed amendments to the 2013 - 2014 Appropriations Act 
establishing this zone. 
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Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Language 

A. From such funds as may be appropriated by the General Assembly and any gifts, 

2 grants, or donations from public or private sources, and any funds transferred at the request of 

3 the Executive Director from the Port Opportunity Fund created pursuant to § 62.1-132.3:1, there 

4 is hereby created in the state treasury a special nonreverting, pennanent fund to be known as the 

5 Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Grant Fund (the Fund), to be 

6 administered by the Virginia Port Authority. The Fund shall be established on the books of the 

7 Comptroller. Any moneys remaining in the Fund at the end of each fiscal year, including interest 

8 thereon, shall not revert to the general fund but shall remain in the Fund. Expenditures and 

9 disbursements from the Fund, which shall be in the form of grants, shall be made by the State 

10 Treasurer on warrants issued by the Comptroller upon written request signed by the Executive 

11 Director. Moneys in the f'und shall be used solely for the purpose of grants to qualified 

12 applicants to the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Grant 

13 Program. 

14 B. The Virginia General Assembly does hereby designate the following localities to be 

15 part of the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone: the Counties of 

16 Brunswick, Chesterfield, Charles City, Clarke, Dinwiddie, Frederick, Gloucester, Greensville, 

17 Henrico, llanover, Isle of Wight, James City, Mecklenburg, Montgomery, New Kent, Prince 

18 George, Southampton, Surry, Sussex, W arrcn, and York; and the Cities of Chesapeake, Colonial 

19 lleights, Emporia, Hampton, llopewell, Newport News, Norfolk, Petersburg, Poquoson, 

20 Portsmouth, Richmond, Suffolk, Virginia Beach, and Williamsburg. 

2 1 C. As used in this section, unless the context requires a different meaning: 

22 "New, permanent full-time position" means a job of an indefinite duration, created by a 

23 qualified company as a result of operations within the Zone, requiring a minimum of35 hours of 

24 an employee's time per week for the entire normal year of the company's operations, which 

25 normal year shall consist of at least 48 weeks, or a position of indefinite duration that requires a 

26 minimum of 35 hours of an employee's time per week for the portion of the taxable year in 

27 whjch the employee was initially hired for the qualified company's location within the Zone. 
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Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Language 

28 Seasonal or temporary positions, or jobs created when a position is shifted from an existing 

29 location in the Commonwealth to the qualified company's location within the Zone, and 

30 positions in building and grounds maintenance, security, and other positions that are ancillary to 

31 the principal activities performed by the employees at the qualified company's location within 

32 the Zone shall not qualify as new, permanent full-time positions. 

33 "Qualified company" means a corporation, limited liability company, prutnership, joint, 

34 venture, or other business entity that (i) locates or expands a facility within the Zone; (ii) creates 

35 at least 25 new, permanent full-time positions for qualified full-time employees at a faci lity 

36 within the Zone during its first year of operation within the Zone or during the year when the 

37 expansion occurs; (iii) is involved in maritime commerce or exports or imports manufactured 

38 goods through the Port of Virginia; and (iv) is engaged in one or more of the following: the 

39 distribution, freight forwarding, freight handling, goods processing, manufacturing, warehousing, 

40 crossdocking, transloading, or wholesaling of goods exported and imported through the Port of 

41 Virginia; ship building and ship repair; dredging; marine construction; or offshore energy 

42 exploration or extraction. 

43 "Qualified full-time employee" means an employee filling a new, permanent full-time 

44 position in the qualified company's location within the Zone. A "qualified full-time employee" 

45 does not include an employee (i) for whom a tax credit was previously earned pursuant to §§ 

46 58.1-439 or 58.1-439.12:06 by a related party as defined in§ 267(b) ofthe Internal Revenue 

47 Code or by a trade or business under common control as defined in§ 52(b) of the Internal 

48 Revenue Code; (ii) who was previously employed in the same job function at an existing 

49 location in Virginia by a related party as defined in § 267(b) of the Internal Revenue Code; or 

50 (iii) whose job function was previously performed at a different location in Virginia by an 

51 employee of a related party as defined in § 267(b) of the Internal Revenue Code or a trade or 

52 business under common control as defined in§ 52(b) of the Internal Revenue Code. 

