
CLARKE COUNTY 

Conservation Easement Authority 

Friday – 10 April – 10:00 am 
A/B & Main Conference Room, 2nd Floor Government Center 

  
  

REVISED AGENDA 

 
1. Call to Order 

 
2. Approval of Agenda 

 
3. Approval of Minutes of the March 13, 2026 meeting 

 
4. Discussion 

a. Zoom call with CEA Attorney Kerry Hutcherson  
 

5. Finances 

a. Bank Account Balances 

b. Government Bonds 

6. Campaign for the Authority 

7. PEC updates  
 

8. Easement Donation/Purchase 

a. Summary of easement applications/inquiries 
b. Berta Treitl & Daniel Roelker – TM 25-A-22, 25-A-21 – donation – new application 
c. Terry Giroux & Barbara Keebler – TM 37-A-12 – donation – new application 
d. Robin Greenhalgh - CEA_16-04  - TM 22-A-123A – deed amendment request 
e. Jerry Boyles – TM 38-A-14 – DUR purchase, closed session 

 
Motion to go into Closed Session pursuant to Section 2.2-3711-A3 of the Code of Virginia, as 

amended, to discuss the Acquisition or Sale of Property and Section 2.2-3711(A)(7) for 

consultation with legal counsel regarding specific legal matters requiring the providing of legal 

advice.  

 
9.  Adjournment – The next meeting is scheduled for Friday May 8th at 10:00 am. 
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Clarke County  Draft Meeting Minutes 

Conservation Easement Authority March 13, 2026  

Clarke County Conservation Easement Authority 
Draft - Meeting Minutes 

Friday, March 13, 2026 – 10:00 AM 
Berryville/Clarke County Government Center – A/B Meeting Room 
 

ATTENDANCE 

George L. Ohrstrom, II (Chair) ✓ John Hedlund ✓ 

Randy Buckly (Vice-Chair) ✓ Michelle Jones ✓ 

Walker Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) ✓ Bev McKay ✓
 

Rives Bacon X   
L-Denotes a late arrival 

 

STAFF PRESENT:  Lorien Lemmon, Melissa Harrison (Office Manager / Zoning Officer) 

 

OTHERS PRESENT: Robin Couch-Cardillo  

 

CALL TO ORDER:  Chair Ohrstrom called the meeting to order at 10:02 a.m.   

  

Approval of the Agenda – March 13, 2026:   

The Authority voted 6-0-0 to approve the Agenda with the addition of Item 7c. Summer Internship 

Applicant.  

 

Motion to approve the Agenda as amended: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE (moved) 

Buckley (Vice-Chair) AYE Jones AYE 

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE (seconded) McKay AYE 
 

Approval of Meeting Minutes – February 13, 2026:   

The Authority voted 6-0-0 to approve the February 13, 2026 meeting minutes as amended with minor 

changes requested by the Authority. 

 

Motion to approve Meeting minutes for February 13, 2026 as corrected: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE  

Buckley (Vice-Chair) ABSTAIN Jones AYE 

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE (seconded) McKay AYE (moved) 
 

Bank Account: 

Ms. Lemmon reviewed the financial spreadsheets.  Current fund balances show a total fund balance of 

$764,288 consisting of $201,828 in the donations account, $296,183 in stewardship/restricted, and 

$257,275 in local funds. Ms. Lemmon explained that the expenditures for February included framing the 

photos from the 2025 photo contest and advertising for the Authority’s presentation for the Long Branch 

winter speaker series.  

 

Ms. Lemmon described her discussions with Joint Administrative Services (JAS) and shared that the 

Conservation Easement Authority (CEA) funds are not currently invested in government bonds.  She 

stated that she is working with the new Finance Director on getting an account set up for investing.  Ms. 

Jones asked about investing the Stewardship fund and if the income from those investments would be 
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under the same restrictions as the Stewardship fund. Ms. Lemmon noted that she would reach out to the 

Department of Conservation and Recreation who distributes these funds with this question.  

 

Campaign for the Authority:  

Ms. Couch-Cardillo stated that donations were $6,630 from 14 donors. Ms. Couch-Cardillo discussed the 

Authority’s presentation at the Long Branch winter speaker series.  She noted the great turnout in spite of 

the weather and the good questions and conversations with local landowners. She asked for feedback from 

the Authority members who attended and Ms. Jones suggested inviting an appraiser as a panelist and Chair 

Ohrstrom suggested adding a slide explaining the funding the CEA receives from the Board of Supervisors. 

