1:30 P.M.

1:31

1:32

1:33

1:35

1:41

1:42

1:47

2:00

(To view attachments, please click on highlighted areas)

Franklin County

A Natural Setting for Opportunity

AGENDA
FRANKLIN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TUESDAY, MARCH 18, 2014

Call To Order, Chairman David Cundiff

Invocation, Supervisor Bobby Thompson

Pledge of Allegiance, Supervisor Ronnie Thompson
Recognition of Ferrum Women's Ba ketball T am

Public Comment
e Jerline Guilliams - Use of YMCA
e Oscar Pagans - Budget Shortfall

CONSENT AGENDA (REQUIRES ACTION)
REF: 1. Approval of Accounts Payable Listing, Appropriations,
and Minutes for February 18, March 11, 2014
2. Request to Solicit Proposals for the 2016 General
Reassessment of All Real Estate Situated in Franklin
County (See Attachment #9)
3. 2014 Outdoor Occasion Permit Applcation/David
Philpott (See Attachment #5)

4. Virginia Arts Grant (See Attachment #6)

5. Ferrum CDBG Application (See Attachment #8)

6. Tom's Knob Communication Site Project (See
Attachment #7)

7. Award of Landfill Articulated Dump Truck (See
Attachment #13)

Vincent Copenhaver, Director of Finance
REF: 1. Monthly Finance Report
2. Regional Demographic Data (See Attachment #12)

Lee Cheatham, Director of Finance & Business
REF: 1. $290,000 Appropriation Request (See Attachment #3)

Beth Doughty, Executive Director, Roanoke Regional Partnership
REF: 1. Annual Report (See Attachment #11) Riciarp E. Hurr I

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

1255 FrRANKLIN ST., Suite 112
Rocky MounT, VIRGINIA 24151
(540) 483-3030
www.franklincountyva.org
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2:10

2:20

2:30

2:40

3:10

3:20

4:20

Mike Burnette, Economic Development Director
REF: 1. Fair Update

Ben Flora, Mayor, Boones Mill Town Council
Mike Smith, Boones Mill Town Council Member
REF: 1. Boones Mill Depot

Neil Holthouser, Director of Planning & Community Development
REF: 1. Stormwater Management Bill

Richard E. Huff, II, County Administrator
REF: 1. Presentation of County FY' 2014-2015 Budget
2. Other Matters

Other Matters by Supervisors

Todd Daniel, Residency Administrator, VDOT
REF: 1. Six-Year Secondary Work Plan Session (Recess to B-75)

Request for Closed Meeting in Accordance with 2.2-3711, a-l,
Personnel, a-3, Acquisition of Land & a-5, Discussion of a
Prospective New Business or Industry, or of Expansion of an
Existing One, of the Code of Virginia, as Amended.

Certification of Closed Meeting in Accordance with 2.2-3712 (d), of the Code of

Virginia, as Amended.

APPOINTMENTS:

Snow Creek District RAC Unexpired term 6/30/2015 (See
Attachment #10)

Union Hall District Aging Services Board 7/1/2015 (See
Attachment #2)

Recess for Dinner

6:00

6:01

Call To Order, Chairman David Cundiff

Recess for Previously Advertised Public Hearings as Follows:

Amending Chapter 7, Erosion & Sediment of the Franklin County Code to read
Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control. (See Attachment #14)

Franklin County’s Comprehensive Plan calls for the development and
implementation of detailed “Village Plans” to guide decisions about growth and
development in traditional crossroads village communities. (See Attachment #1)

PUBLIC NOTICE
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The Franklin County Board of Supervisors will hold a public hearing at approximately
6:00 P.M., on Tuesday, March 18, 2014, in the Board of Supervisors Meeting Room in
the Franklin County Government Center, 1255 Franklin Street, Suite 104, Rocky Mount,
Virginia to consider the following proposed amendments to Article II - Section 11-47
Levy and Amount of Fee: (See Attachment #4)

Article II-County Vehicle License Fee
Section 11-47 - Levy and Amount of Fee

Effective beginning with the 2014 calendar year the following license fees will be
reflected on Personal Property Tax bills which are due December 5 of each year.

a. Thirty-four dollars and twenty-five cents ($34.2 5) on each motor vehicle to
include vehicles with vintage license plates which require payment of an
annual registration fee.

b. Thirty-one dollars and fifty cents ($31.50) on trailers and semitrailers with a
gross vehicle weight of more than one thousand, five hundre

€¢.—ri1f g o118 anca 1o 1 .

; {c) io Be Repealed
& (c) Twenty-five dollars and twenty-five cents ($25.25) on a motorcycle, with or
without a sidecar

Adjournment Thereafter

RISE & SHINE GUEST FOR MARCH IS RICK
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~x Village Plan for
~ Union Hall, Virginia

DRAFT March 18, 2014

Purpose

*A village i the primary focus for local services, social activilies, and
communily life as well as providing ifies for empk The
commercial services include convemence shopping, general business, and
professional services that serve the needs of the surrounding rural
community. Community facilities include elementary schools, recreation
areas, fire and rescue sites, post offices, and churches. Resiential uses
inchude fz rural dwetlings, smail and

localed on the upper floors of commercial development. Vitiages provide
many of the daily needs of the area residents, but some senices will stilf be
provided oulside of the vilage area. Villages mainiain a ‘pedestnan radius” of
one quarter lo one half mile from the village where commerce and community
facilifres are located.”

-2025 Comprehenswve Plan for Franklin County

Franklin County’s Comprehensive Plan seeks to strike a balance
between growth, development, and an expanding population on the
one hand, and the preservation of farmland, rural character, and
scenic beauty on the other. To achieve this goal, the Comprehensive
Plan calls for the development of well-planned village centers, where
the County will invest in infrastructure and civic amenities, and the
private seclor is ged to develop a mixture of higher-i ity
uses that provide for the needs of the surrounding cormmunity.

The Comprehensive Plan idenifies the historic crossroads community
of Union Hall as a *village,” and calls for the development of a Unton
Hall Village Pian to establish more specific policy recommendations lo
guide future growth. The Comprehensive Plan establishes a planning
radius of approximately ¥: mile from the intersection of Rt. 40 and
Kemp Ford Road, although it 1s anticipated that the boundaries of the
planning area may be re-shaped through the village-planning process.

The Union Hall village-planning process began in March 2013 with a
mass mailing/survey to all property owners within the Union Hall zip
code. Qutof nearly 1,500 surveys mailed, the County received
feedback from more than 450 properly owners on issues including the
type and amount of desired commercial development; social and civic
amenities; and the community's desire for a unique character and
identity.

A series of public workshops were held in April 2013 to solicit input
and better understand citizens' concems. More than 180 local
residents attended the workshops. In addition to the need for more
commercial, convenience and social opportunities within the village
center, citizens expressed a strong desire to carefully manage the
development of farmland around the village as residential growth

p in the fulure. Sp y, citizens exp da
concem about the potential impacts of by-right residential development
n the A-t Agnicultural zoning calegory

et

The Union Hall Village Plan contains a set of "concepts® that should
help guide future decisions about growth and development. Itintended
as a guide, not as a regulatery document. The Union Hall Village Plan
sets forth a set of shared values and expectations to be used by
decision makers — in both the public and private sectors - when
evaluating future development proposals.
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Background

Union Hall is designated as a Village Center because of its historic
role as a mral crossroads where, over time, market activities
developed to accommodate the needs of the local population.

The local road network onginally developed in a rural setting, long
before the creation of Smith Mountain Lake. Now, many lake
residents find that the only way to and from their homes is to pass
through the village of Union Hall. This captive traffic is a plus for local
businesses. But too much traffic (and an inadequate road
infrastructure) could threaten the health of the commercial village.

Below is an analysis of existing traffic pattems in the “captive” raffic
shed, along with an analysis of the potential for new trip generation as

developedland b loped in the future.

-~ ; ] . .
t ) Union Hall village boundary, ¥: mile radius, as depicted
\ s M the County's 2025 Comprehensive Pian

o

Standiford Road traffic shed
> Approximately 170 existing homes.
Approximately 1,030 acres undeveloped.

Kemp Ford Road traffic shed.
w Approximately 140 existing homes.
Approximately 230 acres undeveloped.

Piney Point Road traffic shed.
n Approximately 100 existing homes.
Approximately 510 acres undevefoped,

Ditlards Hill Road traffic shed.
U Approximately 460 existing homes.
Approximately 1,030 acres undeveloped,

A + B + C + D =combined traffic shed

The combined traffic shed of Standiford, Kemp Ford, Piney Point and
Dillards Hill roads contains a total of approximately 870 existing
dwelling units. Using the VDOT average of ten (10) vehicle trips per
day per dwelling unit, these existing homes produce an estimated
8,700 vehicle trips per day

This same combined traffic shed contains approximately 2,800 acres
of undeveloped land. If developed residentially at a density of one umit
per five (5) acres, this undeveloped land would yield an additional 560
dwelling units, or 5,600 additional vehicle trips per day. |f developed
residentially at a density of one unit per acre, this undeveloped land
would yield an additional 2,800 dwellings, or 28,000 additional vehicle

tnps per day

Based on existing road pattemns, all vehicle trips in this combined
traffic shed must travel Kemp Ford Road to the village epicenter at Rt
40



. Village Plan for
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DRAFT March 18, 2014 Interconnectivity

Successful towns, villages, and commercial centers rely on high
Sk 1z volumes of vehicular fraffic in order to generate and maintain demand
: r..M ﬁ/////,/ & n.;,\\\\ for business. Traffic congestion, on the other hand, can discourage

NI

i N ) business and erode quality of life for those who live in or near the
’ : village cenler. Interconnectivity helps to relieve traffic pressure by
providing the traveler with multiple chotces of routes. The goalIs not
to bypass the village center, but to offer a vanety of means of

accessing and traveting through the center

Opporiunity for new road netwark to create
nterconnectivity and provide relief as traffic grows
due to new development.

As undeveloped land in the suburban penphery is

@ developed, care should be taken to ensure interconnectivity
between new nexghborhoods. Suburban residents should be
able to visit each other without having 1o use more
congested collector roads.

Pians have already been approved for a large commercial

@ shopping center on the south side of RL 40, opposite the
intersection of Kemp Ford Road. This location will likely
feature a signalized intersection in the future. The shopping
center represents an opportunity to develop a walkable
street gnd.

e
X \;\"\?3}1;,.
b

3

S

7, Anew street gnd is needed in order to provide “depth” to the
commercial village, allowing local residents to access the
center from multiple points. Existing *T" intersections (e.g.
Standiford, Novelty) could be extended in order to develop
this new gnd.

Ivjﬁo
£
(v

\.5’
.
/JrFFF_‘v.,?-—

“ J,.,_ Existing roads, such as Kay Fork, might be candidates for

4 ) re-alignment and intersection improvements to tie into an
expanded village grid. New or redesigned streets represent
opportunities for creative fraffic distribution and streetscape

- techniques.
TABERNAC LA :
R, -~ With more than 1,500 undeveloped acres, AEP's “Penn Hall*
i property represents a significant opportunity in the future for

new development, including public uses. The new street
network should provide robust interconnectivity to the Penn
Hall area.

opportunities may exist to link the villages with a series of
back roads as an alternative to Rt. 40, Kay Fork and Novelty
roads offer good altematives, if property integrated into the
village street network.

@ Given Union Hall's proximity fo nearby Penhook,
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Concept 2:

Nodes as focus of activity

A successful village serves as a place of gathering and activity.
Commercial, office, civic and mixed-use residential development are
encouraged al key "nodes” located at key intersections within the
village center

Nodes should be well-planned developments offering a high degree of
pedestrian amenities. To the extent possible, parking and street
access should be shared among developments to minimize traffic
conflicts along Rt. 40 and other busy streets.

Old Salem School Road at Rt. 40

Intersection is contained within the Comp Plan's existing %
mile radius for village. Could serve as a western gateway,
with opportunity for welcome signageffeature. Existing uses
are somewhat passive, providing a “soft” transition from the
surrounding rural area to the more intense village center.

Kemp Ford Road at Rt. 40 (+ Berger Loop)

Considered the epicenter of the village, with established
business uses. Major commercial project has been
approved for the south side of Rt. 40 opposite this
intersection, including grocery store and out-parcel
development. Will eventually include a traffic signal and
additional tum lanes, Berger Loop is used by residents as a
“bypass.”

Novelty Road at Rt, 40

Intersection is within the Comp Plan's % mile village radius.
Site of several existing businesses, which have driveway
entrances on both RL 40 and Novelty Road. Intersection is
poorly aligned.

Kay Fork Road at Rt. 40

Intersection is outside Comp Plan’s ¥ mile vilage radius.
Site is zoned for business, may become site of national
retailer. Ifincluded in the village, may present opportunity
for eastern gateway and intersection improvements.

Standiford Road at Kemp Ford Road

Intersection is just outside Comp Plan’s ¥: mile village
radius. Site of historic church. County owns property near
the intersection, to be developed as a green box site.

Potential new intersections, nodes

As the street grid is extended off of Rt. 40, new opportunities
for nodes and activity centers can be created. Need notbe
exclusively commercial. Civic, recreational, and higher-
density residential uses might also be considered.

Kay Fork and Standiford (Extension)

If new development is successful in extending Standiford
eastward and realigning Kay Fork o improve access to RL
40, then the infersection of a realigned Kay Fork with an
extended Standiford becomes an important node,
particularly given the development potential of AEP's 1,500-
acre “Penn Hall" property to the east.
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Concept 3:
Village boundary

«\ ™ Union Hall village boundary, ¥z mile radius, as depicted in
« . theCounty's 2025 Comprehensive Plan

@ Development around key intersections, or “nodes,” should
be places of activity, provding strong visual interest

£ Proposed Union Hall vilage boundary, incorporaling key
€. intersections and nodes of activity

AEP-owned Penn Hall property. Approximately 1,500 acres.
Potential for future restdential, civic and mixed-use

development

The existing Union Hall village boundary, as depicted in the 2025
Comprehensive Plan, does not include all of the areas along Rt 40
that are currently developed with commercial uses, or are 2oned for
commercial use in the future. Rather than a simple circle, existing
conditions suggest more of an “amoeba’ shape

The village boundary should incorporate all key commercial
intersections and nodes of activity, including those nodes that might be
created by future expansion of the village sireet gnd.

The epicenter of the village is likely to remain at the intersection of
Kemp Ford Road and Rt. 40. A major commercial project is planned
and already approved for the south side of Rt. 40 opposite this
intersection, This project, which includes a grocery store and out-
parcel development, also includes significant acreage to the south. It
has been assumed that much of this land will be needed for mass
drainfields to support the commercial center. However, if public water
and sewer are developed in Union Hall, much of this acreage could be
developed with a mixture of uses, including residential uses. Such
development should be integrated into the commercial core, with
strong pedestrian connections and opportunities for social interaction.

Given the presence of commercial development and zoning at the
intersection of Kay Fork Road and Rt. 40, and the potenbal use of Kay
Fork as a means of access to the Penn Hall property, itis
recommended that the village boundary be extended to the east to
caplure this important intersection.

The village boundary is not intended to be a ngid border. Decisions
must be made on a case-by-case basis when considenng the
development potential of land around the edges of the village.

Where new development at the edge can demonstrate that it wil tie
into identified village nodes {through shared access, vehicle cross-
connection and pedestrian connectivity), then such development may
be considered a logical extension of the village. Where proposed
edge development canriot be integrated into village nodes, then such
edge development shouid be discouraged.
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Concept 4:

Suburban area of influence

\.. J,vacommac:_o:zmxs__mnmgcam?.58603:3*3
%Y intersections and nodes of activity

AEP-owned Penn Hall property. Approximately 1,500 acres.
Potential for future jal, civic and mixed-use
development

Area of suburban influence around the Village of Union Hall
To be considered a study area for comprehensive rezoning.

‘The combined traffic shed of Standiford, Kemp Ford, Piney Paint and
Dillards Hill roads already contributes more than 8,700 daily vehicular
tnips through the village of Union Hall. Additional development of
currently-vacant land in this fraffic shed will increase traffic, potentially
leading to congestion and a loss of rural character,

Beyond this combined fraffic shed, it must be recognized that AEP's
Penn Hall property, at more than 1,500 acres, represents a significant
game-changer if ever developed in the future, Kemp Ford Road
simply cannot handle the traffic potentially generated by the
development of Penn Hall. Other means of access are required.

It is recommended that the Village Plan for Union Hall include an area
of suburban influence, beyond the village boundaries, as an area of
study for comprehensive rezoning. The goal is to allow for continued
farming, forestall operations, and general agricultural activities, while
applying some means of scrutiny for any new residential development.

New large-scale residential development should be subject fo the
rezoning process, rather than allowed by-nght under existing
agricultural zoning. The rezoning process should be used to
negotiate:

« desired ROW widths

« street interconnectivity

« pedestnan amenities

* open space

« civic amenities.

Itis recommended that any undeveloped fract of land larger than five
(5) acres within the identified suburban area of influence be evaluated
for potential comprehensive rezoning. The County's zoning ordinance
should be adjusted to include a “suburban” agneultural category that
would allow for continued agncultural use, but would not atiow by-right
residential development at densities greater than one unit per five (5)
acres. As development is proposed in the future, the rezoning process
should be used to encourage well-planned, interconnected
neighborhoods with significant open space and pedesirian amenities.

AEP may represent a willing partner in the comprehensive rezoning
process. Comprehensive rezoning of Penn Hall, as a first step, could
help set the stage for subsequent comprehensive rezoning.
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Concept §:
Opportunity for Right-of-Way improvements

Existing village street segments, finking key intersections
and nodes of activity. Represent opportunities for ROW
improvements.

New village sireet segments, linking key intersections and
nodes of acfivity. Opportunity to implement new design
themes.

Union Hall today s not a very pedestnan-friendly place, due in large
part to Rt. 40's role as a pnmary thoroug for local resid
through-commuters, and truck traffic. The Plan envisions a future in
which Union Hall becomes a destination rather than a pass-through, a
place where the traveling public is invited to stop, shop, gather and
trade.

As a general rule, the Plan calls for the slowing of traffic through Union
Hall. As new development occurs, the County and VDOT should
negotiate with property owners to make improvements to the village
streets. The following is a list of opportunities for ROW improvements:

Rt. 40, Old Satem School Road to Kemp Ford Road

Specify in advance the desired ROW width, Request ROW dedication
upon any rezoning activity. Consider a tapered landscaped median to
signal amval, begin slowing and dividing traffic,

Rt. 40, from Kemp Ford Road to Noveity Road

Specify desired ROW width. Request ROW dedication upon any
rezoning activity. Consider landscaped divided median. Include
strong pedestnian connectivity.

Rt. 40, from Novelty Road to Kay Fork Road
Specify desired ROW. Request ROW dedication upon any rezoning
activity.

Kemp Ford Road, from Standiford Road to Rt. 40
Specify desired ROW width. Request ROW dedication upon any
rezoning activity. Include strong pedestrian connectivity.

Kay Fork Road realignment

Specify desired ROW width and alignment. Negoliate alignment,
intersection imprc through ing process. Seek grant,
alternative funding sources for improvements.

New street grid, inking Rt. 40, Kemp Ford and Kay Fork

Provide strong pedestrian connectivity. Provide bicycle
accommodations o allow cyclists to pass through the village without
having to use Rt 40 itself,

New streets within commercial shopplng center
Provide sirang pedestrian connectivity within the center.

% G y f . Ta help establish Union Hall as a
destination for the traveling public, the Plan recommends the
installation of welcoming gateway features along Rt. 40.

These features may take the form of enhanced landscaping,
welcome signage, o thematic wayfinding signage.
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A R BORHOOD R RURAL CLUSTER
D C | =
Commercial Village Main Residential Village Main Residential | Residential | Residential

Street Street Street Sweet | Road Rum o Steet | rurd Road Street R
Traveled way realm
Target (posted) speed 35 mph 25 mph 25 mph 25 mph 25 mph 25-35mph 25 mph 25 mph 23-35mph 25-35mph
Number of travel lanes 2-4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Lane width 10 - 12 10'- 12 10'- 11 10'-12' 10-11 1"'-12 10 -11 1'-12 10-11 11'-12'
Parking lanes -8 7-8 -8 7-8 7-8 nia -8 n/a nia nia
Bicycle lanes / shoulders 4-5 4-5 4-5 4-5 4-5 10’ multi-use path or min 4' shoulder
Horizontal radius {min. radius) GS-7 GS-7 GS-3 GS-7 GS-7 GS3 GS-8 GS-4 GS4 GS-4
VDOT Road Design Manual 593 273 108" - 251" a3 273 108' - 465’ 3 108'- 760" 108' - 760' 108 - 760
Vertical alignment (max. grade
pased on terrain) 8% 5% 1% 5% 1% 9% 1% 9% 1% 9%
Medians ww.cw_umw_. none none none none none none none none none
Access management Limit the number of driveways and encourage alley or parallel street access on all streets (with the exception of rural roads).
Typical traffic volume range (vpd) | 1,000-10,000 500 - 5,000 400~ 2,000 1,000 - 10,000 500 - 5,000 500 - 5,000 _ 200-1,000 400-2,000 100 - 500 200-1,000
Intersection realm
Crosswalks yes yes optional yes nfa n/a n/a na nfa n/a
Curb retum radii/ edge of 15-25 -2 -2 10-20 % 50 % 50 2% 50
traveled-way

Roundabouts Consider singte-lane roundabouts at intersections with less than 20,000 entering vehicles per day (vpd) and double-lane roundabouts at intersections with less than 40,000 entering vpd.
Roadside reaim
Sulewalkwidth woig | - | 5 | 5 | & | wa [ s [ w | wa |
Lighting Pedestrian-scaled lighting is encouraged on all streets (with the exception of rural roads) placed 50' apar on center.
Street trees tree well _ tree well _ planting strip _ tree well _ planting strip _ nfa _ planting strip _ nfa _ nfa _ nfa
Examples of streets & street sagments for each context category:
Rt. 40, from Old Salem School to Kemp Ford Novelty Road, south of Rt. 40 New streets within nodes New streets within neighborhoods
Rt. 40, from Kemp Ford to Novelty Berger Loop New sireets within neighborhoods | Existing rural roads

RL 40, from Novelly to Kay Fork

Kemp Ford Road, from Standiford to Rt. 40
Standiford Road (extended) to connect to Kay Fork
Kay Fork Road (re-aligned}

New streets within shopping centers, nodes

Concept 6:

Street context and design criteria

Streets will play an important role in shaping the character of Union
Hall as a village. As new development occurs — in the form of
commercial development within the village, or new residential
development surrounding the village - the existing street network will
come under stress, New development will almost certainly require
road-widening, turn lanes, stop lights, and new intersections, Rather
than being seen as a threat, such right-of-way improvements can be
seen as an opp ity to ge traffic, d destri
and cyclists, and establish a pleasant sireetscape.

p

To that end, the Union Hali Village Plan offers detailed design criteria
for streets in and around the village, based on the accepted design
standards contained in VDOT's 2010 Smith Mountain Lake Comdors
Study. These standards presented here are meant as a guide, not a
e, The standards are flexible and offer choices, based on the
street’s context and functional charactenstics.