53 "Zone" means the Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone. 
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Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Language 

54 D. Beginning January 1, 2013, but not later than June 30, 2020, and subject to 

55 appropriation, any qualified company that locates or expands a facility within the Port of 

56 Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone shall be eligible to apply for a one-time 

57 grant from the Fund, in an an1ount determined as follows: 

58 1. One thousand dollars per new, permanent full-time position if the qualified company 

59 creates at least 25 new, permanent full-time positions for qualified full-time employees during its 

60 first year of operation within the Zone or during the year in which the expansion occurs; 

61 2. Fifiecn hundred dollars per new, permanent full-time position if the qualified company 

62 creates at least 50 new, permanent full-time positions for qualified full-time employees during its 

63 first year of operation within the Zone or during the year in which the expansion occurs; 

64 3. Two thousand dollars per new, permanent full-time position if the qualified company 

65 creates at least 75 new, permanent full-time positions for qualified full-time employees during its 

66 first year of operation within the Zone or during the year in which the expansion occurs; and 

67 4. Three thousand dollars per new, permanent full-time position if the qualified company 

68 creates at least 100 new, permanent full-time positions for qualified full-time employees during 

69 its first year of operation within the Zone or during the year in which the expansion occurs. 

70 E. The maximwn amount of grant allowable per qualified company in any given year is 

71 $500,000. The maximum amount of grants allowable among all qualified companies in any 

72 given year is $5,000,000. 

73 F. To qualify for a grant pmsuant to this section, a qualified company must apply for the 

74 grant not later than March 31 in the year immediately following the location or expansion of a 

75 facility within the Zone pursuant to an application process developed by the Virginia Port 

76 Authority. Within 90 days after the filing deadline, the Executive Director shall certify to the 

77 Comptroller and the qualified company the amount of grant to which the qualified company is 

78 entitled under this section. Payment of each grant shall be made by check issued by the 

79 Treasurer ofVirginia on warrant of the Comptroller within 60 days of such certification and in 

80 the order that each completed eligible application is received. In the event that the amount of 
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Port of Virginia Economic and Infrastructure Development Zone Language 

81 eligible grants requested in a fiscal year exceeds the funds available in the Fund or $5,000,000, 

82 such grants paid in the next fiscal year in which funds are available. 

83 G. Prior to receipt of a grant, the qualified company shall enter into a memorandum of 

84 understanding with the Virginia Port Authority establishing the requirements for maintaining the 

85 number of new, permanent full-time positions for qualified employees at the qualified 

86 company's location within the Lone. If the number of new, permanent full-time positions for 

87 any of the three years immediately following receipt of a grant falls below the number of new, 

88 permanent full-time positions created during the year for which the grant is claimed, the an1ount 

89 of the grant must be recalculated using the decreased number of new, permanent full-time 

90 positions and the qualified company shall repay the difference. 

9 1 II. No qualified company shall apply for a grant nor shall one be awarded under this 

92 section to an otherwise qualified company if (i) a credit pursuant to §§ 58.1-439 or 58.1-

93 439.12:06 is claimed for the same employees or for capital expenditures at the same facility by 

94 the qualified company, by a related party as defined in § 267(b) of the Internal Revenue Code, or 

95 by a trade or business under common control as defined in§ 52(b) of the Internal Revenue Code 

96 or (ii) the qualified company was a party to a reorganization as defmed in § 368(b) of the Internal 

97 Revenue Code, and any corporation involved in the reorgani.tation as defined in §368(a) of the 

98 Internal Revenue Code previously received a grant under this section for the same facility or 

99 operations. 

I 00 I. The Virginia Port Authority, with the assistance of the Virginia Economic 

l 0 I Development Partnership, shall develop guidelines establishing procedures and requirements for 

102 quali fying for the grant. The guidelines shall be exempt from the Administrative Process Act(§ 

103 2.2-4000 et seq.). 

104 
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