Ms. Couch-Cardillo asked about other opportunities to present this material and Vice-Chair Buckley 

suggested reaching out to the Winchester-Clarke Garden Club to drum up support and Mr. Hedlund noted 

that the new development in Berryville has a Home Owners Association and that the Authority could 

present at one of their meetings.  

 

Ms. Couch-Cardillo described items for the upcoming spring newsletter including a profile on Phil Hughes 

describing his experience with the program as a landowner with a smaller-sized property. She also described 

potential venues for the photo exhibit for the 2025 contest winners once they are removed from Long 

Branch. The Authority also discussed using the framed contest photos as raffle prizes for the Clarke 

Historical Society, donating them to local senior living facilities or the Ruritan buildings.   

 

Ms. Couch-Cardillo reported that there were no new donors for the month of February. 

 

PEC updates from Chair Ohrstrom: 

Chair Ohrstrom gave an update regarding data center regulation at the General Assembly. He noted that 

most legislation regarding data centers has been postponed until next year with the exception of legislation 

on the data center tax rebate. The Authority discussed the state tax break for data centers and the different 

perspectives of the residents in the northern versus southern parts of the state.  

 

Mr. McKay asked about any updates regarding the Eastwind Blue Ridge project and Chair Ohrstrom stated 

that the landowners had yet to file an application with the Loudoun County Planning Department.  He noted 

that Bill Waite, chair of the Clarke County Industrial Development Authority, continues to work through 

the Paris Mountain Alliance to address the environmental and safety concerns regarding the project.  

 

Discussion: 

a. Clarke County High School T-shirt 

Ms. Lemmon explained that All American Publishing reached out regarding advertising the CEA logo on 

100 T-shirts that are to be distributed during sporting events at Clarke County High School. She noted 

that this would be an advertising opportunity for the Authority and could be a fundraiser for the local 

school. The Authority discussed the cost vs. the benefit of participating and ultimately decided that it 

would not be a high enough return on their investment.   

 

b. Clarke County Farmers Market Sponsorship 

Ms. Lemmon stated that last year she worked with the Clarke County Farmer’s Market manager on a 

sponsorship program to display one of the CEA banners at the market throughout the season (May-October). 

She stated that this sponsorship level was still $750 for the same advertising opportunities which also 

include displaying the CEA logo on the website and on a shopping tote.  
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The Authority voted 6-0-0 to approve the $750 sponsorship of the 2026 Clarke County Farmer’s Market. 

Motion to approve $750 sponsorship to the 2026 Clarke County Farmer’s Market: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE  

Buckley (Vice-Chair) AYE (moved) Jones AYE (seconded) 

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE  McKay AYE  
 

c. Blue Ridge Hunt banner display 

Ms. Jones shared that she was approached during the Long Branch event by a member of the Blue Ridge 

Hunt about advertising during the point-to-point race at Woodley Farm. She stated that the CEA could hang 

another banner on the fence during the race and the Authority asked staff to reach out to the organizers of 

the race to discuss a sponsorship. 

 

The Authority voted 6-0-0 to approve a sponsorship of up to $1000 for the Blue Ridge Hunt point to point 

race.  

Motion to approve a sponsorship of up to $1000 for the Blue Ridge Hunt: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE  

Buckley (Vice-Chair) AYE (moved) Jones AYE  

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE (seconded) McKay AYE  
 

d. Summer Internship Applicant 

Ms. Lemmon explained that the CEA has a second applicant for the summer internship and presented the 

resume of the applicant. She noted that this applicant has a later start date and an interest in environmental 

law, so she may have this applicant work on a research project aimed to aid in monitoring and enforcement 

efforts.   

 

Report on Easement Donations/Purchases: 

a. Summary of easement applications/inquiries 

Ms. Lemmon stated that she had presented a draft deed to the McGraths to forward to their mortgage 

company but the applicants are busy with tax season until May 1st. She stated that the Gaunt deed was 

approved by the applicant’s attorney and has been forwarded to the Department of Forestry for review. She 

explained that she spoke with the Liggett’s at the winter speaker series and that the draft deed was forwarded 

to the Department of Historic Resources for their review. She noted that the Regan’s are still working 

through their subdivision and partnership documents. She stated that Lisa Goshen decided to no longer 

pursue an easement in order to do a boundary line adjustment with her neighbor in easement (CEA_17-07) 

and that she decided to move her livestock elsewhere. Ms. Lemmon stated that she was approached during 

the winter speaker series by the Reads and has plans to speak with them about an easement application the 

following week. She also noted that Mr. Curry is moving forward with his boundary line adjustment with 

his neighbor and has renewed interest in pursuing an easement.  