The following street “context zones" are excerpted from VDOT's 2010
Smith Mountain Lake Corridors Study-

Village Center
Distinguishing Cha ics: Village Centers are neighborhood scale,
compact, mixed-use areas, integrated into residential area.

General Character: Supports the Downtown Core with a mix of uses,
residential types, amenities. When applied to the Neighborhood, it s a focal
point. Nearby residential densities can support some of these activities,
however its market area may extend beyond the ¥ mile radius by 1 to 2 miies.

Nelghborhood Center
ti h

nstics: Neighborhood Centers consist of community
facililies, such as schools, parks or ibraries, accessible or integrated tnto
nesghborhoods.

General Character: Focal point of the communily where residents come
together for a cvic purpose, local shop of for i g

centers generally contain some form of public open space andior prowide
connections to naturat features, These centers can usually be accessible by
multiple modes of transportation, including bicycles, bus, cars, or by foot.

Neighborhood
Distinquishing Characleristics: Neighborhoods are generally defined as areas
that meet a balanced range of human needs. They are the basic components

of community design

General Characler: Pnmarily single-family residential with walkable
development pattern and p facilities, !

Rural Cluster

Distinguishing Charactenstics: Rural clusters are small setllements located in

the rural area, These clusters serve as the focal point for an existing rural

y. Rural clusters tly include areas within % mile of a focal
point. The focal point is usually located at the intersection of two rural roads.
General Character Detached residential clusters draw development info a
compact center and preserve open space at the perimeter of the
development, Clusters aliow for the protection of viewsheds, open space,
agncultural tands, and important witdife habitats, and often provide shared
common space at the center of the development




" 4 YEAR TERMS
February 18, 2014

The Advisory Committee is appointed by the Board of Supervisors to serve two and four year terms

and can be reappointed for up to four year terms.

oo

The main function of this Committee is to advise Department of Aging staff on services and activities
relative to developing the yearly plan for services for the elderly (within the guidelines of The Older
Americans Act), act as liaison between the Director and the Board of Supervisors, act as liaison
between the Department of Aging and the community at large, act as advocate for the Department of

Aging Services, provide program evaluation, act as advocate for elderly persons and programs.

Dr. Susan Beatty
842 Park Place
Moneta, Virginia 24121

Mr. Benny Russell
70 East Court Street
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151

Mr. Arthur "Art" Donaldson
66 Sunburst Court
Union Hall, VA 24176

Mrs. Pauline A. Nickelston
193 Storey Creek Lane
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151

Lynn Meyers (Unexpired Term of Jim Conklin)
130 Hickmon Road
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24065

Johnny Greer
1256 Beulah Road
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151

Johnny L. Smith
15 Holly Knoll Drive
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151

Maggie Gray
129 Leeward Drive
Moneta, VA 24121

aging services/commission

July 1, 2015
GILLS CREEK DISTRICT

July 1, 2017
BOONE DISTRICT

July 1, 2015
UNION HALL DISTRICT

July 1, 2015
BLUE RIDGE DISTRICT

July 1, 2015
BLACKWATER DISTRICT

July 1, 2017
SNOW CREEK DISTRICT

July 1, 2017
ROCKY MOUNT DISTRICT

July 1, 2017
AT-LARGE
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Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
AGENDA TITLE: AGENDA DATE: March 18, 2014 ITEM
School Appropriation Request -FCHS CTE Project NUMBER:

SUBJECT /PROPOSAL/REQUEST

Staff Analysis of the Schools Appropriation Request for a | ACTION:  YES INFORMATION:
Feasibility Study Related to the Franklin County High
School Career and Technical Education Building Project

CONSENT AGENDA:
STRATEGIC PLAN FOCUS AREA: N/A ACTION: INFORMATION:
Goal #

Action Strategy:

ATTACHMENTS: YES

STAFF CONTACT(S): REVIEWED BY: KER—

Messrs. Huff, Copenhaver, Cheatham

1+CKGROUND:

The Board of Supervisors has requested that County staff review all additional appropriation requests from the
Franklin County Public Schools.

DISCUSSION:

The Board of Supervisors set aside $1.5 million in the County’s capital fund last fiscal year to begin exploring the
possibility of a new Career and Technical Education Building for the Franklin County Public Schools. $77,520 was
appropriated last month for property evaluation, aerial photography, mapping and a feasibility study leaving a balance
of $1,422,480 in the capital set aside account. $290,000 is now being requested for a comprehensive feasibility study

that will build on the preliminary work just completed. A detailed description of the work to be accomplished is
attached for the Board’s review.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff respectfully requests the Board’s consideration of the attached School appropriation request for a comprehensive

feasibility study for the Franklin County High School Career and Technical Education Project in the amount of
$290,000.




FRANKLIN COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Office of Superintendent
25 Bemnard Road ¢ Rocky Mount, VA 24151-6614
(540) 483-5138 = FAX (540) 483-5806

February 24, 2014

Mr. Vincent K. Copenhaver
County Finance Director
1255 Franklin Street, Suite il
Rocky Mount, VA 24151

Dear Vincent:

I am writing to respectfully request that the Franklin County Board of Supervisor's consider
approving an increase in our 2013-14 appropriations as follows:

Revenues:
County Capital Funds for FCHS CTE Project $290,000

Expenditures:
Architect & Engineering Fees — Comprehensive
Feasibility Study for the FCHS CTE Project —
See Attached Contract - RRMM Architects $290,000

RRMM Architects basically propose that the following work be done which | have excerpted
from their attached contract:

The Comprehensive Feasibility Study Process and Product

Building from the programming work and conceptual master planning options that have already
been developed, the RRMM team will evaluate the existing conditions, complete detailed
programming, evaluate multiple options for renovations, additions, and site development, and
create an itemized total project budget for each option.

Our evaluations will include design professionals from the architectural, civil, structural,
mechanical, electrical, plumbing, food service, and hazardous materials disciplines.

The products of the feasibility study are master site plans, conceptual floor plans, building
massing drawings, and conceptual total project budgets for your consideration. Our process
also includes presentations to the boards and other stakeholders that you deem important.



Surveys and Tests

Aerial Mapping of the entire campus and adjacent properties has already been authorized under
a separate agreement and will be an important resource for our study. We are also
recommending that soil borings be taken in the Law Parking lot since at one time this area
served as a bus maintenance facility.

It is possible that the Feasibility Study will reveal that other surveys and tests may be needed,
yet it would be premature to commit to such tests at this time. We will also develop a budget for
other tests, surveys, and expenses as part of the overall budgeting / cost analysis process of
the Study.

The proposed source of this funding is as follows:

County Capital Funds Reserved for FCHS CTE Project $1,500,000
Less Appropriation Approved on 2/17/14 (77.520)
Balance of Funding $1.422.480

We all will need to know what each of the options might cost and whether the conditions on the
existing FCHS Campus property will support the various options, so the funding of this
Comprehensive Feasibility Study is really needed. Approximately $135,000 of the $290,000 will
be credited back to the later design contract when the project is actually approved.

We respectfully request that the Franklin County Board of Supervisors give its approval for this
request at their next meeting to be held on Tuesday, March 18, 2014.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

T Ly Ier

Lee E. Cheatham
Director of Business & Finance

LEC:tcw
Attachments (1)

cc: Dr. W. Mark Church, Division Superintendent
Mrs. Suzanne M. Rogers, Assistant Superintendent
Mr. Phillip L. Poff, Director of Human Resources
Ms. Sharon L. Tuttle, Assistant Director of Business & Finance
Mr. Jon D. Crutchfield, Director of Facilities & Transportation
Mr. Richard E. Huff, II, County Administrator
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February 7, 2014

John B Maddux, )1
Benprmn S Motdey
Mathew H Astm
Keven T Ball
Roben S Berz

Donns A Elhon Mr. Darryl K. Spencer

o G Supervisor of Maintenance
il Franklin County Public Schools
gf::;*‘;;:;" 250 School Service Road

Kewm M Sevmour Rocky Mount, VA 24151

Michae] L Smith

Ashton N Banks Re'

Leigh A Bocker Comprehensive Feasibility Study for Franklin County High School
Ben B Bome RRMM Comm. No. 13236-02

Randell E Brauner

Byvon C Bueno

fohn T H Dorlins Dear Darryl:

Christopher T Gosett

Henty J Hoffmas, IV

David R Jones, )¢ e 3 :

et v We are writing to recommend a scope of services and to provide & fee proposal

Katic A O'Neal for a Comprehensive Feasibility Study for Franklin County High School.

Los A Sherwoad
Larry R Simenon
pnitei Background
Craig § Yarbotough
RRMM has been working on an intermittent basis with Franklin County Public
Schools (FCPS) over the last two years with various preliminary planning
activities for the high school. In the summer of 2012, we worked with a
committee to program the short and long-term needs of the high school and to
determine if the educational needs could be met on the existing property. Since
this study showed that athletic fields would need to move off-site or additional
property must be acquired, we have also assisted FCPS over the past 6 months
with adjacent property evaluations. :
In recent meetings involving School Board members and the Board of
Supervisors, there appears to be growing support for purchasing adjacent property
that will position the high school for & secure, safe, and functional future. These
closed-session meetings (due to the discussion of the purchase of property) have
also included inquiries of anticipated total cost (for a new Career and Technical
Center and other improvements at the high school), and various opinions on how
the camnpus should be developed. In order to discourage premature decisions
about project costs and the manner of development, we recommend that a
Comprehensive Feasibility Study be considered now.

The Feasibility Study Process and Product

Building from the programming work and conceptual master planning options
that have already been developed, the RRMM team will evaluate the existing

2% CHURCH AVENUE SW, ROANOKE, VIRGINIA 24011 7T 3403441212 F 540.344.1321 LL’C
Tww. RRMM.COM  ADMINISTRATORGIRRMN .COM



Mr. Darryl K. Spencer
February 7, 2014

Page 2

conditions, complete detailed programming, evaluate multiple options for
renovations, additions, and site development, and create an itemized total project
budget for each option.

Our evaluations will include design professionals from the architectural, civil,
structural, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, food service, and hazardous materials
disciplines.

The products of the feasibility study are master site plans, conceptual floor plans,
building massing drawings, and conceptual tota! project budgets for your
consideration. Our process also includes presentations to the boards and other
stakeholders that you deem important.

Surveys and Tests

Aerial Mapping of the entire campus and adjacent properties has already been
authorized under a separate agreement and will be an important resource for our
study. We are also recommending that soil borings be taken in the Law Parking
lot since at one time this area served as a bus maintenance facility.

It is possible that the Feasibility Study will reveal that other surveys and tests may
be needed, yet it would be premature to commit to such tests at this time. We will
also develop a budget for other tests, surveys, and expenses as part of the overall
budgeting / cost analysis process of the Study.

Proposed Fee

We propose to provide the professional services aspect of the Feasibility Study for
a fixed fee 0f $272,794. We have attached a fee worksheet that outlines and
itemizes our view of the effort and cost involved to help you determine if we have
discerned your needs correctly. We have also included a scope of work letter
from Caldwell White Associates to demonstrate what we envision for the civil
engineering aspects of the study. In the event that the project proceeds into full
design services based on the Comprehensive Feasibility Study, we proposea 50%
credit of the professional services fee toward the full design services.

We recommend a budget of $17,000 for the soil borings, reproductions, and other
miscellaneous costs as shown in the enclosures to this letter.

Based on the above, we recommend a total budget of $290,000 for the
Comprehensive Feasibility Study.

=2



Mr. Darryl K. Spencer
February 7, 2014

Page 3

Thank you for the opportunity to present this proposal. If you have any questions,
ease do not hesitate to contact me directly.

Sincere Y\.\ RM\AJNJ CouN M Puﬁllc SciteS
RRMM ARCHITECTS,PC

@’V\ y T L Aa 2|1
Benjarmin §. Motley lec = cHSATHYA
Principal _DNGCD& CF ﬂm ¢ BN Mté
enclosure

LEC
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FEE PROPOSAL WORKSHEET
FEASIBILITY STUDY SERVICES
FRANKLIN COUNTY HGH SCHOOL

February 7, 2014

Task Description Disclpline Est.Hours/ | p e subtotal
Multiplier
'&WMWéEFBIbIIWSNMWWm SR T RS R (0 23
Architectural Services
Determination of General Programmatic Requirements Already Completed 0 0.00 0
Evaluation of Adjacent Properties Aiready Underway 0 0.00 0
Conceptual Master Plan Concepts Already Completed 0 0.00 0
Detalled Programming Principal Architect 40 200.00 8,000
Detalled Programming Project Manager 40 115.00 4,600
Evaluation of Existing Faclitties Principal Architect 8 200.00 1,600
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facllities Project Manager 40 115.00 4,600
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facllities Project Architect 24 115.00 2,760
initial Design Concepts and Preliminary Cost Estimates Principal Architect 40 200.00 8,000
initial Design Concepts and Preliminary Cost Estimates Project Manager 40 115.00 4,600
Inttial Deslgn Concepts and Preliminary Cost Estimates Project Architect 40 115.00 4,600
Code Analysis Senlor Project Architect 40 145.00 5,800
Presentation of Initial Design Concepts to FCPS Princlpal Architect 6 200.00 1,200
Presentatlon of Initial Design Concepts to FCPS Project Manager 6 115.00 690
Presentation of initial Desigﬂoncepts to FCPS Project Architect 6 115.00 690
Refinement of Selected Design Options Princlpal Architect 40 200.00 8,000
Refinement of Selected Design Options Project Architect 40 115.00 4,600
Further Development of Cost Estimate Project Manager 16 115.00 1,840
Presentation of Refined Deslgn Concepts to FCPS Principal Architect 6 200.00 1,200
Presentation of Refined Design Concepts to FCPS Project Architect 6 115.00 690
Presentation of Refined Design Concepts to FCPS Project Manager 6 115.00 680
Design Refinements and Preparation for Public Presentation Princlpal Architect 24 200.00 4,800
Design Refinements and Preparationfor Public Presentation Project Architect 32 115.00 3,680
Design Refinements and Prepa ration for Public Presentation Project Manager 24 115,00 2,760
Public Presentation Number One Principal Architect 6 200.00 1,200
Public Presentation Number One Project Manager [ 115.00 690
Public Presentation Number Two Principal Architect 6 200.00 1,200
Public Presentation Number Two Project Manager 6 115.00 690
Preparation of Feasibliity Study Report Principal Architect 16 200.00 3,200
Preparation of Feasibility Study Report Project Manager 32 115.00 3,680
Preparation of Feasibility Study Report Project Architect 16 115.00 1,840
Project Mangement / Consultant Coordination Allowance Project Manager 40 115.00 4,600
Subtotal, Arc}ﬂtectumI&Nlc&%ﬁ%ﬁi&%&ﬁﬁ&i‘?ﬁﬂ?ﬁ% e 52,500
Mechanical, Electrical and Plumbing Services
Evaluation of Existing Facilities Mechanical Engineer 34 165.00 5,610
Evaluation of Existing Facilities Electrical Engineer 34 210.00 7,140
Evaluation of Existing Facilities Plumbing Engineer 34 160.00 5,440
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facllities Mechanical Engineer 45 165.00 7,425
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facilities Electrical Engineer 36 210.00 7,560
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facllities Plumbing Engineer 18 160.00 2,880
Evaluation and Documentation of Existing Facilities Engineering CAD 27 90.00 2,430
Inttial Design Concepts Mechanical Engineer 67 165.00 11,055

Page 1 of 2
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FEE PROPOSAL WORKSHEET
FEASIBILITY STUDY SERVICES
FRANKLIN COUNTY HGH SCHOOL
February 7, 2014
Task Description Discipline Est. Hours/ Rate Subtotal
Multiplier

Cﬁl‘ﬁ‘reh‘e‘tﬁﬁéiﬁéiﬂbﬂh’\isﬁmfﬁ%}%éw e LSt e i | S 3
Initial Design Concepts Electrical Engineer 85 210.00 17,850
Initial Design Cancepts Piumbing Engineer 43 160.00 6,880
Initial Design Concepts Engineering CAD 18 90.00 1,620
Further Development of Cost Estimate Mechanical Engineer 9 165.00 1,485
Further Development of Cost Estimate Electrical Engineer 9 210.00 1,890
further Development of Cost Estimate Piumbing Engineer 9 160.00 1,440
Design Refinements and Preparation for Pu blic Presentation Mechanical Engineer 6 165.00 990
Design Refinements and Preparation for Public Presentation Electrical Engineer 10 210.00 2,100
Design Refinements and Preparation for Public Presentation Plumbing Engineer 6 160.00 960
Deslgn Refinements and Preparation for Public Presentation Engineering Clerical 9 71.25 641
Public Presentation Number Two Mechanical Engineer 9 165.00 1,485
Public Presentation Number Two Electrical Engineer 18 210.00 3,780
Public Presentation Number Two Plumbing Engineer 9 160.00 1,440
OLDS Reimbursable Expenses (Meals & Mileage) Lump Sum 1 556.00 556
15% Markup on OLDS Fee 13,899
Subtotal,‘Mechamical, Electr 1%?16‘Pli]inb_fqg$e?vi€e§!§.’£%ii~§‘s’éé’;i‘ﬁ’ LRI R . * - i 106,556
cwil E’ﬁg]ﬁ"é‘eﬁng:&valuaﬂon~('s“é§%:€éched letter B SEEETEL NS | Civil Engineer, CWA — 1.15 56200 54,630
Hazardous-Matefials Consultationess: o aiads st i 5 | HlazMat Spedialists™~ 1.5 3000 3,450
StrusTOT| Conc At O T e AR |Structural Engr, Kinder- 1,15 2400 2,760
Food SErVIEaone UM 0N e o B 1 ke e S Food Service Speclalists * | . 1.15 2520 2,898

Recommended Budget for Surveys,Jestsant Dther costels

Ao e Tor e B odctibns ] Mistellaneous Cost il £ Ebin sty Bt 37000

Subsurface Investigations 1501l Borings) of Adjacent Properties = ""F ¥

12090 |
{Reference CWA letter dated February 6, 2014)

14,939

SUBTOAl: Pudget JorSurveys,Tests and-other-costs [rounded R

JOTAL RECOMMENDED BUDGET $ 290,000

JEC
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The Franklin County Board of Supervisors will hold a public hearing at
approximately 6:00 P.M., on Tuesday, March 18, 2014, in the Board of Supervisors
Meeting Room in the Franklin County Government Center, 1255 Franklin Street,
Suite 104, Rocky Mount, Virginia to consider the following proposed amendments
to Article II - Section 11-47 Levy and Amount of Fee:

Article II-County Vehicle License Fee
Section 11-47 - Levy and Amount of Fee

Effective beginning with the 2014 calendar year the following license fees will be
reflected on Personal Property Tax bills which are due December 5 of each year.

a. Thirty-four dollars and twenty-five cents ($34.25) on each motor vehicle to
include vehicles with vintage license plates which require payment of an
annual registration fee.

b. Thirty-one dollars and fifty cents ($31.50) on trailers and semitrailers with a
gross vehicle weight of more than one thousand, five hundred pounds
(1,500).

(c) to Be Renealed

& (c) Twenty five dollars and twenty-five cents ($25.25) on a motorcycle, with
or without a sidecar

A complete copy of the proposed ordinance amendments is available in the Board
Clerk’s Office, 1255 Franklin Street, Suite 111, Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151.

All requests for reasonable accommodations due to a disability should be made to
Sharon K. Tudor, MMC, Clerk with at least a 48 hour notice.

All interested parties are encouraged to attend.

SHARON K. TUDOR, MMC CLERK
FRANKLIN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

FRANKLIN NEWS POST

PLEASE PUBLISH IN YOUR Friday, March 7 & 14, 2014 EDITIONS.