 

b. Boyles – new application – DUR purchase TM# 38-A-14 

Jerry Boyles has reapplied to the easement authority for approval of a DUR purchase.  He originally 

applied in 2010 and in 2025.  The parcel is 10.35 acres located on the north side of Swift Shoals Road at 

224 Mount Prospect Ln.  The landowner would like to extinguish the one remaining DUR through a DUR 

purchase. The parcel is zoned AOC and is not in land use but would qualify for use value taxation, in 

accord with the Commissioner of Revenue’s requirements, therefore a DUR purchase may be considered 

if at least two of the four criteria are met.  
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In reviewing the parcel, three of the four criteria have been met. The property resource score was 84.9, 

points were given for retiring 1 DUR, being next to existing easements and along a scenic byway, being 

owned by the family for more than 30 years, having 2 sinkholes, and containing a perennial stream (Long 

Branch).  The property is within the Greenway Historic District, the existing house was built in 1897 and 

is a contributing structure.  The property qualifies for purchase as it scored over 35, is retiring at least 1 

DUR, and is next to existing easements.  It is not over 40 acres.    

 

The Authority voted 6-0-0 to approve the preliminary application of the Boyles purchase easement and 

request staff to schedule a site visit.  

 

Motion to grant preliminary approval of the Boyles easement purchase: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE (moved) 

Buckley (Vice-Chair) AYE Jones AYE 

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE (seconded) McKay AYE 
 

Adjournment 

There being no further business, the Authority agreed to adjourn the meeting at 10:55 AM. The next 

Clarke County Easement Authority meeting is scheduled for April 10, 2026 at 10:00 AM in the A/B 

conference room, Government Center, Berryville. 

 

The Authority voted 6-0-0 to adjourn the April 10, 2026 meeting at 10:00 AM.  

 

Motion to adjourn to the April 10, 2026 meeting at 10:00 AM: 

Ohrstrom (Chair) AYE Hedlund AYE (seconded) 

Buckley (Vice-Chair) AYE Jones AYE (moved) 

Thomas (Secretary/Treasurer) AYE  McKay AYE 
 

 

 

 

 

                                  

George L. Ohrstrom, II, Chair         Lorien Lemmon, Clerk to the Authority   
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Clarke County Conservation Easement Authority 

FROM: Lorien Lemmon 

SUBJECT: deed template revisions 

DATE:  April 6, 2026 

 

After sending the deed template to the new attorney for the Conservation Easement 

Authority, the following edits were recommended:  

 

1) Under WHEREAS statements citing local Land use policies of Clark County  

 

ADD: 

 

c. its Conservation Easement Purchase Program (“CEP Program”), 

Chapter 72 of the Clarke County Code, whose purpose is to protect and preserve land with 

significant agricultural, natural, scenic, and historic resources. The preservation of the 

Property in this Easement specifically conforms to the following policies to “protect quality 

farmland,” “preserve open-space and the rural character of Clarke County,” “protect 

environmentally sensitive areas important to water quality,” “protect historic resources,” 

“protect natural and scenic resources,” and “protect water resources”; and 

 

Comment: Addition of a reference to the County’s PDR program under local governmental 

policies that will be advanced by the preservation of the Property, and the public benefit of such 

preservation. Language derived from Clarke County Code, Chapter 72 Section 1   

 

 

2) Under SECTION I – PURPOSE expand on acts/uses inconsistent clause 

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE: Grantor covenants that no acts or uses that are inconsistent with 

the conservation purposes of this Easement or the conservation values herein protected shall be 

conducted on the Property. 

 

REPLACE WITH:   

Grantor covenants that no acts or uses are currently being conducted or will be conducted on 

the Property that are: (i) inconsistent with the conservation purpose(s) of this donation or 
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(ii) consistent with the conservation purpose(s) of the donation, but destructive of other 

significant conservation interests unless such acts or uses are necessary for the protection of 

the Conservation Values of the Property. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this 

Easement, this Easement may not be construed to permit any matter prohibited under the 

restrictions set forth in Section III of this Easement as Grantee has determined that such 

restrictions will limit the use of the Property to uses consistent with and supporting the 

Conservation Values of the Property and the conservation purpose(s) of this Easement.  

 

Comment:  This language more closely tracks the language from the Treasury Regulations.  

________________________________________________________________________ 

3) Under SECTION II – DEFINITIONS: capitalize defined terms, include Forestry as a subset 

of Agriculture, unenclosed riding ring definition.  