FRANKLIN COUNTY \j

Board of Supervisors
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Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
AGENDA TITLE: AGENDA DATE: ITEM NUMBER:
David Philpott Ontdoor Occasion Permit for 2014 March 18, 2014
SUBJECT /PROPOSAL/REQUEST: ACTION: INFORMATION:
Approval for David Philpott’s Annual Outdoor Occasion Permit for FY
2014 CONSENT AGENDA: YES
ACTION: YES INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS: YES
STAFF CONTACT(S):
Mr. Huff & Mrs. Tudor REVIEWED BY: K&l»\—

BACKGROUND:

vavid Philpot is requesting approval for his 2014 Annual Outdoor Occasion Permit for the racing
season. The Outdoor Occasion Permit for Mr. Philpott is attached for your review and consideration.

DISCUSSION:

All pertinent agencies per County Code Section 13-29.2 have signed off on the 2014 Outdoor
Occasion Permit for Mr. Philpott.

Per County Code Section 13-29.4 the fee of $100.00 has been remitted and deposited with the
County Treasurer’s Office.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff request Board approval on the 2014 Outdoor Occasion Permit application, as submitted per
County Code Section 13-29.1.




- £/pp. 00

Franklin County

APPLICATON FOR OUTDOOR OCCASION PERMIT

(Completed applications are due in the County Administrator’s Office sixty (60) days prior to the event)

DATE SUBMITTED: J ./ / R0 '7£
NAME OF APPLICANT: Dmf d :\) hi laﬁ'ﬁ—
COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: 3399 X OV id enae Cla. Qd
Henry VA d4iba
EMAIL ADRESS:
TELEPHONE NUMBER: B UD- 1234904
CELL TELEPHONE:
NAME OF PROMOTER: Dav d ‘:Ph l oty
MAILING ADDRESS: 22qq Yrovidenoe Ch. K4 .
TELEPHONE NUMBER: He nry, \/A AU 2
CELL TELEPHONE:
1 Please describe the exact location of the proposed event(s) including the tax map and parcel
location of the property. - B ) _
T&x W\ap H \0l1-22.1 4.3
101 0O 0301
o100 X003
2. Please list the names and addresses of the owners of the property on which the cvent is to be

held.

ohn —%\)04)’“4—&:\)](1 ] o
3399 Providence Cln R4
ey, VA 29100



Please list the dates for which the permit is to be issued.

Events Will be held ever| \weeX on gmm
a+ *‘QV‘“DO?\/lwlgthr A h ~Alove w ber. 3014

4. Please describe in detail, the nature of your event, anticipated attendance, and anticipated

number of actual participants.
VO\”L" v 0{36’6 BYrs. 1z adwlt
- 150 Attend  550-300 FarTicrpants .

J. Please outline your plans for the provision of adequate sanitation facilities and sewage
disposal methods.

We will revit Yortable toilets
\ ?Por‘l'qbl@ Yo leT Yer 100 Per<ons

APPROVED: Q\’l Y »Q/

Fi 1 County Health Departiment

6. Please describe your plan for adequate disposal of solid waste.
We will use trash Bing. W will have 16 +rash Bing.
Wil Yale frash 4o Gpunty FandSill G dicpesal

atYer event
APPROVED: /2\ A be 1&% 2 'LTJL‘{
County Admuinistrator U Date:
7. Please describe your plan for adequate security personnel as defined in Sections 13-27 and

Section 13-31 of the Franklin County Code including how many security personnel will be
present for each event as a minimum plus plans in place for higher than expected crowds.

(Use a separate sheet if required).



Name of Security Firmn. S‘f S 5 66%1‘4"&}{ ( 2 UNIFORMED OFFICE&S>
Va. Department of Commerce License Number:

Will These Guards be Armed? /q&f

APPROVED: W 2-20-2014
Sherifl, County of Fi Date

8. Please describe any outdoor lighting to be used, what steps will be taken to prevent
unreasonable glow or glare onto adjoining property, and acknowledgement that the
lighting complies with the National Electrical Code Requirements.

Will have Lighhing. Lights will wet be elose o ad jeining
Properties by severnl hundred Feel. There are werds
Detweein profg 'r‘l’ir%»

APPROVED: W ;M/f 225 20_14'
B uz]dmg Offi czal C’ounty of Franklin Date
9. Please describe a plan for adequate parking facilities and traflic control in and around the
event area.

c‘;}‘\(\)’\ avrea '\0.‘) \Deen aé&resseé as ‘)rO @n‘hfuy\bee

exits QLVDOT and met ther Shndards, ineluding

41'\'6 d\‘) \CE . |ya e Wil he 5‘-—\'FC'O;'\+)”0HC3J
APPROVED: J?AMM 2-20-2014
Sherifl; County of Franklin Date
10. I hereby understand that it is unlawful to:
a. (1) Operate between the hours 12:00 midnight and 9:00 a.m. and before 1:00 p.m. on

Sundays.
b. (2 Run practices more than two (9) days per week or operate during more than two (2)
consecutive days regardless of whether it is in the same week and hours of practice shall be
Limited to a total of (6) hours which shall be six (6) consecutive hours on each of the two (4)
practice days set out above, with the exception that when traveling racing associations are
scheduled for a Saturday race, practice shall be limited to two (2) days in the preceding
Monday—Friday time period. Such practice will be limited to six (6) hours daily. In the event
that a "special event” race is rained out, such race may be held on Sunday. This rain out
provision Is limited to two (2) races per season.
(3) Operate without the permit as outlined in this article.
(4) Receive a permit for or operate a raceway in any fashion that does not have a fence or
other barrier sufficient to prevent vehicular access of any nature to the tract area.
e. (5 Operate after having been notified that any of the provisions required by the application
requirements of section 13-29.2 are no longer in compliance according to the approving
authority.

Qo



Yy %/wéﬂff’ s
APPLICANT Date
11. I hereby grant permussion for the Board of Supervisors, its lawful agents and its duly
constituted law enforcement officers to enter the property at any time for the purposes of
determining compliance with the provisions of the Franklin County Code. I recognize
that the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County shall have the night to revoke any
permit issued under this ordinance for failure to comply with any of its provisions or
conditions. I also have read Section 13-29.5 that grants authority to the County

Administrator to revoke any permit issued under this ordinance for up to 30 days for any
violation.

Lo Pt 2

APPLICANT Date

Outdoor Occasion Permit Application/Applications-Permits 2008
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Franklin County, VA

Disclalmer: The information contained on this page is NOT to be construed or used as a "legal description". Map information is believed to be
accurate but accuracy is not guaranteed.

Parcels

Parcel {D: 1010003801
Map: 10100

Parcel: 03801

Zoning: NZ

Owner: PHILPOTT JOSHUA DAVID & JOHN CURTIS
Owner address: 3399 PROVIDENCE CHURCH ROAD

City: HENRY
State: VA
Zip1: 24102

Description 1: TOWN CREEK
Acres: 20

Land Value: 30000

Building Value: 4000

Sale Price: 2000

Sale Date: 6/16/1997

Deed book: 603

Deed page: 1861

Piat page: 0

District: BR

Grantor: HOLLEY CHARLOTTE Y

Attributes at point: N: 3484680, E: 11058769

School Districts

School Henry
District:

Magisterial Election
Districts

ABDistrict: 4
Name: Blue Ridge
Shape_len: 404004.279586

Supervisor: Bobby
Thompson

Voting Precincts

White 2361
Poputation:

Black 93
Popuiation:

Other 0

Panttlatinn:

Franklin County Zoning
Zoning Class: NZ

Proffers:
Case Number:
Date Approved: Null

Watersheds
HUC: 3010103

HUPNAME: SMITH RIVER/TOWN
CREEK/BLACKBERRY CREEK

http://arcgis.webgis.net/va/Franklin/printable.asp

Soil Type
Soii 7C
Type:
Soil ID: 581948

Name: Clifford fine sandy

2/25/2014
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Franklin County, VA

Disclaimer: The information contained on this page is NOT to be construed or used as a "legal description”. Map information is believed to be

accurate but accuracy is not guaranteed.

Parcels

Parcel iD: 1010003803

Description 1: TOWN CREEK

Deed book: 469

Map: 10100 Acres: 16 Deed page: 1275
Parcel: 03803 Land Value: 36000 Piat page: 0
Zoning: NZ Building Value: 1900 District: BR
Owner: PHILPOTT JOSHUA DAVID & JOHN CURTIS Sale Date: 7/23/1990
Owner address: 3399 PROVIDENCE CHURCH RD
City: HENRY
State: VA
Zip1: 24102
Attributes at point: N: 3485510, E: 11058907 B )
School Districts Magisterial Election
School Henry | Districts
District: ABDistrict: 4
Name: Blue Ridge
Shape_len: 404004.279586
Supervisor: Bobby
Thompson
Voting Precincts | Franklin County Zoning | Watersheds Soil Type
White 2361 Zoning Ciass: NZ HUC: 3010103 Soil 8E
::’p‘l‘:a”“: o Proffers: HUPNAME: SMITH RIVER/TOWN ;V’i’lel’D ca1051
P::ulatlon' Case Number: CREEK/BLACKBERRY CREEK otl Ib:
: Name: Clifford-Hickoryknob
Other 0 Date Approved: Null complex, 25 to 45
Panitiatinn: A = - maraan PIPR PR

http://arcgis.webgis.net/va/Franklin/printable.asp

2/25/2014



FRANKLIN COUNTY b

Board of Supervisors
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Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AGENDA TITLE: AGENDA DATE: ITEM NUMBER:
Virginia Commission for the Arts Local Challenge Grant March 18, 2014
SUBJECT /PROPOSAL/REQUEST ACTION: INFORMATION:
Request approval of submission of a VCA Local Challenge
Grant

CONSENT AGENDA: X
STRATEGIC PLAN FOCUS AREA: ACTION: INFORMATION:
Economic Development

ATTACHMENTS:
Action Strategy:

REVIEWED BY:
STAFF CONTACT(S):

Messts. Huff, Burnette

» ACKGROUND:

The Virginia Commission for the Arts annually offers a Local Challenge Grant to communities to disburse to local arts organizations.
This grant must be matched at least dollar-for-dollar in County budget contributions to the same organization that receives the VCA
grant funds. For a number of years, the County has applied for and received a grant for the work done at the Blue Ridge Institute in
Ferrum and has then turned these funds over to the BRI for marketing and other purposes. The match for these funds would come
from existing tourism/economic development funding due to the Institute's role as the County’s new Western Gateway Visitor Center.

DISCUSSION:

Staff feels that the receipt of the grant has been beneficial to the community in the past and can be matched by already appropriated
funding from the County's operational budget. For this reason, staff recommends applying for a $2,500 grant from the Virginia
Commission for the Arts. Staff also recommends forwarding this grant, if received, to the Blue Ridge Institute for marketing and other
purposes. The grant application is due on April 1, 2014,

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff respectfully requests approval from the Board to proceed with a grant request in the amount of $2,500 and, if awarded, to forward
the funding to the Blue Ridge Institute.



FRANKLIN COUNTY

Board of Supervisors

A

Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AGENDA TITLE: Tom’s Knob Communications site | AGENDA DATE: March 18, 2014 ITEM NUMBER:
utility installation project

SUBJECT/PROPOSAL/REQUEST Install commercial power | ACTION: Yes INFORMATION:
to Tom’s Knob communications site/approve funds to complete
remaining portions of project.

CONSENT AGENDA: Yes

STRATEGIC PLLAN FOCUS AREA: ACTION: INFORMATION:
Goal #
Action Strategy:
ATTACHMENTS:
STAFF CONTACT(S):
Messts. Huff, Hatcher, Catlett REVIEWED BY: K W

RACKGROUND: In November 2013 the Board of Supervisors approved a request to install commercial power
.he Toms Knob Communications site. The Board awarded the contract for the conduit installation and
authorized $103,340 for that portion of the project. The contractor completed the installation of the electrical

and fiber optic conduit in February. Appalachian Power has issued an estimate to install the power line through
the conduit.

DISCUSSION: The work to install the power line conduit was completed ahead of schedule and under budget
in February. In November the Board allocated $103,340 to install the underground conduit from Squirrel Run
to the tower site based on the bid awarded to Randy Hodges Excavating. The final cost to install the conduit
was $92,448 which leaves a balance of $10,892 remaining. The savings from the conduit installation was
applied to construct the access road which was estimated to cost $35,000. Public Safety will cover the
balance of the road construction costs from the current tower site maintenance budget.

The next step in completing the project is to install the power line through the conduit. Appalachian Power has
quoted the cost to install the power line cable at $14,726.24. The remaining portion of the project will be to
install the meter base, electric service panel, generator transfer switch and then transfer the power supplied to
the equipment from the solar panels to commercial power. These remaining portions of the project are
summarized as follows:

- Install electrical cable through conduit from Squirrel Run to the Tom’s Knob tower (AEP) $14,726.24
Installation of the meter base, service panel, and transfer switch at the site $5,000
Transfer the communications equipment from solar power to commercial power $1,000

Staff estimates the cost to fully complete the project to be $20,726.24. Staff is requesting that the Board
locate that amount from the Board Contingency to complete the project.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff respectfully requests the Board approves the transfer of $20, 726.24 from the
Board Contingency to complete the Tom’s Knob power installation project. The Contingency fund
currently has a balance of $139,490.
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Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AGENDA TITLE: Consideration of Filing an AGENDA DATE: March 18,2014 ITEM NUMBER:
Application for $1.4 Million in Community Development
Block Grant Funds (CDBG) from the VA-Department of
Housing and Community Development (DHCD) for the ACTION: INFORMATION:
Ferrum Community Improvement Grant (CIG) Project

CONSENT AGENDA: X

SUBJECT /PROPOSAL/REQUEST: Decision on ACTION: X INFORMATION:
proceeding with application to DHCD in otder to be
considered for a construction award of $1.4 million.

ATTACHMENTS:

STAFF CONTACT(S):

Mr. Huff, Mr. Burnette REVIEWED BY: ﬂ EGH(-

BACKGROUND: Franklin County received a CDBG planning grant for Ferrum on 12/12/14. Since that time,
the County and its consultants have been working to fulfill the Management Plan for the planning grant and to
write an application for a Community Improvement Grant (CIG) for the Ferrum project that will allow the County
to receive project construction dollars from DHCD.

The grant is written as a Comprehensive Community Development Project application for $1.4 million in grant
funding. This category of submission must include three (3) program areas and other minor projects; however, one
program area must be housing rehabilitation so long as there is a need in the community. The grant includes
housing rehabilitation and two (2) other projects: public safety improvements and water system improvements.
These projects reflect the prioritization by the citizens in a visioning meeting held in September 2013 to assist
formulation of the planning grant application.

The deadline for submission of the construction grant is 5 p.m., Wednesday, March 26, 2014. Staff secks Board
guidance on filing the application with DHCD by March 26".

DISCUSSION:

The proposed CDBG project includes a number of infrastructure upgrades in the Ferrum community including:
water system improvements, housing rehabilitation, sidewalks, and wayfinding/beautification. Funding for the
construction of the proposed pedestrian bridge over the Norfolk-Southern railroad has been applied for in two
separate applications to VDOT programs. The Board approved submitting those applications duting fall 2013.
The total amount requested for the CDBG project would be $1.4 million with in-kind contributions coming from




the Ferrum Water and Sewerage Authority ($20,850 in in-kind water line construction inspection) and the County
($25,000 in in-kind staff time to administer part of the project and the waiving of some permitting fees). No other
local match beyond the in-kind contribution of staff time is expected to be required of the County by this grant.

DHCD is most interested in the benefits of the proposed grant activities provided to Low-Moderate Income (LMI)
citizens in the project area. The benefits must be either direct to LMI individuals and families (such as housing
rehabilitation or new water service) or they must be LMI area benefits, helping all of those in the plO)eCt area. The
project planning area is the Ferrum Census Designated Place (CDP). In the 2010 Census, Ferrum’s population was
2,043. The income of a low-moderate income family represents 80% or less of the County’s or the State’s median
family income. In 2010, the median family income for Ferrum was $34,464 or 46.5% of V irginia’s comparable
income of $74,100, and 61% of the Franklin County median family income of $56,400. Therefore, the Ferrum
community represents an LMI income profile and would be an ideal location for the use of CDBG funds.

The proposed project is located in an area of economic and cultural importance to the County and has been
recognized in past County Comp1ehensive Plans as in need of infrastructure and other community improvements.
In this project, the County is secking to fulfill housing, water, public safety, and economic development
improvements, fulfilling plans going back to the Ferrum Community Plan of 2000. That plan was advisory for the
Board of Supervisors and served to highlight the need for seeking grant funding to provide community
lmplovements

Specific CDBG grant activities would include a number of varied projects. Public safety-related components
include new and improved sidewalks, street lighting, crosswalks, directional signage and streetscape improvements
in the uptown and downtown to assist pedesttian safety and connectivity. The Ferrum Water and Sewage Authority
would provide new water service where requested on its lines including a line extension on Rock Hill Road. It
would also provide line upgrades to provide fireflow and better pressure in the system, along with redundancy in
accessing the source water. The fire protection and pressure improvements for commercial, industrial, residential,
and institutional uses will enhance the desirability of the atea for new employment. Additionally, a recent
windshield survey found 23 to 32 homes that may be in need of/ qualify for rehabilitation. Outreach through
letters, phoning, and community meetings have strengthened the County’s understanding of the needs of the
homeowners and their willingness to participate in the program. Approximately $650,000 of the $1.4 million budget
has been attributed to the housing rehabilitation aspect of the program. The final budget figure and the number of
homeowners assisted will be determined by the requirements of DHCD and the number and type of homes that
apply for assistance.

If the Board desires to move forward with the project, it will need to approve the submission of a $1.4 million
CDBG CIG grant on behalf of Franklin County to be submitted by March 26, 2014 and to authorize the County
Administrator to take all actions necessary to apply for, accept, and implement the CDBG grant, should it be
awarded. Also, the Board will need to approve the use of limited County staff time in the administration of the
grant as an in-kind contribution of §25,000.

RECOMMENDATION:

If the Board wishes to proceed with the CDBG Community Improvements Grant (CIG) application for the Ferrum
Improvement project, staff humbly recommends:

®  Authorize the submission of the CIG application for Ferrum by 5 p.m. on Wednesday, March 26" ;

® Approve its matching in-kind contribution of staff work related to the administration of the grant (valued at
$25,000);

®  Authorize the County Administrator to take all actions necessary to accept and implement the CDBG grant
from VA-DHCD for Ferrum, should it be offered.
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Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AGENDA TITLE:
Request to Solicit Proposals for the General Reassessment
of all Real Estate situated in Franklin County

AGENDA DATE: ITEM NUMBER:

March 18, 2014

ACTION: INFORMATION:
SUBJECT /PROPOSAL/REQUEST:
Staff is requesting permission to solicit proposals for the CONSENT AGENDA: YES
General Reassessment of all real estate situated in ACTION: YES INFORMATION:

Franklin County.

ATTACHMENTS: YES

REVIEWED BY: RE‘H‘

STAFF CONTACT(S):
Messrs. Huff, Copenhaver & Mrs. Tudor

BACKGROUND:

During recent budget negotiations, consensus was reached that all real estate located in
Franklin County should be reassessed every four years instead of every five years. In order
to meet the December 31, 2015, deadline for the creation of the Reassessment Book,
fieldwork needs to begin in July 2014.

DISCUSSION:

A draft of the general reassessment request for proposal is attached for your review. Also
included as part of the draft request for proposal is a schedule (front page) showing dates
and the necessary tasks that must be accomplished by those dates in order to complete the
entire reassessment process by February 16, 2016. $650,000 has been budgeted in the
upcoming fiscal year 2014-2015 budget to pay for the first year’s cost of the reassessment
process. The total cost of the reassessment is estimated to be $600,000 total.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff respectfully requests permission to advertise and solicit proposals for the general
reassessment of all real estate located in Franklin County.




REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

Franklin County, Virginia is accepting written proposals to perform a General
Reassessment of Real Property, excluding public service properties, in accordance
with Section 58.1-3252 through 58.1-3300 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

Pursuant to the Commonwealth's Procurement Law (Section 11-35 through 11-80),
Franklin County intends to undertake competitive negotiations with one or more of
the firms submitting proposals prior to the award of a contract by the Franklin
County Board of Supervisors. Criteria for contract award are stated in the County's
RFP and Specifications which may be obtained from either of the 2 offices listed
below and/or go to www.franklincountyva.org\procurement.htm web site.

Margaret Torrence Sharon K. Tudor, MMC
Commissioner of Revenue Procurement Specialist
(540) 483-3083 (540) 483-3032

Sealed Proposals shall be received by Sharon K. Tudor, MMC, Procurement Specialist,
1255 Franklin Street, Suite 111, Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151 by 4:00 P.M., Monday,
June 2, 2014. No electronic transmittals will be accepted.

Franklin County reserves the right to reject any and all proposals or to waive any
informalities.

FRANKLIN COUNTY IS AN EEO EMPLOYER

Sharon K. Tudor, MMC
Procurement Specialist

PUBLISH

Sunday, May 4 & 11, 2014 Roanoke Times & World News
Friday, May 2, 2014 Franklin News Post

Cathy T. - Procurement Web Page

reassessment ad/bos



II.

II1.

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN, VIRGINIA
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
2016 GENERAL REASSESSMENT

GENERAL:

The County of Franklin, Virginia, hereinafter referred to as "County", wishes to
obtain proposals for the general reassessment of all real estate situated in
Franklin County, Virginia in accordance with Section 58.1-3252 through 58.1-
3300 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

This Request for Proposal is part of a competitive procurement process which
helps to serve the County's best interests. It also provides firms with a fair
opportunity for their services or goods to be considered. The process of
competitive negotiation being used in this case should not be confused with
the different process of "competitive sealed bidding." Price is not required to
be the determinative factor, although it may be, and the County may negotiate
with one or more firms to arrive at a mutually agreeable relationship.

GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS
See Page 3 of this Request for Proposal

ISSUANCE OF REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL AND QUESTIONS:
The issuing offices for this Request for Proposal are:

Office of Finance Office of the Commissioner of Revenue
1255 Franklin Street, Suite 111 1255 Franklin Street, Suite 102
Rocky Mount, VA 24151 Rocky Mount, VA 24151

Any questions concerning this Request for Proposal should be directed to
Sharon K. Tudor, MMC, Procurement Specialist (540-483-3032) or Margaret
Torrence, Commissioner of the Revenue (540-483-3083). The County will
determine whether any addenda should be issued as a result of any questions
or other matters.

PROPOSAL DEADLINE:
All proposals must be received in the Finance Office, 1255 Franklin Street,
Suite 111, no later than 4:00 P.M., Monday, June 2, 2014.

FORMATION OF THE AGREEMENT WITH THE SELECTED FIRM:

Franklin County will rank proposals and enter into contract negotiations with
the proposer whose professional qualifications and proposed services are
deemed to be in the best interest of the County.

An oral presentation may be required before a selection committee. At the
oral presentation, the proposer shall be expected to include the personnel who
would manage and conduct the Franklin County work.



Evaluation factors which the County will consider shall include, but not be
limited to:

1.

10.

11.

Experience of the proposer generally, and including any experience in
appraising Franklin County properties, and with assessment of all types
of property for general reassessment purposes.

Experience of the proposer with rural counties and in understanding
rural real estate, resort/lake property and associated docks and taxation
concerns.

Reference checks with other counties similar to Franklin.
The County's prior experience with the firm, if any.

The appraisal firm will become thoroughly familiar with the County’s
existing computer capabilities. Any other pc or mini based software the
appraisal firm uses must be explained in detail as to how it would
interface with the County’s existing mini computer system.

Overall professionalism of the firm and quality of presentation, as
reflected in the firm's proposal.

Conformity of the proposal with the County's specifications.
Cost of service.

The personnel to be assigned to the Franklin County job including
appraisers and clerical staff with all assessment records to remain at the
office site to be accessible by the Commissioner of Revenue and staff.

The Firm's track record on timeliness of work and assurances that it can
complete the job on schedule (It is estimated that the successful firm
will have to complete field work on assessed value on an average of 100
parcels each day for a 17-month period, e.g. from July 2014 through
December 2015).

The present work load of the firm, including current staffing capacity to
meet existing and projected work load.

REJECTION OF PROPOSALS:

1.

Franklin County reserves the right to reject any or all proposals, to waive
any informalities or irregularities in the proposals received, and to
award a contract on a competitive negotiation basis, which is deemed to
be in the best interest of Franklin County.



VIL

2. Submitted proposals will constitute an offer by the firm, which shall
remain open and irrevocable, for a period of ninety (90) days from the
deadline for submitting proposals.

3. Provisions governing the selected firm’s performance will include all
provisions of this Request for Proposals.

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS:

Five (5) complete copies of the proposal must be received in a sealed envelope
with “General Reassessment RFP”, closing date and time clearly marked on
the outside.

In addition to referencing the RFP and noting any exceptions thereto, the firm
may submit any other information which it feels the County should consider
in evaluating the firm's proposal.

Any proposals received after the previously noted deadline will be returned
unopened.

PROPOSAL SPECIFICATIONS
2016 GENERAL REASSESSMENT
COUNTY OF FRANKLIN

Specifications for General Reassessment
A. The appraisal firm will provide, carry out, or comply with the
following:

1. Prepare all appraisals in keeping with good appraisal practice and
Virginia Code for a general reassessment project.

2. Appraisals shall be based on a thorough study of actual market sales
and construction costs in Franklin County. The appraisal firm will
conduct this study prior to beginning any field appraisals.

3. The firm will develop a local manual for use during the general
reassessment and provide a minimum of two copies to the
Commissioner of Revenue for subsequent use after the reassessment is
complete. The manual will specify, in summary form, the cost of pricing
analysis determined in Item 2 above. Should the County decide to use a
computer-assisted program, then said manual must set forth all coding
and any other data needed and/or to be used during the implementation
of the computer-assisted appraisal system.

4, The appraisal firm will visit each property including manufactured or

mobile homes prior to making a market value appraisal. This
requirement is most important and must not be circumvented.

4



10.

11.

12.

13.

All tax-exempt property will be appraised on the same basis and in the
same detail as taxable property. On all County-owned property, a
summary of values and/or replacement costs on buildings will be
provided to the office of the County Administrator.

Only qualified personnel (Certified Appraisers), subject to the approval
of the Commissioner of the Revenue and/or County Administrator will
be assigned to conduct appraisals. If, for any reason during the
reassessment, any member of the firm’s staff is deemed to be
unacceptable to the County, said employee will immediately be removed
from the project.

All actual appraisals will be conducted by a qualified appraiser.

Where existing field cards show building sketches, these will be verified
for accuracy in the field. Where no sketches exist, they will be developed
from actual field measurements and entered in the County’s computer
system. The appraisal firm will make every effort to collect any
descriptive data not presently shown on the County field cards.
Additional data or corrections of existing data will also be entered on
the computer system. New square footage to be calculated on all
parcels.

When each property is visited, if no one is available to answer questions,
a doorknob hanger will be left to notify the resident and to request any
additional information necessary to perform the appraisal.

If the appraiser is refused admittance or information on any property,
this will be so noted on the field cards and the property will be
appraised based on the best information available.

To promote good public relations, the appraisal firm will provide
speakers to County groups requesting information on aspects of the
reassessment program.

After completion of the appraisal work, and at a time agreed to by the
firm and the County, public hearings will be held over a two-week
minimum period, and appraisers will be available at all hearings to
provide information and/or reviews of appraisals, when requested by
owners. A minimum of eight (8) hearings, including at least two (2)
evening sessions, will be scheduled.

The appraisal firm will assist the Board of Equalization, as needed or
requested, in review of appraisals and property, up to ten (10) working
days, or as otherwise needed.



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

If an assessment is appealed to the Courts, the appraisal firm will
furnish a competent witness to the County, without additional charge,
until the next General Reassessment.

The appraisal firm will provide a per parcel price based on an estimate
of 42,179 parcels.

The appraisal firm will carry workers’ compensation and public liability
insurance, designed to hold Franklin County and its officials harmless
from all claims, demands, suits, or actions, recovered against them by
reason of any act by any employee or equipment of the appraisal firm
during the reassessment process. Certificate of coverage will be
provided to the County prior to the start of field work.

The appraisal firm will provide resumes to the County of all professional
appraisers to be assigned to work in the County, as well as
documentation of the firm’s qualifications and prior experience.

The appraisal firm will supply all appraisal personnel and appraisers’
supplies, such as calculators, measuring devices, etc. All expenses, such
as FICA, unemployment, travel, lodging, meals, etc., will be paid for by
the appraisal firm. Under no circumstances are the appraisal firm's
employees to be considered as employees of Franklin County.

All property appraisals will be at 100 per cent fair market value, as
required by the Virginia Code.

Appraisal office work, other than incidental, will be performed at the
office facilities provided by the County, and appraisal personnel will be
generally accessible to the Commissioner of the Revenue and the public,
when necessary.

The successful firm shall produce a suitable assessment record card,
which shall be jointly designed by the firm and the County and an
accumulative assessment book, detailing each parcel in the County.

The County shall produce a listing of all manufactured or mobile homes,
including the manufacturer, model, year size, condition, owner, location
(by tax map and parcel number), and the firm shall assess each such
manufactured or mobile home and data entry.

The appraisal firm will assess all new construction on building permits
or other new construction. Prior to beginning work on the reassessment
guidelines the assessment of new construction (prior to the end of
December 2015 the selected appraisal firm will provide on all active
permits a current fair market value) will be worked out between the



24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

appraisal firm, the Commissioner of Revenue and the County
Administrator.

The firm shall be responsible for the purchasing and printing of the
reassessment cards.

The firm shall be responsible for the purchasing, printing and the
mailing costs associated with the reassessment notices.

The response to the RFP should include how the firm will utilize the
Pictometry technology to benefit the County and achieve associated cost
savings. Given that item 4 requires a physical visit to each property,
Pictometry may not in any way be used to assess property without the
physical visit taking place.

All citizens who appear before the Board of Assessors should receive a
notice within a 10 day period after the closing of the scheduled and
advertised hearings, as to the finding of the Board of Assessors
regardless of whether a change is made or not.

The selected firm will have a ratio study completed by the conclusion of
the general reassessment. Qualifying sales for the months of December
2015, January and February 2016 shall be used to comply with the Dept.
of Taxation requirements.

The selected firm will be responsible for adding missed pictures of
dwellings, taking pictures of all new construction as well correcting any
errors of existing pictures.
Franklin County will provide:
1. Office facilities, desks, tables, chairs, telephone, and filing cabinets.
A copier/duplex printer to print field sheets that will display the
picture of the dwelling.

2. Al computer support services, forms, Reassessment Book,
comparative listings, etc.

3. Access to County GIS System, including 2011 VGIN Aerial
Photography, available on-line. Pictometry is available.

4, Tax maps in data form or paper.



C. Schedule of work proposed:
1. Work should begin on or about Monday, July 7, 2014, and be
completed by December 31, 2015, including hearings and
completion of the Reassessment Book.

D. Payment:

1. Invoices will be submitted monthly to the County, as directed,
after work is commenced, up to 90 percent of the contract
amount, with a 10 percent retainage, as a performance guaranty.
The amount of the invoices shall be based on the amount of work
completed in the previous calendar month, which shall be stated
on the invoice. The retainage will be payable upon delivery of all
appraisal work and completion of the public hearings.

2016reassessementRFP/reassessment/rfp’s



WORK SCHEDULE FOR COMPLETION

REASSESSMENT EFFECTIVE JANUARY 7, 2016

NO. TASK OR RESPONSIBLE TARGET
STEP PARTY DATE
1 Decision to conduct next reassessment Board of Supervisors March 18, 2014
effective 1/1/2016
2 Authorization to send out Reassessment RFP | Board of Supervisors March 18, 2014
3 REP distributed/Selection of Interview Panel | County Administrator March 21, 2014
4 Accept Reassessment Proposals Procurement June 2, 2014
5 Conduct Interviews Panel June 6-9 2014
6 Recommendation to Board Panel June 17, 2014
7 Contract Negotiations Huff, Torrence, & Jefferson June 19, 2014
8 Authority to Award Contract & Notice to Board of Supervisors June 19, 2014
Proceed
9 Sales Ratio Study Completed Assessors July 15, 2014
10 | Office Established County Administrator & July 7,2014
Finance Director

11 Field Assessment Begins Assessors July 7,2014
12 | Field Work Completed Assessors September 30, 2015
13 Reassessment Notices Mailed Assessors November 5, 2015
14 | Reassessment Hearing Started Assessors November 10, 2015
15 | Reassessment Hearings Completed Assessors December 1, 2015
16 Equalization Board Created Board of Supervisors December 16, 2015
17| Sign off on Reassessment Book Commissioner of Revenue December 31, 2015
18 | Equalization Board Hearings Begin Board of Equalization January 13, 2016
19 | Equalization Board Hearings Completed Board of Equalization January 30, 2016
20 | Estimate Final Assessed Values Report to County Administrator February 16, 2016

Board

Reassessment Schedule Table 1/2016/reass




RECREATION COMMISSION MEMBERS
AS OF 12-17-2013
3-YEAR TERMS

Recreation Advisory Commission Members (RAC)

The objective of the RAC shall be to function as an advisory body to the Franklin County Department of
Parks and Recreation and the Franklin County Board of Supervisors. Granted in February of 1994, the
Franklin County Board of Supervisors passed legislation to allow the operational structure of the Parks

and Recreation Department to be jointly administered in the following capacity:

s By recommending the establishment of relevant policies for the development and enhancement of
recreational programs and park facilities.

e By assisting the Department and the Board in improving relationships between the community and
the Department through civic, business, and other community representatives within their
respective districts.

e By providing an additional resource for evaluating existing and proposed Departmental programs
and facilities.

o By assisting the Director in development of strategic plans for implementation of long-term goals
and objectives to meet anticipated community needs.

o By providing the Director with general advice on the operation and implementation of both
programming and recreational facilities.

Each member of the RAC shall be appointed by the Board and shall be elected in the following manner:
one (1) member shall be appointed from each electoral district; provided that one (1) member shall be
appointed at large; irrespective of his/her residence within any particular electoral district. The Board may
modify the requirement for appointment by electoral district for original appointments to the RAC. The
RAC meets once a month (the Thursday after the month’s first Tuesday.)

Mr. George P. Martin, [l

3768 Snow Creek Road (Unexpired Term of F. Witcher)

Martinsville, Virginia 24112 SNOW CREEK DISTRICT 6/30/2015
Reba Dillon

6051 Burnt Chimney Road

Wirtz, Virginia 24184 GILLS CREEK DISTRICT 6/30/2014

Mr. Al Flora (Unexpired term of Jonathan Crutchfield)
695 Dugwell Road
Boones Mill, VA 24065

BLACKWATER DISTRICT 6/30/2016
Brenda Perdue
1092 Big Oak Lane
Wirtz, Virginia 24154
719-0799 UNION HALL DISTRICT 6/30/2015

Frank Chrzanowski (Unexpired term of Rick Arrington) 12-17-2013

13400 Booker T. Washington Hwy.

Moneta, Virginia 24121 BOONE DISTRICT 6/30/2015
721-2868

/0



Kay Saleeby (Unexpired term of Doug Beatty)

85 Forest Hill Road
Rocky Mount, Virginia 24151
483-1678

Mr. Gary Holden
110 Dusty Hill
Ferrum, VA 24088

Jessica Gawor

245 Farmington Road

Hardy, Virginia 24101
(Unexpired term of Kay Saleeby)

ROCKY MOUNT DISTRICT

BLUE RIDGE DISTRICT

AT LARGE MEMBER

6/30/2014

6/30/2014

6/30/2016
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Roanoke Valley-Alleghany

REGIONAL

uick Facts

Demographics for the Roancke Valley-Alleghany Region M::::"y Bg‘:‘z‘;:— cs;'y o :::': Z'::;"_ R‘i’g‘:"ﬂ R::",‘:"' g':lyx v‘s':'":'
Population
Poputation, 2013 estimate{c| -Weidon Cooper Center 33.423 8,259 5i305| 56,574 96.913| 92,703| 25274 8,260,405
Population, 2012 estimate -US Census 33.154) 5771 5,213 56.411 97.469 92,901]  24.970| 8,186,828,
Population, 2010 (April 1) estimates base 33.148] 5,961 5190 56,159 £6.922] 82,486 24,802 8,001,031
Population, parcent change, April 1, 2010 to July 1, 2013 (¢} 0.8%, 503_&1 2.2% 0.7% 2.1%) 0.2% 1.9% 32%
Population, percent change, Apsil 1, 2010 1o July 1, 2012 Z -3.2% 0.4%| 04% 0.6% 04% 07% 2.3%
Persans undar 5 years, parcent, 2012 4.2% 5.8% 48% 5.1% 7.2% 4 E‘ﬁl 5.0% 6 2%
Persons under 18 years, percent, 2012 21.3% 21.3% 20.68% 200% 21.8% 210%) 19.9% 227%
Persons 65 years and over, percent, 2012 18.2% 18.2%| 20.0% 19.4% 14.451!
Female parsons, percent, 2012 50.6% 51.0%) 50.4% 50.7% 52.1%!
Race
White alone, percent, 2012 (a 84 7'&[ B3.9% 98.5%| 89.5% 66.1%
Black or African American alone, percent, 2012 (a 3.2%) 13.1% 0.3% 83%
IAmerican Indian and Alaska Native alone, percent, 2012 (a 0.3%) 0.3% a S%I .

|Asian alone, percent, 2012 (a

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific slander alone, percent, 2012 (a

Two or More Races, parcent, 2012

Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2012 (b

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2012

Housing, Education and Income
Living in same house 1 year & over, parcent, 2008-2012 89 9%, 92.9%E 74.9%) 82.3% 86.9% 80.7%) 84.7%)
Foresgn bom parsons, percent, 2008-2012 18%) 1.&{ 1.2%. 0.3% 2.8%! 6.5% 11.1%)
Larquage other than English spoken at home. pet age 5+, 2008-2012 21%) 2.3% 2.8%, 1.7%: 3.1%) 8.3%, 14.7%
High school graduate or higher, percent of parsons age 25+, 2008-2012 B29% 90.1% 78.2% 89.1% 822% 82.2% 86.9%
Bachelor's degree or higher, percent of persons age 25+, 2008-2012 16.1% 22.70% 8 5%) 14.1% 17.9%) 22.9% 34.7%
Veterans, 2008-2012 1,475 3,185/ 726 624 4,860 7.63% 734151
Mean travel time to work {minutes), workers age 16+, 2008-2012 245 26.3 223 319 28.3 18 Bh . 27.5]
Housing units, 2012 8.052 14,625 3.049 2.877 29,392 47,257 3,398,266
Homaownership rate, 2008-2012 820% 87 5% 66.7%] 855% T7.7%; 55.7%) 67.8%)
Housing units in multi-unit structures, percent, 2008-2012 7.8%, 4.9% 9.2% 27%] 82% 33.0%) 21.5%
Median valus of ownar-occupiad housing units, 2008-2012 $117.700] $215,500, $65.600| $153.800 $164,300]  $134.300] $195.700| $170,400 $248,700;
Households, 2008-2012 6.851 12,822 2.584 2,073 23.552 42644 37.876 9.853 3.008.219)
Persons par household, 2008-2012 233 2.%7 227 248 2.32 2.22 2.39) 231 2.59|
Per capita monay income in past 12 months (2012 dollars}, 2008-2012 $23,680 $30.137 $20.055| $21,826 $23,891 $23.381 $31,666| $26,639 533,326
Median household income. 2008-2012 $46,133 $66,053 $36,067;  547.691 $45.049 $38,265 $61.686! $47.776 $63,836
Persons below poverty level, percent, 2008-2012 10 5%. 6.7% 21.3% 8.3% 14.4% 21.1%) 62% 12.5% 11.1%
1%( and Businoss
[Peopie in Labor Force-December 2013(d) 6.747 17,584
Unemgloyed-December 201:3{(d, 431 7
Unemployment Rate-December 2013(d, 6.4% 44%
Unempioyment Rate-November 2013 (d} s.asj 45%
Unempioyment Rate-2012(d) 7.4%] 5.4%
Establishmants
Private nonfarm establishments, 2011 231 727,
Private nonfarm employmeant, 2011 2,284/ 9,198
Private nonfarm emgicyment, parcent change, 2010-2011 -3.4% 5.0j
Nonemplayer establishments, 2011 658 2,251
Ownership
Total number of firms, 2007 846 2,815] 402 280 5,094
F S F F. 5.0%
F, F F F F
F s F F s g
F F £ F F 0.1%
F F S F S 4 5%|
414% 28.6% S §_i 23.8% 258% 30.0% 21.2%) 30.1%|
2] 883,879 0 _OJ D] 1.582,354 896.071] 984.033| 92,417,797
2,179] D 13,015 D 473.610] 2.233,606 504,679) 621,187
123,147| 247 811 104.599[ 15,771 444,514 2,039,763 535,853
$7.491 §7.661 $16.849 $3.085 $8,657 §21,922 $9.281
11.‘0_2_91_ 0 D] D| 40,310] 267,171 112,694
15 74 3| 5 131 _43] 149
445 46 541.2 547 320.53 690 43
36 5| 61.2 1,090.2 15.7 §1.3
{8) Includes persons reporling only one raca Afieghany | Botetourt | Gityof | Craig | Frankiin |
(b) Hispanics may be of any race County County Covington | County Cou!
(c) Weldon Cooper Center for Public Service Eslimate for Juty 1, 2013
{d) Virginia Employment Commission
FN: Footnola on this Hiem for this area in placa of dala Valk Ci

NA: Not avaliable
D to avoid of
X Not nppficable
S doos not meat

2 Value greater than zers but ess than half unit of measure shown
F: Fewer than 100 fims

Primary Sourca: US Census Bureau State & County QuickFacts

Compiled by the
W Iyare. o

February 2014
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Demographic Trends in the West Piedmont Planning District, 2010—2012