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE:  

Agriculture: Includes the following activities: horticulture, floriculture, plant nurseries, 

Animal Husbandry, growing and harvesting hay, hops, grains and other crops on the Property, 

and Viticulture, mowing and clearing necessary to maintain open fields and fence lines, and 

access for farm equipment, together with such other activities as are necessary to the foregoing 

activities; and leasing the Property to others for such activities but subject to the terms of this 

Easement. The term “Agriculture” as used herein does not include activities that are expressly 

prohibited herein. 

Forestry:  The growing, planting, managing, and harvesting of trees. 

 

REPLACE WITH: 

Agriculture: Includes the following activities: forestry, horticulture, floriculture, plant 

nurseries, Animal Husbandry, growing and harvesting trees, hay, hops, grains and other crops on 

the Property, and Viticulture, mowing and clearing necessary to maintain open fields and fence 

lines, and access for farm equipment, together with such other activities as are necessary to the 

foregoing activities; and leasing the Property to others for such activities but subject to the terms 

of this Easement. The term “Agriculture” as used herein does not include activities that are 

expressly prohibited herein. 
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Forestry:  The growing, planting, managing, and harvesting of trees. 

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE:  

Structure: Anything constructed or erected on the Property, the use of which requires clearing, 

material grading, and/or a permanent location on the ground or attachment to something having a 

permanent location on the ground such as a bridge, tower, windmill, pool, hard surface tennis 

court, ball field, or an enclosed equestrian riding ring. 

 

REPLACE WITH:  

Structure: Anything constructed or erected on the Property, the use of which requires clearing, 

material grading, and/or a permanent location on the ground or attachment to something having a 

permanent location on the ground such as a bridge, tower, windmill, pool, hard surface tennis 

court, ball field, or an enclosed equestrian riding ring 

 

Comment: Reclassifying forestry as a subset of agriculture – consider context where trees are 

planted with the intent of harvesting and replanting in cycles similar to other crops. Remove 

enclosed equestrian riding ring from Structure since it is already covered under Agricultural 

Structure.  

________________________________________________________________________ 

4) Under SECTION III – Restrictions 3.2 DIVISON 

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE: 

3.2 DIVISION.   

A. Division of the Property is prohibited.  The Property shall not be sold, 

conveyed, or devised except as a whole. [alternate where appropriate: See VOF guidelines:  

The Property shall not be divided into, or separately conveyed as, more than _____ parcels.  

Grantor shall give Grantee written notice prior to making any division of the Property.  In 

the event of a division of the Property as provided in this Paragraph 3.2, the grantor making 

the conveyance retains the right to make any further permitted division(s) of the Property 

unless permitted divisions are allocated by that grantor in the instrument creating the 

division or other recorded instrument.]   
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REPLACE WITH: 

3.2 DIVISION.   

A. Division of the Property is prohibited.  The Property shall not be sold, conveyed, 

or devised except as a whole. [alternate where appropriate: See VOF guidelines: The Property 

shall not be divided into, or separately conveyed as, more than _____ parcels regardless of the 

number of tax parcels or tracts it currently encompasses, and regardless of the subdivision 

regulations of Clarke County as they now exist or may change from time to time. For 

purposes of this Easement, division of the Property also includes, but is not limited to, (a) 

recordation of a subdivision plat, (b) judicial partitioning of the Property, (c) testamentary 

partitioning of the Property, or (d) separate conveyance of existing tax parcels, (e) pledging 

for debt of a portion of the Property.  Grantor shall give Grantee written notice prior to making 

any division of the Property.  In the event of a division of the Property as provided in this Paragraph 

3.2, the grantor making the conveyance retains the right to make any further permitted division(s) 

of the Property unless permitted divisions are allocated by that grantor in the instrument creating 

the division or other recorded instrument.]   

 

Comment: Reaffirms that the Easement is a whole regardless of the number of tax parcels it 

consists of.   

________________________________________________________________________ 

5) Under SECTION III – Restrictions 3.2 DIVISON add option for internal boundary line 

adjustments 

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE: 

3.2 DIVISION.   

B. Boundary Line Adjustments.  Pursuant to Section 605(d) of the SECURE 

2.0 Act (Notice 2023-30), Grantor and Grantee agree that boundary line adjustments to the 

Property may be made only pursuant to a judicial proceeding to resolve a bona fide dispute 

regarding a boundary line’s location.   
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REPLACE WITH: 

3.2 DIVISION.   

B. Boundary Line Adjustments.  Pursuant to Section 605(d) of the SECURE 

2.0 Act (Notice 2023-30), Grantor and Grantee agree that boundary line adjustments to the 

Property may be made only pursuant to a judicial proceeding to resolve a bona fide dispute 

regarding a boundary line’s location.  (Optional if easement is more than 1 parcel) 

Internal boundary line adjustments between parcels ## and ## as shown on Plat-By-

Dated are permitted provided the following conditions are met: 

(i) The external boundaries of the Property shall not be modified  

(ii) The proposed boundary line adjustment shall have been reviewed and 

approved in advance by the Authority.   

Comment: The Safe Harbor language refers to "boundary line adjustments to the real property 

subject to the restrictions" not boundary line adjustments to internal boundaries of parcels 

included in the easement.  Also, the 4th Circuit in the Belk v. Commissioner (774 F.3d 221) case 

focused on the external boundaries of the easement.  The intent here is to provide flexibility to 

the landowner.   

 

________________________________________________________________________ 

6) Remove Trash SECTION III – Restrictions  

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE: 

3.8 ACCUMULATION OF TRASH.  Accumulation or dumping of trash, refuse, junk, or 

toxic materials is not permitted on the Property.  This restriction shall not prevent generally 

accepted agricultural or wildlife management practices, such as creating brush piles, composting, 

or storing farm machinery, organic matter, agricultural products, or agricultural byproducts on the 

Property.   

 

Comment: VOF, DOF, DCR, and DHR have nearly done away with these restrictions in their 

templates, largely because trash is so often dumped by third-party trespassers.  
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________________________________________________________________________ 

7) Update Section IV – Enforcement language to VOF language 

 

CURRENT CEA LANGUAGE: 

4.2 ENFORCEMENT.  Grantee has the right to bring an action at law or in equity to enforce 

the Restrictions contained herein.  This right specifically includes the right to require 

restoration of the Property to a condition of compliance with the terms of this Easement as 

existed on the date of the gift of the Easement, except to the extent such condition thereafter 

changed in a manner consistent with the Restrictions; to recover any damages arising from 

noncompliance; and to enjoin noncompliance by ex parte temporary or permanent 

injunction.  If the court determines that Grantor failed to comply with this Easement, 

Grantor shall reimburse Grantee for any reasonable costs of enforcement, including costs 

of restoration, court costs, and attorney’s fees, in addition to any other payments ordered 

by the court.  Grantee’s delay shall not waive or forfeit its right to take such action as may 

be necessary to ensure compliance with this Easement, and Grantor hereby waives any 

defenses of waiver, estoppel, or laches with respect to any failure to act by Grantee.  

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Easement, Grantor shall not be responsible or 

liable for any damage or change to the condition of the Property caused by fire, flood, 

storm, Act of God, governmental act, or other cause outside of Grantor’s control or by any 

prudent action taken by Grantor to avoid, abate, prevent, or mitigate damage or changes to 

the Property from such causes. 

 

REPLACE WITH: 

4.2 ENFORCEMENT.   

A.         Grantee, in accepting this Easement, commits to protecting the conservation values 

of the Property and advancing the conservation purposes of this Easement and has 

the resources necessary to enforce the restrictions set forth herein. Either or both 

Grantee and DOF has the right to bring a judicial proceeding to enforce the 

restrictions, which right specifically includes the right (a) to require restoration of 

the Property to its condition on the Effective Date or to its condition prior to a 

violation hereof, provided that such prior condition was in compliance with the 
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provisions of this Easement; (b) to recover any damages arising from non-

compliance; (c) to compel Grantor to disgorge to Grantee any proceeds received in 

activities undertaken in violation of the restrictions set forth in Section III of this 

Easement; (d)  to require Grantor to replant or pay for the replanting of trees on 

the Property harvested in violation of the restrictions involving timber or trees set 

forth in Section III of this Easement, (e) to require Grantor to pay the costs of 

ascertaining the value of the timber harvested in violation of restrictions involving 

timber or trees set forth in Section III of this Easement; (f) to pay to Grantee three 

times the value of the timber on the stump for the value (at the time of harvesting) 

of such timber harvested in violation of restrictions involving timber or trees set 

forth in Section III of this Easement, constituting the agreed-upon harm to the 

conservation values of the Property protected herein caused by such wrongful 

harvest; (g) to enjoin non-compliance by temporary or permanent injunction; and 

(h) to pursue any other appropriate remedy in equity or at law.   If the court 

determines that Grantor failed to comply with this Easement, Grantor must 

reimburse Grantee for any reasonable costs of enforcement, including costs of 

restoration, court costs, expert-witness costs, and attorney’s fees, in addition to any 

other payments ordered by the court.  Grantee’s delay will not waive or forfeit its 

right to take such action as may be necessary to ensure compliance with this 

Easement, and Grantor hereby waives any defense of waiver, estoppel, or laches 

with respect to any failure to act by Grantee. 