Franklin County Henry County Patrick County  {Pittsylvania County| City of Danville |} ity of Martinsville WPPDC
2010 I 2012 | 2010 l 2012 2010 —| 2012 | 2010 ‘ 2012 2010 l 2012 2010 l 2012 2010 2012

|Popuiatton ; : .
(Total population 56,159 | 56,012 | 54,151 | 53,971 | 18,490 | 18,513 | 63,506 | 63,318 | 43,055 | 43,185 | 13,821 | 13,854 | 249,182 | 248,853
Median age 44.1 44.3 44.7 44.5 46.8 46.1 44.2 443 426 427 43.6 44,3 43.2 44,1
[Percant White 88.5 89.8 72.9 74.9 91.1 92.5 75.5 752 47.7 47.8 49.9 45.1 72.8 73.5
\Percent Black or African-American 8.1 8.6 219 21.B 3.9 68 22.1 21.8 48.3 48.3 45.0 44,3 235 23.6
Ipercent Astan 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.9 10 0.9 11 05 0.5
Percent Hispanic or Latino 2.5 2.5 4.7 4.8 2.4 2.4 2.1 21 2.9 2.9 490 4.0 3.0 3.1
Educ Atti v
Percent High School Graduate” 37.0 3590 33.5 35.2 36.8 34.6 35.9 34.8 29.9 23.1 304 29.0 34.3 33.6
|Percent Some college, no degree* 21.2 22.1 19.0 19.7 18.6 21.7 19.8 20.8 211 2.5 20.1 227 20.1 213
Percent Associata's Degree™ 6.6 72 8.9 9.5 9.2 9.3 7.5 8.5 8.7 9.1 74 9.6 8.0 86
Percent Bachelor's Degree 9.5 118 7.1 7.6 7.3 6.6 8.8 94 100 100 13.6 109 8.9 9.5
IPercant Grzduate or frofessional Degree* 5,7 6.1 3.8 3.7 2.3 2.8 4.0 4.5 6.1 £.5 6.8 7.0 4.7 5.0
Percent high school graduate or higher® 79.3 82.2 723 75.6 74.1 75.0 76.0 778 75.8 77.2 78,3 73.2 76.0 78.1
Percent bachelor's degree or higher” 15.2 17.9 10.9 11.2 9.5 9.4 12.8 13.9 16.2 16.4 204 17.9 13.7 14.5
Labor Foree/Employment
In labor force* 26,716 | 26,988 | 25,749 | 25,065 | 8,476 | 8,256 | 30,745 | 31,014 | 20452 | 19,865 | 6368 | 6,072 | 318506 } 117,260
Nat in labor force* 18,029 | 19,002 | 19,199 | 28,996 | 6,904 7,166 | 20,455 | 20,688 )} 15,142 | 15,211 4,978 5,287 | 84,707 86,350
Percent loyed* ** 7.5 8.8 11.0 12.5 11.7 115 8.4 8.8 12.8 15.5 11.8 15.7 102 113

id Income* 645,555 |$45,049 | $34,086 (434,373 | 535,613 | $35,599 | $39,224 | $42,225 1$29,936} $30,505 £$32,408 {$28,840| 536,988 | 537,877
Per capite income* $23,527 |$23,991 [$19,2061$19,952 | $18,396 |$18,641 |$20,652| $21,716 |$18,840] 19,297 | 819,766 }$20,232| $20,188 $20,788
IPercent below povarty™ 13.2 14.4 16.8 17,5 14.5 16.8 15.1 15.2 24.4 26.1 23.5 28.0 17.1 18.2
HousIng
Total Households 22,780 ) 23,552 | 23,151 | 22,734 | 8,081 | 7.519 | 26,183 | 26,249 | 18,831 | 18,986 6,084 | 6,005 | 105,110 | 105,045
Total Housing Units 29,315 ) 29,171 | 26,268 | 26,282 | 10,083 10,094 | 31,307 | 31,227 | 22,438 22!488 7,205 7,210 | 126,616 | 126,472
Occupied housing units 22,780 | 23,552 ) 23,151 | 22,734 | B,0B1 7,519 | 26,183 | 26,245 | 18,831 | 18,986 6,084 6,005 | 105,110 | 105,045
Vacant housing units 6535 | 5619 § 3,117 | 3,548 | 2,002 | 2575 | 5124 | 4578 | 3,607 | 3502 1,321 { 3,205 | 21,506 | 21,427
Percent vacant housing units 22.3 183 11.8 135 19.9 34.2 16.4 19.0 16.1 15.6 15.6 16.7 17.0 16.9
Owner-occupled housing unlts 17,874 | 18,310 | 17,137 | 17,218 | 6,270 | 5873 | 20,220 | 21,011 {10,072 | 10,285 | 3432 | 3,326 | 75,005 | 76,033
Renter-accupled housing units 4,906 5242 | 6,014 | 5516 1,811 1,646 | 5963 5,238 8,758 8,691 2,652 2,679 | 30,105 29,012
[Pen:ent renter-occupled housing units 215 223 26.0 243 224 219 22.8 20.0 46.5 45.8 43.6 44.6 28.6 27.6

Source: 2010 Decenmial Census, 2006 10 2010, rnd 2008—2012 Amencan Community Survey (ACS). U.S. Census Bureau,
*Denotes that 2010 data were retrieved froin the 2006—2010 ACS.
*#+Denotes that the p 1 ployed was obtatned from the eivilian Jabor force (not Included in tble).

In December 2013, 2012 American Community Survey (ACS) data was released by the U.S. Cen-
sus Bureau, The table above, entitled Demographic Trends in the West Pledmont Planning Dis-
trict, 2010—2012, summarizes demographic trends in the region from 2010, provided by the 2010
Decennial Census as well as the 2006—2010 American Community Survey. and compares this
date with more recent data obtained from the 20082012 ACS, to vield 2012 data. The popula-
tion changes for the region’s locaiities were mixed. with the region experiencing a net loss of 329
persons over this period, With regard to median age, one noteworthy trend is the aging population
of the region as a whole—increasing from 43.2 10 44.1 years—however, the trend was inconsistent
among several locallties. Data for educational attainment of persons 25 years and over. repre-
sented by the percentage of individuals possessing associate. bachelor, and graduate or profes-
stonal degrees showed a slight improvement from 2010 for the region as a whole, and results for
each of the localities were mixed, but improved overall. One concerning trend has been the in-
creasing poverty rate across all localities in the region over this time period.
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

Board of Supervisors

Franklin County

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
AGENDA TITLE: AGENDA DATE
Landfill Articulated Dump Truck March 18, 2014 ITEM NUMBER:
ACTION:
SUBJECT/PROPOSAL/REQUEST:
Authorize purchase of Used Articulated Dump Truck CONSENT AGENDA: Yes
STRATEGIC PLAN FOCUS AREA: INFORMATION:
Infrastructure

GOAL #: 4: Develop and implement a system to insure
that we extend the life of the landfill

ATTACHMENTS: Bid Sheet

STAFF CONTACT(S):
Messrs. Huff, Whitlow, Smith, Sink

REVIEWED BY: RZ‘K(

BACKGROUND:

Franklin County operates a Municipal Solid Waste Landfill for the benefit of Franklin County citizens and
businesses. Operating procedures and guidelines are described in the Landfill Permits #72 and #577. As
described in those permits landfill staff is required to cover the trash daily with dirt. Another described
procedure is the placement of a minimum of 12 inches of dirt over the trash on all exposed slopes. This is
described as the intermediate layer of the landfill cap cover.

The capping of the existing old cell (Permit #72) will require approximately 50,000 cubic yards of dirt.
County staff will have to the year 2020 to complete this task. If staff can proceed now and include this
excavation and cover in its daily work, then the expense can be spread over the entire time period instead of
a large out payment for a bidding process and the costs of an outside contractor. Staff looks to begin
installing methane gas vents on the Rte 220 side of the old landfill this spring, whereby the County can begin
the final capping on the Rte 220 side of the existing landfill in 2015. The additional 2 1/2 years of full time
life staff has found in the old cell frees up landfill staff to complete this incremental excavation and cover

project. Such work would also begin to relieve some of the County’s financial assurance requirements with
the DEQ.



Staff has identified available dirt for the old landfill cover with the planned excavation of Cell 2 of the new
landfill, as well as the capping of the Rte 220 side of the old cell. Such projects represent approximately
250,000 cubic yards of dirt that have to be moved in the next 3 years. If this work were contracted out it
would cost the county $1,578,000 per DEQ estimates. The additional articulated truck, coupled with
equipment currently owned by the County, would allow such work to be done in an efficient manner by
County staff with only possible, minor additions to overtime and fuel to the current budget.

DISCUSSION

Staff planned for a truck to be purchased this fiscal year. As such, staff requested and the Board approved
the advertisement of an RFP for an articulated truck at its August 20, 2013 meeting. Such RFP was issued
this winter, whereby eleven bids from four vendors were received: Two (2) of the bids were for new trucks
and one (1) bid did not meet the required truck specifications. Staff notes prices for new articulated dump
trucks have increased dramatically. Of the eight remaining bids, the bid of $279,000 submitted by Carter
Machinery for a 2012 Cat 730 truck with 1369 hours of use and with a one year/1500 hours warranty was
found to be the best suitable purchase within the existing landfill budget. While the cost of the used truck is
higher than what was initially anticipated last August, staff notes this truck is in excellent condition. Funds

for the purchase of the truck as noted above are available in the Landfill Equipment Capital fund (#3000-
036-0004-7001).

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff respectfully requests the Board of Supervisors award the bid to Carter Machinery, thereby authorizing
the purchase of the 2012 Caterpillar 730 Articulated Truck for $279,000 and appropriating such funding
from the Landfill Equipment Capital fund (#3000-036-0004-7001) accordingly.
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Chapter 7.
Erosion and Sediment Control and Stormwater Management

Articlel. In General
Division 1. Authority

Sec. 7-1. Title of Article
Sec. 7-2. Purpose of Article
Sec. 7-3. Authority of Article
Sec. 7-4. Local Control Program Established
Sec. 7-5. Geographic Applicability
Sec. 7-6. Severability
Secs. 7-7 - 7-9. Reserved

Division 2. Administration
Sec. 7-10.  Permits
Sec. 7-11.  Fees
Sec. 7-12.  Reference Documents
Secs. 7-13 - 7-14. Reserved

Division 3. Definitions

Sec. 7-15.  General Usage Terms

Secs. 7-16 - 7-19. Reserved

ArticleII. Erosion and Sediment Control
Sec. 7-20.  Exemptions
Sec. 7-21.  Permit required for land disturbing activities
Sec. 7-22.  Erosion and Sediment Control Plan Required

Sec. 7-23. Erosion Impact Areas
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

7-24.
7-25.
7-26.
7-27.
7-28.
7-29.
7-30.
7-31.
7-32.
7-33.
7-34.
7-35.

7-36.

Submission and approval of Plans

Standards to be used in preparation and consideration
Responsibility of property owner when work is being done by a contractor
Approval or Disapproval

Variances

Changing an approved erosion and sediment control plan
Reserved

Performance Bond

Long term maintenance of permanent facilities

Closure of Erosion and Sediment Control Permit
Monitoring and Inspections

Enforcement

Appeals

Secs. 7-37 - 7-39. Reserved

Sec. 7-40.

Article ITI. Alternative Inspection Program

Alternative Inspection Program

Secs. 7-41 - 7-49. Reserved.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

7-50.

7-51.

7-52.

7-53.

7-54.

7-55.

7-56.

Article IV: Stormwater Management
Exemptions
Submission and Approval of Plans; Prohibitions
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan: Contents of Plans
Stormwater Management Plan: Contents of Plan
Pollution Prevention Plan: Contents of Plans
Review of Stormwater Management Plan

Technical Criteria for Regulating Land Disturbing Activity
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

7-57.
7-58.
7-59.
7-60.
7-61.

7-62.

Performance Bond

Long term maintenance of Permanent Stormwater Facilities

Closure of Land Disturbing Activities

Monitoring and Inspections

Enforcement - Violations of Article — Penalty, injunctive relief, civil relief

Appeals
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ARTICLE 1. - IN GENERAL
Division 1 Authority

Sec. 7-1. Title of article.

This article shall be known as the “Erosion and Sediment Control and Stormwater Management
Ordinance of Franklin County, Virginia.”

Sec. 7-2. Purpose of article.
The purpose of this article is as follows:

1.

Erosion and Sediment Control conserves the land, water, air and other natural resources
of Franklin County and the State of Virginia and promotes the health, welfare and
convenience of county residents by establishing requirements for the control of erosion
and sedimentation and by establishing procedures by which these requirements can be
administered and enforced.

Stormwater Management provides the framework for the administration, implementation
and enforcement of the Virginia Stormwater Management Act (VA SWM) and to
delineate the procedures and requirements to be followed in connection with state
permits issued by a Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) Authority,
while at the same time providing flexibility for innovative solutions to stormwater
management issues.

Sec. 7-3. Authority for article.

This article is adopted pursuant to the following:

1.

Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, Title 62.1,3.1, Chapter 3.1, Article 2.4 (§62.1-
15:51et seq.), known as the "Erosion and Sediment Control Law."

Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, Title 62.1, Chapter 3.1, Article 2.3 (§62.1-15:24 et
seq.) known as the “Stormwater Management Law.”

Virginia Administrative Code Chapter 840 Erosion and Sediment Control Regulations
(9VAC25-840-10 et seq.)

Virginia Administrative Code Chapter 850 Erosion and Sediment Control and
Stormwater Management Certification Regulations (9VAC25-850-10 et seq.)

Virginia Administrative Code Chapter 870 Virginia Stormwater Management Program
(VSMP) Regulation (9VAC25-870-10 et seq.)

Virginia Administrative Code Chapter 880 General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater
from Construction Activities (9VAC25-880-1 et seq.)

Such laws provide for a comprehensive statewide program, with standards and guidelines to
control erosion and sedimentation and stormwater quantity and quality, which are implemented
on a local level.

Sec. 7-4. Local control program established.

In accordance with the authority granted by the State of Virginia, Franklin County hereby
establishes the following local control programs:

Draft for BOS consideration - March 18, 2014 Page 4



1.  Effective March 18, 2014, a Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program for the
effective control of soil erosion, sediment deposition and nonagricultural runoff which
must be met to prevent the degradation of properties, stream channels, waters and other
natural resources. Franklin County hereby adopts this article, any regulations
promulgated by the Virginia State Water Control Board pursuant to the Code of
Virginia, as amended; and the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook as
currently in effect and amended from time to time. Franklin County hereby designates
the Department of Planning and Community Development as the Administrator of its
Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program.

2. Effective July 1, 2014, a Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) for land-
disturbing activities and adopts the applicable regulations that specify standards and
specifications for VSMP’s promulgated by the Virginia State Water Control Board
pursuant to the Code of Virginia, as amended; and the Virginia Stormwater
Management Handbook as currently in effect and amended from time to time. Franklin
County hereby designates the Department of Planning and Community Development as
the Administrator of its Virginia Stormwater Management Program.

Sec. 7-5. Geographic Applicability.

This chapter shall apply to any land-disturbing activity in Franklin County and the incorporated
Towns of Boones Mill and Rocky Mount.

Sec. 7-6. Severability.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this chapter is for any reason held illegal,
invalid, or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions hereto. The Franklin County Board of
Supervisors hereby declares that it would have enacted this chapter and each section, subsection,
sentence, clause, and phrases hereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared illegal, invalid, or unconstitutional.

Secs. 7-7 - 7-9. Reserved.

Draft for BOS consideration - March 18, 2014 Page 5



Division 2. Administration

Sec. 7-10. Permits.

The following permits may be issued pursuant to this chapter:

1. Erosion and Sediment Control Permit.

2. Stormwater Management Permit.

Sec. 7-11. Fees.

(A)

®)

©

3)

There shall be a reasonable fee charged for the processing of erosion and sediment
control permit applications. The permit application review fee shall be due at the time of
initial submittal of the erosion and sediment control plan / agreement in lieu of plan.

The application review fee shall cover costs associated with the implementation of the
VSECP related to land disturbing activities as listed on the Fee Schedule for Planning &
Community Development, which can be obtained from the Department of Planning and
Community Development. Incomplete payments will be deemed as non-payments.

There shall be a reasonable fee charged for the processing of stormwater management
permit applications. The permit application review fee shall be due at the time of initial
submittal of the stormwater management plan.

The application review fee shall cover costs associated with the implementation of the
VSMP related to land disturbing activities as listed on the Fee Schedule for Planning &
Community Development, which can be obtained from the Department of Planning and
Community Development. Incomplete payments will be deemed as non-payments.
Interests may be charged on late payments, as a 10% late payment fee may be applied to
delinquent accounts.

Sec. 7-12. Reference Documents.

In administering this chapter, the local program authority may refer to any document, manual,
handbook or guideline recognized by the state of Virginia related to Erosion and Sediment
Control and/or Stormwater Management. In addition, the local program authority may develop
and reference a local program manual to establish policies and procedures for program
administration, plan review, inspections and enforcement related to this chapter.

Secs. 7-13 - 7-14. Reserved.
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Division 3. Definitions

Sec. 7-15. General Usage Terms.

As used in this article, the following words and terms shall have the meanings ascribed to them
in this section unless the context clearly indicates otherwise:

"Administrator' means the VESCP & VSMP Administrator, hereby designated as the Franklin
County Department of Planning and Community Development.

"Adequate channel" means a watercourse that will convey the designated frequency storm
event without overtopping its banks or causing erosive damage to the bed, banks and overbank
sections of the same.

""Agreement in lieu of a plan' means a contract between the VESCP authority and the owner
that specifies conservation measures that must be implemented in the construction of a single-
family residence; this contract may be executed by the VESCP authority in lieu of an erosion and
sediment control plan.

"Applicant" means any person submitting an application for a permit or requesting issuance of a
permit under this Ordinance.

"Best management practice” or "BMP" means schedules of activities, prohibitions of
practices, maintenance procedures, and other management practices, including both structural
and non-structural practices, to prevent or reduce the pollution of surface waters and
groundwater systems from the impacts of land-disturbing activities.

“Board or State Board’’ means the State Water Control Board
"Channel" means a natural stream or manmade waterway.

"Certification' means the process whereby the Board, on behalf of the Commonwealth, issues a
certificate to persons who have completed board-approved training programs and met any
additional eligibility requirements of 9VAC25-850-50) related to the specified classifications
(9VAC25-850-40) within the areas of ESC or SWM or in other ways demonstrated adequate
knowledge and experience in accordance with the eligibility requirements of 9VAC25-850-50 in
the specified classifications within the areas of ESC or SWM.

"Certified combined administrator for ESC" means an employee or agent of a VESCP
authority who holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the combined ESC
classifications of program administrator, plan reviewer, and project inspector in the area of ESC,
"Certified combined administrator for SWM" means an employee or agent of a VSMP authority
who holds a certificate of competence from the board in the combined classifications of program
administrator, plan reviewer, and project inspector in the area of SWM.

""Certified project inspector for ESC' means an employee or agent of a VESCP authority who
holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the classification of project inspector in the
area of ESC.
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"Certified project inspector for SWM' means an employee or agent of a VSMP authority who
holds a certificate of competence from the board in the classification of project inspector in the
area of SWM.

""Certified plan reviewer for ESC" means an employee or agent of a VESCP authority who: (i)
holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the classification of plan reviewer in the area
of ESC; or (ii) is a professional registered in the Commonwealth pursuant to Article 1 (§ 54.1-
400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia; or (iii) is a professional soil
scientist as defined in Chapter 22 (§ 54.1-2200 et seq.) of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia.

"Certified plan reviewer for SWM" means an employee or agent of a VSMP authority who (i)
holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the classification of plan reviewer in the area
of SWM, of (ii) is a professional registered in the Commonwealth pursuant to Article 1 (§ 54.1-
400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia.

""Certified program administrator for ESC" means an employee or agent of a VESCP authority
who holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the classification of program
administrator in the area of ESC.

"Certified program administrator for SWM'"' means an employee or agent of a VSMP authority
who holds a certificate of competence from the Board in the classification of program
administrator in the area of SWM.

"Classification" refers to the four specific certificates of competence classifications within the
areas of ESC or SWM that make up activities being performed (program administrator, plan
reviewer, project inspector, and combined administrator).

"Combined administrator for ESC" means anyone who is responsible for performing the
combined duties of a program administrator, plan reviewer and project inspector of a VESCP
authority.

"Combined administrator for SWM" means anyone who is responsible for performing the
combined duties of a program administrator, plan reviewer and project inspector of a VSMP
authority.

"Clearing" means any activity which removes the vegetative ground cover including, but not
limited to, root mat removal and/or topsoil removal.

"Clean Water Act” or “CWA" means the federal Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C §1251 et seq.),
formerly referred to as the Federal Water Pollution Control Act or Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972, Public Law 92-500, as amended by Public Law 95-217,
Public Law 95-576, Public Law 96-483, and Public Law 97-117, or any subsequent revisions
thereto.

“Common plan of development or sale” means a contiguous area where separate and distinct
construction activities may be taking place at different times on different schedules. The “plan”
in a common plan of development or sale is broadly defined as any announcement or piece of
documentation (including a sign, public notice or hearing, sales pitch, advertisement, drawing,
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permit application, zoning request, computer design, etc.) or physical demarcation (including
boundary signs, lot stakes, surveyor markings, etc.) indicating that construction activities may
occur on a specific plot. “Common plan of development or sale” does not include any residential,
commercial, or industrial lot recorded in the Franklin County Clerk of the Circuit Court’s office
on or before July 1, 2004.

"Control measure' means any best management practice or stormwater facility, or other method
used to minimize the discharge of pollutants to state waters.

"County' means The County of Franklin.

"Denuded” means a term applied to land that has been physically disturbed and no longer
supports vegetative cover.

"Department' means the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality.

"Development” means land disturbance and the resulting landform associated with the
construction of residential, commercial, industrial, institutional, recreation, transportation or
utility facilities or structures or the clearing of land for non-agricultural or non-silvicultural

purposes.
"Director"” means the Director of the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality.

"District” or '"soil and water conservation district"” means a political subdivision of the
Commonwealth organized in accordance with the provisions of Article 3 (§ 10.1- 506 et seq.) of
Chapter 5 of Title 10.1 of the Code of Virginia.

"Dormant” refers to denuded land that is not actively being brought to a desired grade or
condition.

"ESC' means erosion and sediment control.

"ESC Act" means the Erosion and Sediment Control Law, Article 4 (§ 62.1-44.15:51 et seq.) of
Chapter 3.1 of Title 62.1 of the Code of Virginia.