 

   B.  Grantor will not be responsible or liable for any damage to the Property or 

change in the condition of the Property (a) caused by fire, flood, storm, Act of God, 

governmental act, or other cause outside of Grantor’s control or (b) resulting from 

prudent action taken by Grantor to avoid, abate, prevent, or mitigate such damage 

to or changes in the condition of the Property from such causes. 

 

   C.        Nothing in this Easement creates any right in the public or any third party to 

maintain a judicial proceeding against Grantor or Grantee. The conveyance of this 

Easement to Grantee does not affect the property rights of contiguous landowners 
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or vest in any contiguous or nearby landowner rights in the Property or in the 

administration of this Easement by Grantee.   

 

Comment: This is what is in the Enforcement section of the VOF deed template. 

 

 

 

 

Page 13 of 28



Page 14 of 28



Page 15 of 28



Page 16 of 28



 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Conservation Easement Authority 
FROM:  Lorien Lemmon 
DATE:  April 2, 2026 
SUBJECT: CEA Funds and Government Bonds  
 

Staff reached out to the Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR) asking if the Authority could 
invest money from the Stewardship Fund into government bonds and if the residuals could be used 
outside of the restrictions of the original disbursement (i.e. use earnings from this investment for 
something other than supporting monitoring and enforcement of current easements). DCR staff 
responded that funding from the VLCF Stewardship Fund can only be used for enforcing the 
conservation and preservation purposes of the donated land interests and cited Code of Virginia § 58.1-
513 C.2.  
 

 
 
Staff asked Joint Administrative Services (JAS) staff and the Treasurer of Clarke County if the CEA could 
open a Local Government Investment Pool (LGIP) account.  Staff asked if a contract between the CEA 
and the Board of Supervisors would be necessary since the Local account is funded by the County. The 
County Treasurer explained that the County Treasurer has sole discretion on the investment of County 
funds and that the CEA funds are currently in with the County funds in an interest-bearing account.  
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Fundraising Results: Clarke County Conservation Easement Authority
as of April 2, 2026

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Amount $42,266 $36,260 $57,356.00 $24,778.00 $26,101.00 $34,815.28 $38,230.00 $36,822.80 $37,739.00 $35,967.00 $32,966.00 $64,409.00 $33,111.00 $16,255.00

# Donations 200 169 158 164 169 169 167 209 206 201 180 213 186 40

YE Donor Appeal 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
YE Donor Appeal Amount $15,706 $17,635 $47,003 $15,665 $7,577 $16,755 $16,710 $16,232 $16,915 $17,887 $16,610 $38,679 $13,626

Donor Respondents 69 51 61 47 48 58 52 73 73 83 78 64 65
YE Prospect Amount $1,650 $104 $25 $325 $2,200 $200 $120 $350 $175 $150 $2,070 $600

 Prospect Respondents 3 2 1 3 4 3 2 1 3 1 2 6

Winter Newsletter 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Dollar Amount $4,805 $3,335 $2,700 $2,228 $2,815 $4,920 $2,668 $3,105 $1,710 $4,371 $1,875 $2,845 $3,495 $9,625
Respondents 39 26 25 29 39 29 32 43 22 28 16 27 30 26

Spring Newsletter 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Donor: Dollar Amount $1,975 $3,705 $3,420 $2,725 $2,810 $1,600 $2,500 $2,762 $8,650 $3,131 $3,975 $4,770 $1,910
Donor: Respondents 28 26 27 19 23 15 23 18 44 27 16 24 11

payer Spring Newsletter: Dollar Amt $165 $1,380 $100 $75 $1,150 $550 $2,045 $615 $130 $250 $525 $1,205
yer Spring Newsletter: Respondents 4 9 1 3 8 3 6 6 2 4 6 12

Summer Newsletter 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Dollar Amount $5,040 $3,215 $1,927 $2,115 $3,110 $4,480 $2,135 $5,260 $6,445 $4,088 $4,625 $8,370 $9,840
Respondents 22 27 22 28 20 38 23 30 31 22 31 33 50

(new) 3 1 1 4 1

Fall Newsletter 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Donor: Dollar Amount $2,660 $2,325 $1,250 $600 $3,870 $220 $2,925 $6,244 $1,380 $3,095 $1,721 $3,935 $2,885
Donor: Respondents 27 14 3 6 11 4 11 16 11 8 9 28 12

Taxpayer Fall Newsletter Dollar Amt $240 $760 $325 $1,200 $100 $100 $410 $450 $1,000 $185 $355
payer Fall Newsletter: Respondents 5 5 5 4 1 1 5 5 1 3 6

Over the Transom 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Dollar Amount 10,500 $1,550 $257 $362 $2,230.00 $3,970 $8,665 $1,980 $1,709 $2,970.00 $2,485.00 $2,350.00 $400.00 $6,130.00

Donor Respondents 2 2 3 12 7 17 10 14 14 25 21 16 5 13
Dollar Amount from New Donors $500.00

New Donor Respondents 1

Donor Thank-You Party 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Dollar Amount $1,175 $705 $595 $638 $710

Donor Respondents 4 6 14 14 6

Photo Revenue 20$             
Notecards $304 282 (6) 94.80 (2)

Gift-in-Kind  (admin work donated 
by Kate Petranech) $469
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Memorandum 
 
To:  Conservation Easement Authority 
From:  L. Lemmon 
Subject: Status update - active easement applications/inquiries 
Date:  April 2, 2026 
 

Active Applications 

Name Tax Map# Address Acres DURs 
retired 

Type status 

Berta Treitl & 
Daniel Roelker 

25-A-22 
25-A-21 

811 and 445 
Randleston Ln 
(Heartsease) 

118.48 5 of 6 Donation Prelim App Received  

Jerry & Jane 
Boyles 

38-A-14 224 Mount 
Prospect Ln 

10.35 1 of 1 DUR 
purchase 

3/26 Site visit – Final 
approval requested 

Jacki & Russ 
McGrath 

8-A-13 2445 Kimble 66.77 0 of 1 Donation Draft deed to bank – 
on ice until May 1 

Gaunt LLC 21-A-15 549 
Summerville 
Rd 

184 2 of 6 DUR 
purchase 
 

Draft deed and due 
diligence docs to DOF 

Liggett 25-A-3 1337 North Hill 
Ln 

125.8 2 of 3 Grant 
Purchase 

Grant received! Draft 
deed to DHR  

Mike & Tracey 
Regan  

39-A-17A 581 Liberty Hill 
Ln 

70.82 2 of 3 DUR 
purchase 

Recorded the 
subdivision – will reach 
out in April 

 

Inquiry 

Name Tax Map#  Address Acres DURs to 
Retire 

Type Status 

Tad Curry 24-A-18 
24-A-18A 
24-A-18B 

439 Frogtown 
Rd. 

~57 3 of 4 DUR or grant 
purchase 

In process of BLA with 
neighbor 

Katherine 
Newman & 
Jonathan 
Hook 

30-A-79 620 
Tilthammer 
Mill Rd 

79.037 ? of 2 DUR 
purchase or 
donation 

Information sent –  
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Clarke County Easement Authority 

FROM: Lorien Lemmon 

DATE:  April 2, 2026 

SUBJECT: Application for easement donation – Berta Treitl & Daniel Roelker 

Tax Maps 25-A-22 & 25-A-21 

 

Berta Treitl and Daniel Roelker have applied to the easement authority for approval of an 

easement donation.  The two parcels are approximately 118 acres located at 811 and 445 

Randleston Ln, south of River Rd and north of Ebenezer Rd. The two parcels have 6 remaining 

DURs and the landowners would like to extinguish at least 5 DURs through an easement 

donation. The current use of the property is cattle grazing and there is a lien on the property.  

 

The parcels are zoned FOC and are in land use taxation in accord with the Commissioner of 

Revenue’s requirements, therefore a donation may be considered if at least two of the following 

four guidelines are met: 

 

1) the parcel’s Property Resource Score is at least 35;  

2) at least one dwelling unit right is extinguished by the conservation easement; 

3) the parcel is adjacent to a parcel already under permanent conservation easement; 

4) the property has a minimum area of 40 acres. 

 

In reviewing the parcels all four criteria have been met. The property resource score is 100, the 

landowners plan to extinguish at least 5 DURs, the property is next to an existing easement and 

is over 40 acres. Points were given for extinguishing 5 DURs, having just over a quarter mile of 

frontage along the Shenandoah River, nearly 1 mile of frontage along Spout Run (mountain 

watershed), contains approximately 21 acres of steep slopes, is along a Scenic Byway, and 

contains Heartsease, a colonial revival style dwelling built in 1925.  