"Erosion and Sediment Control Plan" or "ESC plan" means a document containing material
for the conservation of soil and water resources of a unit or group of units of land. It may include
appropriate maps, an appropriate soil and water plan inventory and management information
with needed interpretations, and a record of decisions contributing to conservation treatment. The
plan shall contain all major conservation decisions and all information deemed necessary by the
plan-approving authority to assure that the entire unit or units of land will be so treated to
achieve the conservation objectives. All erosion and sediment control plans must be prepared by
a professional registered in the Commonwealth pursuant to Article 1 (§ 54.1-400 et seq.) of
Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia, or a professional soil scientist as defined in
Chapter 22 (§ 54.1-2200 et seq.) of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia.

“Erosion and Sediment Control Agreement”. — An agreement authorized by the program
administrator to be provided in lieu of a performance bond on single family home construction.
See agreement in lieu of plans.
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“Erosion Impact Area” An area of land not associated with current land-disturbing activity but
subject to persistent soil erosion resulting in the delivery of sediment onto neighboring properties
or into state waters. This definition shall not apply to any lot or parcel of land 10,000 square feet
or less used for residential purposes or to shorelines where the erosion results from wave action
or other coastal processes.

“Excavating” Any digging, scooping or other method of removing earth materials.
“Filling” Any depositing or stockpiling of earth materials.

"General permit" means the state permit titled general permit for discharges of stormwater from
construction activities found Chapter 880 (9VAC25-880-1 et. seq.) of the Regulations
authorizing a category of discharges under the CWA and the Act within a geographical area of
the Commonwealth of Virginia.

“Grading” Any excavating or filling of earth materials or any combination thereof, including the
land in its excavated or filled condition.

“Land disturbance or Land disturbing activity” — means any man-made change to the land
surface that may result in soil erosion from water or wind and the movement of sediments into
state waters or onto lands in the Commonwealth, or that potentially changes its runoff
characteristics including, but not limited to, clearing, grading, and excavation, transporting and
filling of land except that the term shall not include those exemptions specified elsewhere in this
chapter.

“Land Disturbing Activity Permit” — See Permit for Land Disturbing Activity

“Layout” means a conceptual drawing sufficient to provide for the specified stormwater
management facilities required at the time of approval.

"Licensed professional” or 'professional registered in the Commonwealth of Virginia"
means a person registered to engage in the practice of engineering, land surveying, or landscape
architecture pursuant to Article 1 (§ 54.1-400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of
Virginia, or a professional soil scientist as defined in Chapter 22 (§ 54.1-2200 et seq.) of Title
54.1 of the Code of Virginia. .

"Live watercourse” means a definite channel with bed and banks within which concentrated
water flows continuously.

"Local program manual” means a reference document developed by the local program
authority to document policies and procedures for program administration, plan review,
inspections or enforcement related to Erosion and Sediment Control and/or Stormwater
Management.

"Locality” means Franklin County, including the incorporated towns of Boones Mill and Rocky
Mount.

"Minor modification" means an amendment to an existing general permit before its expiration
not requiring extensive review and evaluation including, but not limited to, changes in EPA
promulgated test protocols, increasing monitoring frequency requirements, changes in sampling
locations, and changes to compliance dates within the overall compliance schedules. A minor
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general permit modification or amendment does not substantially alter general permit conditions,
substantially increase or decrease the amount of surface water impacts, increase the size of the
operation, or reduce the capacity of the facility to protect human health or the environment.

"Natural stream" means nontidal watercourses that are part of the natural topography. They
usually maintain a continuous or seasonal flow during the year and are characterized as being
irregular in cross-section with a meandering course. Constructed channels such as drainage
ditches or swales shall not be considered natural streams. Channels designed utilizing natural
design concepts may be considered natural streams.

"Non-erodible" means a material, e.g., riprap, concrete, plastic, etc., that will not experience
surface wear due to natural forces.

"Operator"” means the owner or operator of any facility or activity subject to regulation under
this Ordinance.

“Owner” The owner or owners of the freehold of the premises or lesser estate therein, a
mortgagee or vendee in possession, assignee of rents, receiver, executor, trustee, lessee or other
person, firm or corporation in control of a property.

""Permit" or "VSMP Authority Permit" means an approval to conduct a land-disturbing activity
issued by the Administrator for the initiation of a land-disturbing activity, in accordance with this
Ordinance, and which may only be issued after evidence of general permit coverage has been
provided by the Department where applicable.

“Permit for Land Disturbing Activity” A permit issued by the county authorizing the applicant
to undertake a land-disturbing activity in accordance with the provisions of the VESCP or VSMP
programs.

“Permittee” means the person to whom the permit authorizing the land-disturbing activities is
issued or the person who certifies that the approved erosion and sediment control plan and/or
stormwater management plan will be followed.

"Person' means any individual, partnership, firm, association, joint venture, public or private
corporation, trust, estate, commission, board, public or private institution, utility, cooperative,
county, city, town or other political subdivision of the Commonwealth, governmental body,
including a federal or state entity as applicable, any interstate body, or any other legal entity.

"Program administrator' means the person or persons responsible for administering and
enforcing the VESCP or VSMP of a VESCP authority or a VSMP authority as may be applicable
in the areas of ESC or SWM.

""Project inspector’ means anyone who, as a representative of a VESCP authority or a VSMP
authority, is responsible for periodically examining the ESC or SWM activities and premises of a
land-disturbing activity for compliance with the ESC Act and Regulations or the SWM Act and
Regulations as may be applicable.

“Plan approving authority” The Department of Planning and Community Development of
Franklin County.
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" Post-development” refers to conditions that may be reasonably expected or anticipated to exist
after completion of the land development activity on a specific site or tract of land.

"Pre-development' refers to conditions that exist at the time the erosion and sediment control
plan is submitted to the VESCP authority or plans for land development are submitted to the
VSMP authority. Where phased development or plan approval occurs (preliminary grading,
roads and utilities, etc.), the existing conditions at the time the erosion and sediment control or
land development plans for the initial phase is submitted for approval shall establish pre-
development conditions.

“Program Authority” refers to Franklin County, Virginia.

“Regulations" include, but are not limited to, the Virginia Stormwater Management Program
(VSMP) Permit Regulations, 9VAC25-870 and 9VAC25-880, as amended; and the Virginia
Erosion and Sediment Control Program (VESCP) Regulations 9VAC25-840, as amended.

“Responsible Land Disturber” or RLD, An individual from the project or development team
who will be in charge of and responsible for carrying out a land-disturbing activity covered by an
approved Erosion and Sediment Control Plan or an Erosion and Sediment Control Agreement,
who (i) holds a responsible land disturber certificate of competence, or (ii) holds a current
certificate of competence from the board in the areas of combined administration, program
administration, inspection, or plan review, or (iii) holds a current contractor certificate of
competence for erosion and sediment control, or (iv) is registered as a professional in the
Commonwealth pursuant to Article 1 (Code of Virginia, § 54.1-400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title
54.1, or (v) is a professional soil scientist as defined in Chapter 22 (§ 54.1-2200 et seq.) of Title
54.1 of the Code of Virginia.

“Single-family residence” A noncommercial dwelling unit that is occupied exclusively by one
family.

"Site" means the land or water area where any facility or land-disturbing activity is physically
located or conducted, including adjacent land used or preserved in connection with the facility or
land-disturbing activity. Areas channel ward of mean low water in tidal Virginia shall not be
considered part of a site.

""Stabilized' means land that has been treated to withstand normal exposure to natural forces
without incurring erosion damage.

""State' means the Commonwealth of Virginia.
""State Board" means the State Water Control Board.

"State Permit"” means an approval to conduct a land-disturbing activity issued by the State
Board in the form of a state stormwater individual permit or coverage issued under a state
general permit or an approval issued by the State Board for stormwater discharges from an MS4.
Under these state permits, the Commonwealth imposes and enforces requirements pursuant to
the federal Clean Water Act and regulations, the Virginia Stormwater Management Act and the
Regulations.

"State Water Control Law" means Chapter 3.1 (§62.1-44.2 et seq.) of Title 62.1 of the Code of
Virginia.

Draft for BOS consideration - March 18, 2014 Page 12



"State Erosion and Sediment Control Program or State Program." means the program
administered by the Department of Environmental Quality pursuant to the state code including
regulations designed to minimize erosion and sedimentation.

""State Waters” means all water, on the surface and under the ground, wholly or partially within
or bordering the Commonwealth or within its jurisdiction, including wetlands.

“Surface Water” means all water, at or above the land’s surface including, but not limited to
springs, streams, rivers, lakes, ponds, wetlands, and artificially created water bodies.

"Stormwater Detention' means the process of temporarily impounding runoff and discharging it
through a hydraulic outlet structure to a downstream conveyance system.

“Stormwater Maintenance Facility” — means a control measure that controls stormwater runoff
and changes the characteristics of that runoff including but not limited to, the quantity and
quality, the period of release or velocity of flow.

"Stormwater Management Plan" or "SWM plan" means a document containing material
describing methods for complying with the requirements of a VSMP and the SWM Act and its
attendant regulations.

"SWM' means stormwater management.

"Stormwater'’ means precipitation that is discharged across the land surface or through
conveyances to one or more waterways and that may include stormwater runoff, snow melt
runoff, and surface runoff and drainage.

""Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan" or "SWPPP" means a document that is prepared in
accordance with good engineering practices and that identifies potential sources of pollutants that
may reasonably be expected to affect the quality of stormwater discharges from the construction
site, and otherwise meets the requirements of this Ordinance. In addition the document shall
identify and require the implementation of control measures, and shall include, but not be limited
to the inclusion of or the incorporation by reference of, an approved erosion and sediment control
plan, an approved stormwater management plan, and a pollution prevention plan.

"Total Maximum Daily Load" or "TMDL" means the sum of the individual waste load
allocations for point sources, load allocations for nonpoint sources, natural background loading
and a margin of safety. TMDLs can be expressed in terms of either mass per time, toxicity, or

other appropriate measure. The TMDL process provides for point versus nonpoint source trade-
offs.

“Town” An incorporated town.

“Transporting” Any movement of earth material from one place to another, when such
movement results in destroying the vegetative cover, either by tracking or the buildup of earth
materials, to the extent that erosion and sedimentation will result from the area over which such
transporting occurs.

"Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program' or "VESCP" means a program approved
by the board that has been established by a VESCP authority for the effective control of soil
erosion, sediment deposition, and nonagricultural runoff associated with a land-disturbing
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activity to prevent the unreasonable degradation of properties, stream channels, waters, and other
natural resources and shall include such items where applicable as local ordinances, rules, permit
requirements, annual standards and specifications, policies and guidelines, technical materials,
and requirements for plan review, inspection, enforcement where authorized in the ESC Act and
this article, and evaluation consistent with the requirements of the ESC Act and this article.

"Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program authority"” or "VESCP authority" means
an authority approved by the board to operate a Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Program.
An authority may include a state entity, including the department; a federal entity; a district,
county, city, or town; or for linear projects subject to annual standards and specifications,
electric, natural gas and telephone utility companies, interstate and intrastate natural gas pipeline
companies, railroad companies, or authorities created pursuant to § 15.2-5102 of the Code of
Virginia.

"Virginia Stormwater Management Act" or "SWM Act" means Article 2.3 (§62.1-44.15:24 et
seq.) of Chapter 3.1 of Title 62.1 of the Code of Virginia.

“Virginia Stormwater BMP Clearinghouse website” means a website that contains detailed
design standards and specifications for control measures that may be used in Virginia to comply
with the requirements of the Virginia Stormwater Management Act and associated regulations.

"Virginia Stormwater Management Program" or "VSMP" means a program approved by the
board after July 1, 2013, that has been established by a VSMP authority to manage the quality
and quantity of runoff resulting from land-disturbing activities and shall include such items as
local ordinances, rules, permit requirements, annual standards and specifications, policies and
guidelines, technical materials, and requirements for plan review, inspection, enforcement, where
authorized in the SWM Act and associated regulations, and evaluation consistent with the
requirements of the SWM Act and associated regulations.

“Virginia Stormwater Management Program authority” or "VSMP authority’ means an
authority approved by the board after July 1, 2013, to operate a Virginia Stormwater
Management Program or, until such approval is given, the department. An authority may include
a locality; state entity, including the department; federal entity; or, for linear projects subject to
annual standards and specifications in accordance with subsection B of § 62.1-44.15:31 of the
Code of Virginia, electric, natural gas, and telephone utility companies, interstate and intrastate
natural gas pipeline companies, railroad companies, or authorities created pursuant to § 15.2-
5102 of the Code of Virginia.

Secs. 7-16 - 7-19. Reserved.
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Article II Erosion and Sediment Control

Sec. 7-20. Exemptions.

(A)

®

Except as provided herein, no person may engage in any land-disturbing activity until an
erosion and sediment control permit has been issued by the Administrator in accordance
with the provisions of this Ordinance.

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Ordinance, the following activities are
exempt, unless otherwise required by federal law:

(1)

)
€)

4

)
(6)

(M
()

)
(10)
(11)

Minor activities such as home gardens and individual home landscaping, repairs
and maintenance work.

Individual utility service connections.

Installation, repair and maintenance of any underground public utility lines when
such activity occurs on an existing hard surfaced road, street or sidewalk provided
the activity is confined to the area of the road, street or sidewalk which is hard
surfaced.

Septic tank lines or drainage fields unless included in an overall plan for land-
disturbing activity relating to construction of the building to be served by the
septic tank system.

Permitted surface or deep mining operations and projects, or oil and gas
operations and projects conducted pursuant to Title 45.1

Tilling, planting, or harvesting of agricultural horticultural, or forest crops, or
livestock feedlot operations, or as additionally set forth by the Board in
regulation, including engineering operations as follows: construction of terraces,
terrace outlets, check dams, desilting basins, dikes, ponds, ditches, strip cropping,
lister furrowing, contour cultivating, contour furrowing, land drainage and land
irrigation; however, this exception shall not apply to harvesting of forest crops
unless the area on which harvesting occurs is reforested artificially or naturally in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter 11(10.1-1100 er seq.) or is converted to
bona fide agricultural or improved pasture use as described in subsection B of
10.1-1163;

Repair or rebuilding of the tracks, right-of-way, bridges, communication facilities
and other related structures and facilities of a railroad company.

Agricultural engineering operations, including but not limited to the construction
of terraces, terrace outlets, check dams, desilting basins, dikes, ponds not required
to comply with the provisions of the Dam Safety Act, Article 2 ( 10.1-604 et seq.)
of Chapter 6, ditches, strip, cropping, lister furrowing, contour cultivating,
contour furrowing, land drainage and land irrigation;

Disturbed land areas of less than 3,000 square feet in size. See section 7-19 for
clarification as to when a permit is required.

Installation of fence and sign posts or telephone and electric poles and other kinds
of posts or poles.

Shoreline erosion control projects on tidal waters when all of the land-disturbing
activities are within the regulatory authority of and approved by local wetlands
boards, the Marine Resources Commission or the United States Army Corps of
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Engineers; however, any associated land that is disturbed outside of this exempted
area shall remain subject to this article and the regulations adopted pursuant
thereto; and

(12) Emergency work to protect life, limb or property and emergency repairs;
however, if the land-disturbing activity would have required an approved erosion
and sediment control plan, if the activity were not an emergency, then the land
area disturbed shall be shaped and stabilized in accordance with the requirements
of the VESCP authority.

Sec. 7-21. Permit required for land-disturbing activities.

(A)

®)

©

Except as otherwise provided in this article, no land disturbing activity shall commence
prior to the issuance of an Erosion and Sediment Control permit by the Department of
Planning and Community Development.

A Erosion and Sediment Control permit is required if:

(1)  The area of land disturbance is ten thousand (10,000) square feet or greater; or

(2)  The area of land disturbance is three thousand (3,000) square feet or greater, and
the area of land disturbance is located within two hundred (200) feet of any
surface water.

A Erosion and Sediment Control permit is not required if:

(1)  The area of land disturbance is less than ten thousand (10,000) square feet, and
such area is located more than two hundred (200) feet from any surface water; or

(2)  The area of land disturbance is less than three thousand (3,000) square feet, and
such area is located within two hundred (200) feet of any surface water.

Sec. 7-22. Erosion and Sediment Control Plan required.

(A)

®)

Except as otherwise provided in this article, no erosion and sediment control permit for
land-disturbing activity shall be issued without an approved Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan.

An Agreement in lieu of may be substituted for an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan
under the following conditions:

(1)  The land-disturbing activity is associated with the construction of a single family
residence that is not part of a common plan of development or sale; and

(2)  The area of land disturbance is less than one (1) acre and

(3)  No additional proffers or conditions are required as part of a rezoning or special
use permit which require low impact development techniques.

Sec. 7-23. Erosion Impact Areas.

In order to prevent further erosion, the program administrator may identify any land, whether or
not disturbed by the building process, as an erosion impact area as defined above and require an
approved Erosion and Sediment Control plan and Erosion and Sediment Control permit.

Sec.7-24. Submission and approval requirements.
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(A)

®)

©

D)

)

®

Except as otherwise specifically provided, no person shall engage in any land-disturbing
activity until an erosion and sediment control plan has been submitted and approved by
the county, and a permit has been issued by the program administrator.

Any person whose land-disturbing activity involves lands which extend into the
jurisdiction of another local erosion and sediment control program may submit an erosion
and sediment control plan to the Department of Environmental Quality for review and
approval, rather than submission to each jurisdiction concerned. In such events, the
applicant shall obtain permits for the land-disturbing activity from each jurisdiction.

No grading, land-disturbing activity, building or other permit shall be issued by the
county for any work which involves land-disturbing activity for which permit is required
unless the applicant submits with his application an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan
for approval (unless otherwise exempted by this Ordinance), and certifies, after approval,
that the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be followed.

Where the land-disturbing activity results from the construction or location of a single-
family residence, an Agreement in lieu of plans may be substituted for an Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan if executed by the plan approving authority.

Prior to the issuance of any permit for land-disturbing activity, the person responsible for
carrying out the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan or agreement in lieu of plan shall
provide the name of the responsible land disturber who will be in charge of and
responsible for the projects land disturbance.

Electric, natural gas and telephone utility companies, interstate and intrastate natural gas
pipeline companies and railroad companies shall file general erosion and sediment
control specifications annually with the Department of Environmental Quality for review
and approval prior to performing work in Franklin County. The specifications shall apply
to:

(1)  Construction, installation or maintenance of electric, natural gas and telephone
utility lines and pipelines; and

2 Construction of the tracks, rights of way, bridges, communication facilities and
other related structures and facilities of the railroad company.

Sec. 7-25. Standards to be used in preparation and consideration.

(A)

®)

The most recent edition of the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook and
Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Regulations and the Virginia Stormwater
Management Handbook shall be available at the program administrators office as well as
online and shall be used in preparing the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan required by
this article. The county, in considering the adequacy of such Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan, shall be guided by the standards set forth in state regulations, or otherwise
included in the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook, the Virginia
Stormwater Management Handbook, or the local program manual.

In areas governed by American Electric Power's Smith Mountain Lake Shoreline
Management Plan, shoreline rip-rap shall be installed according to the following
specifications, and subject to AEP approval:
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©

(1)  Materials and design as part of an engineered plan, based on standards in the
handbook and VDOT manual and approved by the county; or,

(2) In the case of separate individual residential lots involving five hundred (500) feet
or less of shoreline, the following minimum materials and design standards may be

used:

a. Stone—Class B erosion stone, VDOT Class I, or equivalent

b. Plastic filter cloth—Exxon GTF-400 Geotextile or equivalent.

c. Temporary and permanent seeding, fertilization, and mulching rates as
specified by the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook.

d. Maximum slope ratio for riprap area—2.5 to 1.

e. Minimum vertical face height—Thirty-six (36) inches above full pond
level (795-foot contour) or to the prevailing cut line.

f. Terrace width (if needed at top of rip rap slope) shall have a minimum
width of twelve (12) feet.

g Terrace back slope ratio—Maximum 2:1.

h. Minimum thickness of rip rap layer—Twelve (12) inches.

All installation of materials shall be according to the VESC Handbook and manufacturers
specifications.

Sec. 7-26. Responsibility of property owner when work is being done by a contractor.

Whenever a land-disturbing activity is proposed to be conducted by a contractor performing
construction work pursuant to a construction contract, the preparation, submission and approval
of the required Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be the responsibility of the owner of the

land.

Sec. 7-27. Approval or disapproval.

(A)

Upon receipt of an erosion and sediment control plan submitted under this article,
together with the required fees, the program administrator shall act on such erosion and
sediment control plan within forty-five (45) days, by either approving the Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan in writing or by disapproving the Erosion and Sediment Control
Plan in writing and giving specific reasons for disapproval. The program administrator
shall approve the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan if the Erosion and Sediment Control
Plan meets the conservation standards of the county E&S program and if the person
responsible for carrying out the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan certifies that he will
properly perform the erosion and sediment control measures included in the Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan and will comply with all provisions of this article. If a temporary
sediment basin, a permanent stormwater detention basin or any other permanent feature is
a part of the approved Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, this same person must
designate, in writing the person who will be liable for necessary long-term maintenance
on these structures.
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(B)

©

D)

(E)

®

If an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is disapproved, the program administrator shall
specify such modifications, terms and conditions as will permit approval of the Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan and shall communicate such requirements to the permit
applicant.

If no action is taken by the plan approving authority within the time specified in
subsection (a) above, the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be deemed approved
and the program administrator shall issue the land-disturbing permit.