 

Recommendation 

Give preliminary approval for the easement donation and schedule a site visit. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Clarke County Easement Authority 

FROM: Lorien Lemmon 

DATE:  April 8, 2026 

SUBJECT: Application for easement donation – Terrance Giroux & Barbara Keebler 

Tax Maps 37-A-12 

 

Terrance Giroux & Barbara Keebler have applied to the easement authority for approval of an 

easement donation.  The property address is 3445 Swift Shoals Rd and is located at the 

intersection of Kennel Rd and Swift Shoals Rd. The property is 13.66 acres, has one existing 

house (Upshot), and one remaining DUR. The landowners would like to extinguish the one 

remaining DUR through an easement donation and there is a lien on the property.  

 

The parcels are zoned AOC and are in land use taxation in accord with the Commissioner of 

Revenue’s requirements, therefore a donation may be considered if at least two of the following 

four guidelines are met: 

 

1) the parcel’s Property Resource Score is at least 35;  

2) at least one dwelling unit right is extinguished by the conservation easement; 

3) the parcel is adjacent to a parcel already under permanent conservation easement; 

4) the property has a minimum area of 40 acres. 

 

In reviewing the Property 3 of the all 4 criteria have been met. The property resource score is 55, 

the landowners plan to extinguish at 1 DUR, the property is next to an existing easement. The 

property is not over 40 acres. Points were given for extinguishing 1 DUR, being along a Scenic 

Byway, and containing Upshot, a Federal-style dwelling built in 1963 that contributes to the 

Greenway Historic District.  

 

Recommendation 

Give preliminary approval for the easement donation and schedule a site visit. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Conservation Easement Authority 

FROM: Lorien Lemmon 

DATE:  April 8, 2026 

SUBJECT: Deed amendment request for zero DUR parcel 

CEA_16-04 – Robin Greenhalgh  

 

Robin Greenhalgh is requesting a deed amendment to terminate the one remaining DUR on Tax 

Map# 22-A-123A (40.57 acres) which was put into easement in 2016 and is vacant. The deed of 

easement allows for amendments which enhance the Property’s conservation values and are 

approved by the Virginia Department of Agricultural and Consumer Services (VDACS). The 

County allows for parcels with zero DURs in the AOC or FOC zoning district if it is subject to a 

recorded permanent conservation easement.  

 

In 2021 the CEA proposed a set of criteria to provide an objective standard for situations where 

no DURs are retained:  

 

“Any parcel placed in a conservation easement with zero DURs shall meet the following criteria: 

 

1. No public road access or recorded private easement access; OR 

2. Site conditions that restrict or eliminate the potential for development – for example, 

flood plain, stee slopes; OR 

3. Other special facts and circumstance that make it appropriate to retire all DURs. Such as 

viewsheds, historic features. 

4. Any parcel placed in easement with zero DURs shall provide a survey plat that includes a 

statement saying that this is not a legal building lot and has zero DURs”  

 

Staff is requesting guidance if this parcel meets the criteria for the zero DUR policy.  
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Clarke County Easement Authority 

FROM: Lorien Lemmon 

DATE:  April 2, 2026 

SUBJECT: Application for DUR purchase – Jerry & Jane Boyles 

Tax Map# 38-A-14 

 

Jerry and Jane Boyles have applied to the easement authority for approval of a DUR purchase.  

The parcel is 10.35 acres located on the north side of Swift Shoals Road at 224 Mount Prospect 

Ln.  The landowner would like to extinguish the one remaining DUR through a DUR purchase. 

 

The parcel is zoned AOC and is not in land use but would qualify for use value taxation, in 

accord with the Commissioner of Revenue’s requirements, therefore a DUR purchase may be 

considered if at least two of the following four guidelines are met: 

 

1) the parcel’s Property Resource Score is at least 35;  

2) at least one dwelling unit right is extinguished by the conservation easement; 

3) the parcel is adjacent to a parcel already under permanent conservation easement; 

4) the property has a minimum area of 40 acres. 

 

In reviewing the parcel three of the four criteria have been met. The property qualifies for 

purchase as it scored over 35, is retiring at least 1 DUR, and is next to existing easements.  It is 

not over 40 acres.    

  

The property resource score was 84.9, points were given for retiring 1 DUR, being next to 

existing easements and along a scenic byway, being owned by the same family for more than 30 

years, having 2 sinkholes, and containing a perennial stream (Long Branch).  The property is 

within the Greenway Historic District, the existing house was built in 1897 and is a contributing 

structure.   

 

A site visit was conducted on March 26th, 2026. Based on the property resource score and the 

owner income, the property owner is eligible for an offer of $40,000 to extinguish 1 DUR.   

 

Recommendation: Go into closed session to discuss a purchase offer. 
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