If action is taken by the plan approving authority within the time specified in subsection
(a) above, and the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is deemed disapproved, the
applicant must resubmit within six (6) months following the date of disapproval, or the
Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be deemed abandoned. If an Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan is deemed abandoned, the applicant may resubmit the Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan after the six (6) month period, however, the following shall apply:

(1)  The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be subject to a new review and all
applicable fees must be paid.

(2) The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be reviewed under the current
Department of Environmental Quality regulations in place at the time of
resubmittal.

Should a land-disturbing activity not begin within 180 days following Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan approval, or after the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is ready
for approval but the plan approval authority has not received the required performance
bond, the plan will be considered abandoned. If an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is
deemed abandoned, the following shall apply:

(1)  The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be subject to a new review and all
applicable fees must be paid.

(2) The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be reviewed under the current
Department of Environmental Quality regulations in place at the time of
resubmittal.

Should a land-disturbing activity cease for more than one hundred eighty (180) days, the
plan approval authority may evaluate the existing approved Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan to determine whether the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan still satisfies
local and state erosion and sediment control criteria and to verify that all design factors
are still valid. Should the plan approval authority determine the Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan is no longer valid, the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be deemed
abandoned. If an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is deemed abandoned, the
following shall apply:

(1)  The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be subject to a new review and all
applicable fees must be paid.

(2) The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan will be reviewed under the current
Department of Environmental Quality regulations in place at the time of
resubmittal.
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Sec. 7-28. Variances.

The VESCP authority may waive or modify any of the minimum standards that are deemed
inappropriate or too restrictive for site conditions, by granting a variance. A variance may be
granted under the following conditions:

1. At the time of plan submission, an applicant may request a variance to become part of the
approved erosion and sediment control plan. The applicant shall explain the reasons for
requesting variances in writing. Specific variances which are allowed by the VESCP
authority shall be documented in the plan.

2. During construction, the person responsible for implementing the approved plan may
request a variance in writing from the VESCP authority. The VESCP authority shall
respond in writing either approving or disapproving such a request. If the VESCP
authority does not approve a variance within 10 days of receipt of the request, the request
shall be considered to be disapproved. Following disapproval, the applicant may resubmit
a variance request with additional documentation.

3. The VESCP authority shall consider variance requests judiciously, keeping in mind both
the need of the applicant to maximize cost effectiveness and the need to protect off-site
properties and resources from damage.

Sec. 7-29. Changing an approved erosion and sediment control plan.

An Erosion and Sediment Control Plan that has been approved under this article may be changed
by the program administrator in the following cases:

1. Where inspection has revealed that the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is inadequate
to satisfy applicable regulations.

2. Where the person responsible for carrying out the approved Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan finds that because of changed circumstances or for other reasons the Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan cannot be effectively carried out, and proposed amendments,
consistent with the requirements of this article, are agreed to by the program
administrator and the person responsible for carrying out the plan.

Sec. 7-30. Reserved.

Sec. 7-31. Performance Bond.

Except as otherwise provided in this article, no erosion and sediment control permit for land-
disturbing activity shall be issued without the submittal and approval of a reasonable
performance bond to secure the required erosion and sediment control measures. Such bond may
take the form of surety, cash escrow, letter of credit, any combination thereof, or such legal
arrangement acceptable to the program administrator. Such bond shall be held by the program
authority. In the event that the applicant fails to initiate or maintain appropriate conservation
actions which may be required of him by the approved Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, the
county may utilize said bond to implement the appropriate conservation actions.

If the county takes such conservation action upon failure by the applicant or owner, the county
may collect from the applicant or owner for the difference should the amount of the reasonable
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cost of such action exceed the amount of the security held. Within sixty (60) days of the
achievement of adequate stabilization of the land-disturbing activity, such bond, cash escrow,
letter of credit or other legal arrangement or the unexpended or unobligated portion thereof, shall
be refunded to the applicant or owner or terminated. These requirements are in addition to all
other provisions of law relating to the issuance of such permits and are not intended to otherwise
affect the requirements for such permits.

For land-disturbing activities that are associated with the construction or location of a single-
family residence, an Erosion and Sediment Control Agreement may be substituted for a
performance bond to secure the required erosion and sediment control measures. The Erosion
and Sediment Control Agreement shall include the following:

1. The title of the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan;

2. The name of the plan preparer;

3. The date the plan was prepared;

4. The name and license number of the Responsible Land Disturber; and
5. The signature of the property owner.

Sec. 7-32. Long term maintenance of permanent facilities.

(A) The Administrator shall require the provision of long-term responsibility for and
maintenance of permanent Erosion and Sediment Control facilities. Such requirements
shall be set forth in an instrument recorded in the local land records prior to general
permit termination or earlier as required by the Administrator and shall at a minimum:

(1)  Be submitted to the Administrator for review and approval prior to the approval
of the Erosion and Sediment Control plan;

(2)  Bestated to run with the land;

(3)  Provide for all necessary access to the property for purposes of maintenance and
regulatory inspections;

(4)  Provide for inspections and maintenance and the submission of inspection and
maintenance reports to the Administrator; and

(5) Beenforceable by all appropriate governmental parties.

(B) At the discretion of the Administrator, such recorded instruments need not be required for
Erosion and Sediment Control facilities designed to accommodate runoff primarily from
an individual residential lot on which they are located, provided it is demonstrated to the
satisfaction of the Administrator that future maintenance of such facilities will be
addressed through an enforceable mechanism at the discretion of the Administrator.

Sec. 7-33. Closure of Erosion and Sediment Control Permit.

Post-construction record documents, also known as "as-built" drawings, are required for all
development projects that include permanent facilities for Erosion and Sediment Control. Such
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post-construction record documents shall be sealed and signed by a professional registered in the
Commonwealth of Virginia pursuant to Article 1 (54.1-400 et. seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1,
and shall include language on the record documents certifying that the permanent facilities are in
conformance with the approved Erosion and Sediment Control plan.

Sec. 7-34. Monitoring and Inspections.

(A)

®)

©

The program administrator shall provide for periodic inspections of land-disturbing
activity either through the district or through county personnel. The district may inspect,
monitor and make reports to the county, but enforcement shall be the responsibility of the
program administrator. The program administrator may require monitoring and reports
from the person responsible for carrying out the ESC plan or Agreement in Lieu of plans
to insure compliance with the approved plan and to determine whether the measures
required in the approved plans are effective in controlling erosion and sediment. The
owner, occupier or operator shall be given notice of the inspection and an opportunity to
accompany the inspectors. Inspections shall be performed in accordance with the Virginia
State Soil and Water Conservation Board's approved Alternative Inspection Program
(AIP) for Franklin County, approved February 1, 2008. See Article III.

If the program administrator determines that there is a failure to comply with the ESC
plan or Agreement in Lieu of plans, notice shall be served upon the permittee or person
responsible for carrying out the ESC plan or Agreement in Lieu of plans by registered or
certified mail to the address specified in the permit application or in the plan certification,
or by delivery, to the site of the land-disturbing activities, to the agent or employee
supervising such activities. The notice shall specify the measures needed to comply with
the ESC Plan or Agreement in Lieu of plans and shall specify the time within which such
measures shall be completed. Upon failure to comply within the time specified, the
permit may be revoked and the permittee or person responsible for carrying out the ESC
Plan or Agreement in Lieu of plans shall be deemed to be in violation of this article, and
upon conviction shall be subject to the penalties provided herein.

Upon receipt of a sworn complaint of a substantial violation of this article from a
designated inspector of the county or the district, the program administrator may, in
conjunction with or subsequent to a notice to comply as specified in subsection (b) above,
issue an order requiring that all or part of the land-disturbing activities permitted on the
site be stopped until the specified corrective measures have been taken, or, if land-
disturbing activities have commenced without an approved erosion and sediment control
plan or Agreement in Lieu of plan, requiring that all of the land-disturbing activities be
stopped until an approved ESC plan- or Agreement in Lieu of plan, or any required
permits are obtained. Where the alleged noncompliance is causing, or is in imminent
danger of causing, harmful erosion of lands or sediment deposition in waters within the
watersheds of the commonwealth, or where the land-disturbing activities have
commenced without an approved ESC plan, or any required permits, such an order may
be issued whether or not the alleged violator has been issued a notice to comply order.
The order shall be served in the same manner as a notice to comply and shall remain in
effect for seven (7) days from the date of service, pending application by the enforcing
authority or alleged violator for appropriate relief to the Circuit Court of Franklin County.
Within seven (7) days from the service of the order, it shall be the responsibility of the
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D)

owner to retain the services of a plan preparer to prepare and submit the required Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan, and notify the program administrator that a plan preparer has
been retained. Within this seven (7) day period temporary corrective measures shall be
installed to prevent harmful erosion of lands or sediment deposition in waters within the
watersheds of the commonwealth. Such temporary corrective measures shall be
maintained until an approved ESC plan and any required permits have been obtained. If
the alleged violator has not obtained a plan preparer and/or installed the necessary
temporary corrective measures within seven (7) days from the date of service of the
order, the program administrator may issue an order to the owner requiring that all
construction and other work on the site, other than corrective measures, be stopped until
an approved Erosion and Sediment Control Plan and any required permits have been
obtained.

The required Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be submitted within (30) thirty
days from the date of service of the order, unless otherwise agreed to by the program
administrator.  If the alleged violator has not submitted the required erosion and
sediment control plan within the time period authorized by the program administrator, the
program administrator may issue an order to owner requiring that ail construction and
other work on the site, other than corrective measures, be stopped until an approved
erosion and sediment control plan and any required permits have been obtained.

Sec. 7-35. Enforcement.

A)
(B)

©

A violation of any provision of this article shall be deemed a Class 1 misdemeanor.

The county, district, or board may apply to the Circuit Court of Franklin County for
injunctive relief to enjoin a violation or a threatened violation of the article, without the
necessity of showing that there is not an adequate remedy at law. Without limiting the
remedies which may be obtained in this section, any person violating or failing,
neglecting or refusing to obey any injunction, mandamus or other remedy obtained
pursuant to this section shall be subject, in the discretion of the court, to a civil penalty
not to exceed two thousand dollars ($2,000.00) for each violation.

Civil penalties:

1. A civil penalty in the amount listed on the schedule below shall be assessed for
each violation of the respective offenses:

2. Commencement of a land-disturbing activity without an approved land-disturbing
permit shall be not less than $100.00/day and no more than ($1,000.00)/day.
3. Failure to comply with the vegetative measures, structural measures, watercourse

measures or underground utility measures of the minimum standards found in the
Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook shall be up to one hundred
dollars ($100.00)/violation/day.

4, Failure to obey a stop work order shall be up to one hundred dollars
($100.00)/day.

5. Failure to stop work when a permit is revoked shall be up to one thousand dollars
($1,000.00)/day.
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D)

E)

®

(©)

B)

Each day during which the violation is found to have existed shall constitute a separate
offense. However, in no event shall a series of specified violations arising from the same
operative set of facts result in civil penalties which exceed a total of ten thousand dollars
(810,000.00), except that a series of violations arising from commencement of land-
disturbing activities without an approved Erosion and Sediment Control Plan or an
approved Erosion and Sediment Control Agreement for any site shall not result in civil
penalties which exceed a total of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00). The assessment of
civil penalties according to this schedule shall be in lieu of criminal sanctions and shall
preclude the prosecution of such violation as a misdemeanor under subsection (a) of (§
62.1-44.15:54).

Individuals who hold a Responsible Land Disturber Certification as issued by the State
Water Control Board and administered by the Virginia Department of Environmental
Quality (DEQ) are hereby considered to be the person responsible for carrying out the
plan and upon repeated violations, will be reported to DEQ for revocation of their
certification. A Responsible Land Disturber is also accountable for any and all sanctions
included in this article and is subject to the same penalties as the owner of the property.

Any civil penalties assessed by the court shall be paid into the treasury of Franklin
County, except that where the violator is the county itself, or its agent, the court shall
direct the penalty to be paid into the state treasury.

With the consent of any person who has violated or failed, neglected or refused to obey
any regulation or order of the program administrator, or any condition of a permit or any
provision of this article, the administrator may provide, in an order issued by the program
administrator against such persons, for the payment of civil charges for violations in
specific sums not to exceed the limit specified in paragraph (B) of this section. Such civil
charges shall be in lieu of any appropriate civil penalty which could be imposed under

paragraphs (B) and (C).

Except when land disturbance requiring a permit has begun without a permit, or when in
the opinion of the administrator, conditions pose an imminent danger to life, limb,
property, or to the waters of the commonwealth, this article shall be enforced as follows:

1. Issue a field correction notice listing the violations noted during inspection and
the required corrective action.

2. Send a notice to comply by certified mail, return receipt required, identifying the
violations noted in the correction letter which have not yet been corrected and
allowing ten (10) days after the receipt of the notice for the implementation of the
corrective actions.

3. Issue a stop work order by certified mail, return receipt required; requiring that all
work on the site should be stopped until the corrective measures noted in the
notice to comply are implemented. A maximum period of seven (7) days after the
receipt of the order shall be allowed to correct the violations. In addition, the land-
disturbing permit may be revoked during this period until the corrective actions
are taken. Should this permit be revoked, all construction work on the site shall be
stopped. Upon the completion of the corrective actions, the stop work order is
rescinded and the permit is reinstated.
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4, Imposition of criminal or civil penalties. Either, but not both, of these penalties
may be imposed if the seven-day period in the stop work order passes without the
implementation of necessary corrective actions. The time frame for computing the
number of days in violation shall not begin until the seven (7) days allowed for
corrective action has expired unless work was not stopped as ordered.

5. Such orders shall be issued in accordance with the Stormwater Management and
Erosion Control Manual.

Sec. 7-36. Appeals.

Final decisions of the program administrator under this article shall be subject to review by the
Franklin County Board of Supervisors, provided an appeal is filed within thirty (30) days from
any written decision by the program administrator which adversely affects the rights, duties or
privileges of the person engaging in or proposing to engage in land-disturbing activities.

Final decisions of the board of supervisors under this article shall be subject to review by Circuit
Court of Franklin County, provided an appeal is filed within thirty (30) days from the date of any
written decision by the Franklin County Board of Supervisors which adversely affects the rights,
duties or privileges of the person engaging in or proposing to engage in land-disturbing
activities.

Secs. 7-37 - 7-39. Reserved.
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Article III Alternative Inspection Program for Erosion and Sediment Control

Sec. 7-40. Alternative Inspection Program.

PURPOSE: The alternative inspection program described herein for the County of Franklin
is designed to provide the oversight of urban land-disturbing activities by effectively utilizing
local staff to meet specific urbanization trends while addressing specific environmental
conditions within the locality.

AUTHORIZATION: 62.1-44.15:52 of Title 62.1, Chapter 3.1Article 2.4 of the Code of
Virginia and 9VAC25 840-60 of the Erosion and Sediment Control Regulations.

POLICY: To most effectively utilize local staff and protect the resources of the County of
Franklin and the Commonwealth, the County of Franklin will implement an alternative
inspection program based on a system of priorities. The system of priorities will be based upon
the amount of disturbed project area, site conditions, stages of construction, and site conditions
noted on previous inspections.

IMPLEMENTATION:

1. The erosion and offsite environmental impact potential of regulated projects shall be
determined by an evaluation of the topography soil characteristics, acreage disturbed,
proximity to water resources, and proximity to adjacent property lines.

2. After plan review and a site visit, the plan reviewer and the program administrator will
assign a classification number to the project.

3. Classification numbers will be assigned to projects which address site specific erosion
potential and offsite environmental impact. These classification numbers will be used to
determine the frequency of inspections. The classification numbers will range from one
to three, one (1) requiring a less frequent inspection schedule and three (3) requiring a
more frequent inspection schedule.

4. The classification of a project may be adjusted to a higher or lower classification by the
program administrator based upon complaints, violations, inspections, and stages of
construction.

5. The classification number shall be included on the approved plan, written on the file
folder, written on the building permit application, and made a part of the project database.

BASIS FOR CLASSIFICATION: Project classifications shall be assigned to projects based
on a preliminary site visit, plan review, and utilizing the Tabular Rating System:

CLASS 1 Projects typically with total acres disturbed under two acres; greater than 150 foot buffer between disturbed
(Low) area and any property lines, water resources, or public streets; slopes are 0-7 percent and less than or
equal to 300 feet; weighted soil K-factor is less than .23 within the limits of disturbance.

CLASS 2 Projects typically with total acres disturbed under two acres; disturbed area is 50 feet to 150 feet from any
property lines, water resources, or public streets; slopes are 7-15 percent and less than or equal to 150 feet;
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(MED) weighted soil K-factor is between .23 and .36 within the limits of disturbance.

CLASS 3 Projects typically with total acres disturbed over two acres; disturbed area is less than 50 feet from any
(HIGH) property lines, water resources, or public streets; slopes are greater than 15 percent and less than or equal
to 75 feet; weighted soil K-factor is greater than .36 within the limits of disturbance.

FREQUENCY OF INSPECTIONS:

1. All permitted land-disturbing activities will be inspected at a minimum frequency
according to the following schedule:

CLASS 1 At the beginning and completion of the project and every eight weeks.
CLASS 2 At the beginning and completion of the project and at least every five weeks.
CLASS 3 At the beginning and completion of the project and at least every two weeks.

2. All inspections will be documented on an inspection log maintained as a part of each
project file. Project owners will receive copies of inspection reports with noted violations.

3. Inspection return frequency is not limited to the above schedule and will increase in
frequency due to runoff producing storm events or documented violations.

TABULAR RATING SYSTEM - EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL
FRANKLIN COUNTY, VIRGINIA

TOTAL DISTURBED ACREAGE CHECK | RATING | DISTANCE TO WATERCOURSE CHECK|RATING
Less than ¥ acre 0 0—>50 feet 5
Y% acre to one acre 3 50—100 feet 3
1 to 2 acres 5 150—300 feet 1
>2 acres- Must inspect every two weeks Greater than 300 feet 0
(High Priority)
Soil Erodibility (base on K-Factor) Distance—Downstream Adjacent

Property
Low (0.23 and lower) 1 Less than 50 feet
Moderate (0.24—.036) 3 50 feet to 150 feet
High (.037 and higher) 5 Greater than 150 feet 1
Buffer Vegetation Condition Width of Buffer
Very Good (Dense, grass, hayfield) 0 0—50 feet 5
Good (Avg. grass, forest good pasture 1 50—150 feet 3
Fair (poor grass, fair pasture) 3 150—300 feet 1
Poor (Bare soil, pavement) 5 Greater than 300 feet 0
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Critical Slope Crossing Water Course

Does the slope meet or exceed the following Yes—inspect every two weeks

criteria (High Priority)

Grade of slope—0—7%, slope length>300 feet No 0
OR

Grade of slope—7—15%, slope length>150

feet OR

Grade of slope—15%, slope length>75 feet

If yes to any of these slope conditions, rating 3

[f no, rating 0

OVERALL RATING INSPECTION RETURN FREQUENCY

(TOTAL OF THE ABOVE CATEGORIES)

If is 26-33 then Once every two (2) weeks

If is 20-26 then Once every five (5) weeks

If is 13-19 then Once every eight (8) weeks

If is 12 or less then Frequency based on criteria below

Note: Inspection return frequency is not limited to the above schedule and will increase in
frequency due to run-off producing storm events or documented violations. Also, an inspection
will be performed at the beginning and completion of all projects, regardless of rating.

Project Name: Approved By:
Date: / /

Secs. 7-41 - 7-49.  Reserved.
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Article IV. Stormwater Management

Sec. 7-50. Exemptions

(A)

®

Except as provided herein, no person may engage in any land-disturbing activity until a
Virginia Stormwater Management Program or VSMP authority permit has been issued by
the Administrator in accordance with the provisions of this Ordinance.

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Ordinance, the following activities are
exempt, unless otherwise required by federal law:

)

@)

€)

)

®)
(6)

™)

Permitted surface or deep mining operations and projects, or oil and gas
operations and projects conducted under the provisions of Title 45.1 of the Code
of Virginia;

Clearing of lands specifically for agricultural purposes and the management,
tilling, planting, or harvesting of agricultural, horticultural, or forest crops,
livestock feedlot operations, or as additionally set forth by the State Board in
regulations, including engineering operations as follows: construction of terraces,
terrace outlets, check dams, desilting basins, dikes, ponds, ditches, strip cropping,
lister furrowing, contour cultivating, contour furrowing, land drainage, and land
irrigation; however, this exception shall not apply to harvesting of forest crops
unless the area on which harvesting occurs is reforested artificially or naturally in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter 11 (§ 10.1-1100 et seq.) of Title 10.1
of the Code of Virginia or is converted to bona fide agricultural or improved
pasture use as described in Subsection B of § 10.1-1163 of Article 9 of Chapter 11
of Title 10.1 of the Code of Virginia;

Single-family residences separately built and disturbing less than one acre and not
part of a larger common plan of development or sale, including additions or
modifications to existing single-family detached residential structures.

Land disturbing activities that disturb less than one acre of land area except for
activities that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale that is one
acre or greater of disturbance

Discharges to a sanitary sewer or a combined sewer system,;

Activities under a State or federal reclamation program to return an abandoned
property to an agricultural or open land use;

Routine maintenance that is performed to maintain the original line and grade,
hydraulic capacity, or original construction of the project. The paving of an
existing road with a compacted or impervious surface and reestablishment of
existing associated ditches and shoulders shall be deemed routine maintenance if
performed in accordance with this Subsection; and
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®) Conducting land-disturbing activities in response to a public emergency where the
related work requires immediate authorization to avoid imminent endangerment
to human health or the environment. In such situations, the Administrator shall be
advised of the disturbance within seven days of commencing the land-disturbing
activity and compliance with the administrative requirements of Subsection (a) is
required within 30 days of commencing the land-disturbing activity.

Sec. 7-51. Submission and Approval of Plans; Prohibitions.

(A)

®)

©

D)

E)

No VSMP authority permit shall be issued by the Administrator, until the following items
have been submitted to and approved by the Administrator as prescribed herein:

(1) A permit application that includes a general permit registration statement;

(2)  An Erosion and Sediment Control Plan approved in accordance with the Franklin
County Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance Section 7-23, and;

3) A Stormwater Management Plan that meets the requirements of Section 7-50 of
this Ordinance.

No VSMP authority permit shall be issued until evidence of general permit coverage is
obtained.

No VSMP authority permit shall be issued until the appropriate fees have been paid and a
performance bond has been submitted and approved.

No VSMP authority permit shall be issued unless and until the permit application and
attendant materials and supporting documentation demonstrate that all land clearing;
construction, disturbance, land development and drainage will be done according to the
approved permit.

No grading, building or other local permit shall be issued for a property unless a VSMP
authority permit has been issued by the Administrator unless otherwise exempted by this
ordinance.

Sec. 7-52. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan; Contents of Plans.

(A)

The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall include the content specified
by Section 9VAC25-870-54 and must also comply with the requirements and general
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®)

©

information set forth in Chapter 880 General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from
Construction Activities 9VAC25-880-1 et seq.

The SWPPP shall be amended by the operator whenever there is a change in design,
construction, operation, or maintenance that has a significant effect on the discharge of
pollutants to state waters which is not addressed by the existing SWPPP.

The SWPPP must be maintained by the operator at a central location onsite. If an onsite
location is unavailable, notice of the SWPPP's location must be posted near the main
entrance at the construction site. Operators shall make the SWPPP available for public
review in accordance with Section II of the general permit, either electronically or in hard

copy.

Sec. 7-53. Stormwater Management Plan; Contents of Plan.

A)

The Stormwater Management Plan, required in Section 7-48 of this Ordinance, must
apply the stormwater management technical criteria set forth in Section 7-53 of this
Ordinance to the entire land-disturbing activity, consider all sources of surface runoff and
all sources of subsurface and groundwater flows converted to surface runoff, and include
the following information including but not limited to any additional information as
required by the VSMP Permit Regulations (9VAC25-870-55) and the Stormwater
Management and Erosion Control Manual:

(1)  Information on the type and location of stormwater discharges; information on the
features to which stormwater is being discharged including surface waters or karst
features, if present, and the predevelopment and post development drainage areas;

2) Contact information including the name, address, and telephone number of the
owner and the tax reference number and parcel number of the property or
properties affected;

(3) A narrative that includes a description of current site conditions and final site
conditions;

(4) A general description of the proposed stormwater management facilities and the
mechanism through which the facilities will be operated and maintained after
construction is complete;

(5) Information on the proposed stormwater management facilities, including but not
limited to:

(a) The type of facilities;

() Location, including geographic or state plain coordinates;

(c) Acres treated, and;

(d)  The surface waters or karst features, if present, into which the facility will
discharge.
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B)

©

D)

(6) Hydrologic and hydraulic computations, including runoff characteristics;

(7) Documentation and calculations verifying compliance with the water quality and
quantity requirements of Section 30-45 of this Ordinance and the Stormwater
Management and Erosion Control Manual.

(8) A map or maps of the site that depicts the topography of the site and includes at a
minimum:

(a) All contributing drainage areas;

(b)  Existing streams, ponds, culverts, ditches, wetlands, other water bodies,
and floodplains;

(c) Soil types, geologic formations if karst features are present in the area,
forest cover, and other vegetative areas;

(s)) Current land use including existing structures, roads, and locations of
known utilities and easements;

(e) Sufficient information on adjoining parcels to assess the impacts of
stormwater from the site on these parcels;

® The limits of clearing and grading, and the proposed drainage patterns on
the site;

(g)  Proposed buildings, roads, parking areas, utilities, and stormwater
management facilities; and

(h)  Proposed land use with tabulation of the percentage of surface area to be
adapted to various uses, including but not limited to planned locations of
utilities, roads, and easements.

If an operator intends to meet the water quality and/or quantity requirements set forth in
Section 7-53 of this Ordinance through the use of off-site compliance options, where
applicable, then a letter of availability from the off-site provider must be included.
Approved off-site options must achieve the necessary nutrient reductions prior to the
commencement of the applicant's land-disturbing activity except as otherwise allowed by
§ 62.1-44.15:35 of the Code of Virginia.

Elements of the stormwater management plans that include activities regulated under
Chapter 4 (§54.1-400 et seq.) of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia shall be appropriately
sealed and signed by a professional registered in the Commonwealth of Virginia pursuant
to Article 1 (§ 54.1-400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia.

A construction record drawing for permanent stormwater management facilities shall be
submitted to the Administrator except for stormwater management facilities for which
maintenance agreements are not required pursuant to Section 7-31. The construction
record drawing shall be appropriately sealed and signed by a licensed professional
registered in the Commonwealth of Virginia, pursuant to Article 1 (§ 54.1-400 et seq.) of
Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of Virginia certifying that the stormwater
management facilities have been constructed in accordance with the approved plan.
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Sec. 7-54. Pollution Prevention Plan; Contents of Plans.

(A)

B)

©

Pollution Prevention Plan, required by 9VAC25-870-56, shall be developed,
implemented, and updated as necessary and must detail the design, installation,
implementation, and maintenance of effective pollution prevention measures as specified
in 40 CFR 450.21 (d) to minimize the discharge of pollutants. At a minimum, such
measures must be designed, installed, implemented, and maintained to:

(1)  Minimize the discharge of pollutants from equipment and vehicle washing, wheel
wash water, and other wash waters. Wash waters must be treated in a sediment
basin or alternative control that provides equivalent or better treatment prior to
discharge;

(2) Minimize the exposure of building materials, building products, construction
wastes, trash, landscape materials, fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, detergents,
sanitary waste, and other materials present on the site to precipitation and to
stormwater; and

(3) Minimize the discharge of pollutants from spills and leaks and implement
chemical spill and leak prevention and response procedures.

The pollution prevention plan shall include effective best management practices to
prohibit the following discharges in accordance with 40 CFR 450 21 (e):

(1)  Wastewater from washout of concrete, unless managed by an appropriate control;

(2)  Wastewater from washout and cleanout of stucco, paint, form release oils, curing
compounds, and other construction materials;

(3)  Fuels, oils, or other pollutants used in vehicle and equipment operation and
maintenance, and;

4) Soaps or solvents used in vehicle and equipment washing.
Discharges from dewatering activities, including discharges from dewatering of trenches

and excavations, are prohibited unless managed by appropriate controls in accordance
with 40 CFR 45.21 (c).

Sec. 7-55. Review of Stormwater Management Plan.

(A)

The Administrator or any duly authorized agent of the Administrator shall review
stormwater management plans and shall approve or disapprove a stormwater
management plan according to the following:

(1)  The Administrator shall determine the completeness of a plan in accordance with
Section 7-50 of this Ordinance, and shall notify the applicant, in writing, of such
determination, within 15 calendar days of receipt. If the plan is deemed to be
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incomplete, the above written notification shall contain the reasons the plan is
deemed incomplete.

The Administrator shall have an additional 60 calendar days from the date of the
communication of completeness to review the plan, except that if a determination
of completeness is not made within the time prescribed in subdivision (1), then
plan shall be deemed complete and the Administrator shall have 60 calendar days
from the date of submission to review the plan.

The Administrator shall review any plan that has been previously disapproved,
within 45 calendar days of the date of resubmission.

For plans not approved by the Administrator, all return comments shall be
addressed by the applicant within 90 calendar days. Plans that are not resubmitted
within this time period will be subject to a new application fee and review for
current regulations.

During the review period, the plan shall be approved or disapproved and the
decision communicated in writing to the person responsible for the land-
disturbing activity or his designated agent. If the plan is not approved, the reasons
for not approving the plan shall be provided in writing. Approval or denial shall
be based on the plan's compliance with the requirements of this Ordinance and the
Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Manual.

If a plan meeting all requirements of this Ordinance is submitted and no action is
taken within the time provided above in subdivision (2) for review, the plan shall
be deemed approved.

(B) Approved stormwater plans may be modified as follows:

(1)

@

Modifications to an approved stormwater management plan shall be allowed only
after review and written approval by the Administrator. The Administrator shall
have 60 calendar days to respond in writing either approving or disapproving such
request.

The Administrator may require that an approved stormwater management plan be
amended, within a time prescribed by the Administrator, to address any
deficiencies noted during inspection.

(C) The Administrator shall require the submission of a construction record drawing for
permanent stormwater management facilities. The Administrator may elect not to require
construction record drawings for stormwater management facilities for which recorded
maintenance agreements are not required pursuant to Section 7-55 (B)

Sec. 7-56. Technical Criteria for Regulated Land Disturbing Activities.
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All land-disturbing activities shall comply with the technical criteria outlined in the
Stormwater Management and Erosion and Control Plan Manual, latest edition.

Until June 30, 2019, any land-disturbing activity for which a currently valid proffered or
conditional zoning plan, preliminary or final subdivision plat, preliminary or final site
plan or zoning with a plan of development, or any document determined by Franklin
County as being equivalent thereto, was approved by the Franklin County prior to July 1,
2012, and for which no coverage under the general permit has been issued prior to July 1,
2014, shall be considered grandfathered by the Administrator and shall not be subject to
the technical criteria of Part II B [of the Regulations], but shall be subject to the technical
criteria of Part II C [of the Regulations] for those areas that were included in the
approval, provided that the Administrator finds that such proffered or conditional zoning
plan, preliminary or final subdivision plat, preliminary or final site plan or zoning with a
plan of development, or any document determined by the Locality as being equivalent
thereto, (i) provides for a layout and (ii) the resulting land-disturbing activity will be
compliant with the requirements of Part II C. In the event that the Locality-approved
document is subsequently modified or amended in a manner such that there is no increase
over the previously approved plat or plan in the amount of phosphorus leaving each point
of discharge of the land-disturbing activity through stormwater runoff, and such that there
is no increase over the previously approved plat or plan in the volume or rate of runoff,
the grandfathering shall continue as before.

(1)  Until June 30, 2019, for local, state, and federal projects for which there has been
an obligation of local, state, or federal funding, in whole or in part, prior to July 1,
2012, or for which the Department has approved a stormwater management plan
prior to July 1, 2012, such projects shall be considered grandfathered by Franklin
County and shall not be subject to the technical requirements of Part II B of the
Regulations, but shall be subject to the technical requirements of Part II C of the
Regulations for those areas that were included in the approval.

(2)  For land-disturbing activities grandfathered under this Subsection, construction
must be completed by June 30, 2019, or portions of the project not under
construction shall become subject to the technical requirements of Part II B.

In cases where governmental bonding or public debt financing has been issued for a
project prior to July 1, 2012, such project shall be subject to the technical requirements
Part IIC of the Regulations.

The Administrator may grant exceptions to the technical requirements of Part II B or Part
II C of the Regulations, provided that (i) the exception is the minimum necessary to
afford relief, (ii) reasonable and appropriate conditions are imposed so that the intent of
the Act, the Regulations, and this Ordinance are preserved, (iii) granting the exception
will not confer any special privileges that are denied in other similar circumstances, and
(iv) exception requests are not based upon conditions or circumstances that are self-
imposed or self-created. Economic hardship alone is not sufficient reason to grant an
exception from the requirements of this Ordinance.
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(1)  Exceptions to the requirement that the land-disturbing activity obtain required
VSMP authority permit or required state permits shall not be given by the
Administrator, nor shall the Administrator approve the use of a BMP not found on
the Virginia Stormwater BMP Clearinghouse Website, or any other control
measure duly approved by the Director except where allowed under Part II C of
the regulations.

(2)  Exceptions to requirements for phosphorus reductions shall not be allowed unless
offsite options otherwise permitted pursuant to 9VAC25-870-69 have been
considered and found not available.

(E) Nothing in this Section shall preclude an operator from constructing to a more stringent
standard at their discretion.

Sec, 7-57. Performance Bond.

Prior to issuance of any permit, the Applicant shall be required to submit a reasonable
performance bond with surety, cash escrow, letter of credit, insurance bond or any combination
thereof, or such other legal arrangement acceptable to the county attorney, to ensure that
measures could be taken by the County of Franklin at the Applicant's expense should he fail,
after proper notice, within the time specified to initiate or maintain appropriate actions which
may be required of him by the permit conditions as a result of his land disturbing activity. If the
County of Franklin takes such action upon such failure by the Applicant, the Locality may
collect from the Applicant for the difference should the amount of the reasonable cost of such
action exceed the amount of the security held, if any. Within 60 days of the completion of the
requirements of the permit conditions, such bond, cash escrow, letter of credit, insurance bond or
other legal arrangement, or the unexpended or unobligated portion thereof, shall be refunded to
the Applicant or terminated.

Sec. 7-58. Long-term Maintenance of Permanent Stormwater Facilities.

(A) The Administrator shall require the provision of long-term responsibility for and
maintenance of stormwater management facilities and other techniques specified to
manage the quality and quantity of runoff. Such requirements shall be set forth in an
instrument recorded in the local land records prior to general permit termination or earlier
as required by the Administrator and shall at a minimum:

(1)  Be submitted to the Administrator for review and approval prior to the approval
of the stormwater management plan;

(2)  Be stated to run with the land;

(3)  Provide for all necessary access to the property for purposes of maintenance and
regulatory inspections;
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(4)  Provide for inspections and maintenance and the submission of inspection and
maintenance reports to the Administrator; and

(5) Be enforceable by all appropriate governmental parties.

At the discretion of the Administrator, such recorded instruments need not be required for
stormwater management facilities designed to treat stormwater runoff primarily from an
individual residential lot on which they are located, provided it is demonstrated to the
satisfaction of the Administrator that future maintenance of such facilities will be
addressed through an enforceable mechanism at the discretion of the Administrator.

If a recorded instrument is not required pursuant to Subsection 7-55 (B), the
Administrator shall develop a strategy for addressing maintenance of stormwater
management facilities designed to treat stormwater runoff primarily from an individual
residential lot on which they are located. Such a strategy may include periodic
inspections, homeowner outreach and education, or other method targeted at promoting
the long-term maintenance of such facilities. Such facilities shall not be subject to the
requirement for an inspection to be conducted by the Administrator

Sec. 7-59. Closure of Land Disturbing Activities.

Post-construction record documents, also known as "as-built" drawings, are required for all
development projects that include permanent facilities for Stormwater Management. Such post-
construction record documents shall be sealed and signed by a professional registered in the
Commonwealth of Virginia pursuant to Article 1 (54.1-400 et. seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1,
and shall include language on the record documents certifying that the permanent facilities are in
conformance with the approved Stormwater Management plan.

Sec. 7-60. Monitoring and Inspections.

A)

B)

The Administrator or any duly authorized agent of the Administrator shall inspect the
land-disturbing activity during construction for:

(1)  Compliance with the approved erosion and sediment control plan;
(2) Compliance with the approved stormwater management plan;

(3)  Development, updating, and implementation of a stormwater pollution prevention
plan; and

(4)  Development and implementation of any additional control measures necessary to
address a TMDL.

The Administrator or any duly authorized agent of the Administrator may, at reasonable
times and under reasonable circumstances, enter any establishment or upon any property,
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(B)

public or private, for the purpose of obtaining information or conducting surveys or
investigations necessary in the enforcement of the provisions of this Ordinance.

In accordance with a performance bond with surety, cash escrow, letter of credit, any
combination thereof, or such other legal arrangement or instrument, the Administrator
may also enter any establishment or upon any property, public or private, for the purpose
of initiating or maintaining appropriate actions which are required by the permit
conditions associated with a land-disturbing activity when a permittee, after proper
notice, has failed to take acceptable action within the time specified.

Pursuant to § 62.1-44.15:40 of the Code of Virginia, the Administrator may require every
VSMP authority permit applicant or permittee, or any such person subject to VSMP
authority permit requirements under this Ordinance, to furnish when requested such
application materials, plans, specifications, and other pertinent information as may be
necessary to determine the effect of his discharge on the quality of state waters, or such
other information as may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this Ordinance.

Post-construction inspections of stormwater management facilities required by the
provisions of this Ordinance shall be conducted by the Administrator or any duly
authorized agent of the Administrator pursuant to the Locality's adopted and State Board
approved inspection program, and shall occur, at minimum, at least once every five (5)
years except as may otherwise be provided for in Section 7-55.

Sec. 7-61. Enforcement.

(A)

If the Administrator determines that there is a failure to comply with the VSMP authority
permit conditions or determines there is an unauthorized discharge, notice shall be served
upon the permittee or person responsible for carrying out the permit conditions by any of
the following: verbal warnings and inspection reports, notices of corrective action,
consent special orders, and notices to comply. Written notices shall be served by
registered or certified mail to the address specified in the permit application or by
delivery at the site of the development activities to the agent or employee supervising
such activities. '

(1) The notice shall specify the measures needed to comply with the permit
conditions and shall specify the time within which such measures shall be
completed. Upon failure to comply within the time specified, a stop work order
may be issued in accordance with Subsection (b) or the permit may be revoked by
the Administrator.

(2)  If a permittee fails to comply with a notice issued in accordance with this Section
within the time specified, the Administrator may issue an order requiring the
owner, permittee, person responsible for carrying out an approved plan, or the
person conducting the land-disturbing activities without an approved plan or
required permit to cease all land-disturbing activities until the violation of the
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(E)

permit has ceased, or an approved plan and required permits are obtained, and
specified corrective measures have been completed.

Such orders shall be issued in accordance with the Stormwater Management and Erosion
Control Manual. Such orders shall become effective upon service on the person by
certified mail, return receipt requested, sent to his address specified in the land records of
the locality, or by personal delivery by an agent of the Administrator. However, if the
Administrator finds that any such violation is grossly affecting or presents an imminent
and substantial danger of causing harmful erosion of lands or sediment deposition in
waters within the watersheds of the Commonwealth or otherwise substantially impacting
water quality, it may issue, without advance notice or hearing, an emergency order
directing such person to cease immediately all land-disturbing activities on the site and
shall provide an opportunity for a hearing, after reasonable notice as to the time and place
thereof, to such person, to affirm, modify, amend, or cancel such emergency order. If a
person who has been issued an order is not complying with the terms thereof, the
Administrator may institute a proceeding for an injunction, mandamus, or other
appropriate remedy in accordance with Subsection 7-58(C).

In addition to any other remedy provided by this Ordinance, if the Administrator or his
designee determines that there is a failure to comply with the provisions of this
Ordinance, they may initiate such informal and/or formal administrative enforcement
procedures in a manner that is consistent with the Stormwater Management and Erosion
Control Manual.

Any person violating or failing, neglecting, or refusing to obey any rule, regulation,
ordinance, order, approved standard or specification, or any permit condition issued by
the Administrator may be compelled in a proceeding instituted in Franklin County Circuit
Court by the Locality to obey same and to comply therewith by injunction, mandamus or
other appropriate remedy.

Any person who violates any provision of this Ordinance or who fails, neglects, or
refuses to comply with any order of the Administrator, shall be subject to a civil penalty
not to exceed $32,500 for each violation within the discretion of the court. Each day of
violation of each requirement shall constitute a separate offense.

(1)  Violations for which a penalty may be imposed under this Subsection shall
include but not be limited to the following:

(a) No state permit registration;

(b) No SWPPP;

(© Incomplete SWPPP;

(s)) SWPPP not available for review;

(e) No approved erosion and sediment control plan;

® Failure to install stormwater BMPs or erosion and sediment controls;
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(® Stormwater BMPs or erosion and sediment controls improperly installed

or maintained;
(h) Operational deficiencies;
@) Failure to conduct required inspections;
1)) Incomplete, improper, or missed inspections; and

&) Discharges not in compliance with the requirements of Section 9VAC25-
880-70 of the general permit.

(2)  The Administrator may issue a summons for collection of the civil penalty and the
action may be prosecuted in the appropriate court.

(3) Inimposing a civil penalty pursuant to this Subsection, the court may consider the
degree of harm caused by the violation and also the economic benefit to the
violator from noncompliance.

(4)  Any civil penalties assessed by a court as a result of a summons issued by
Franklin County shall be paid into the treasury of the Franklin County to be used
for the purpose of minimizing, preventing, managing, or mitigating pollution of
the waters of the locality and abating environmental pollution therein in such
manner as the court may, by order, direct.

(F)  Notwithstanding any other civil or equitable remedy provided by this Section or by law,
any person who willfully or negligently violates any provision of this Ordinance, any
order of the Administrator, any condition of a permit, or any order of a court shall, be
guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by confinement in jail for not more than 12 months
or a fine of not less than $2,500 nor more than $32,500, or both.

Sec. 7-62. Appeals.

Final decisions of the program administrator under this article shall be subject to review by the
Franklin County Board of Supervisors, provided an appeal is filed within thirty (30) days from
any written decision by the program administrator which adversely affects the rights, duties or
privileges of the person engaging in or proposing to engage in land-disturbing activities.

Final decisions of the board of supervisors under this article shall be subject to review by Circuit
Court of Franklin County, provided an appeal is filed within thirty (30) days from the date of any
written decision by the Franklin County Board of Supervisors which adversely affects the rights,
duties or privileges of the person engaging in or proposing to engage in land-disturbing
activities.
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