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THE FRANKLIN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HELD THEIR REGULAR 
MONTHLY MEETING ON TUESDAY, JULY 20, 2010, AT 1:30 P.M., IN THE BOARD 
OF SUPERVISORS MEETING ROOM LOCATED IN THE GOVERNMENT CENTER, 
1255
 
 
 
 
 
  David Cundiff 
  n
 Bobby Thomp
 
 Richard E. Hu

Christopher 
Administrator 
Larry V. Moore
B. J. Jefferson
Sharon K. Tud

******************** 
Ch man Charles W
******************** 
Invocation was given by Supervisor Bobby Thompson. 
******************** 
Pledge of Allegiance was led by Supervisor Bobby Thomps
******************** 
PUBLIC COMMENT:

 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 104, ROCKY MOUNT, VIRGINIA. 

THERE WERE PRESENT: Charles Wagner, Chairman 
 Wayne Angell, Vice-Chairman 
 Leland Mitchell 
 Ronnie Thompson 

Russ Johnso  
 son 

OTHERS PRESENT: ff, II, County Administrator 
L. Whitlow, Asst. County 

, Asst. County Administrator 
, County Attorney 
or, MMC, Clerk 

air agner called the meeting to order. 

on. 

 
g Park in Franklin Count

 
Go
 
On ture. She was 
aba this was a 
new
 
I kn alk and exercise, so I put her on her leash and walked her 
dow . Unfortunately, because there is no leash law here, we 
we d. There 

 
It w k to ward off the stray or unleashed dogs, or not walk her 
beca am a gentle creature myself and just couldn’t bear the thought 
of h
 
Soo
and
rais
the
dog
 
I m

 Becky Bleicher – Do y 

od afternoon! 

 February 15th this year I adopted this little, sweet, humble crea
nty of love to share. I have always had cats, so ndoned and I have ple

 experience for me! But, I determined to take as good care of her as possible.  

ow that dogs need to w
n my street, Ball Park Road

re m ced by seena veral bigger, unleashed dogs that live in our neighborhoo
is e en one dog that bites!  v

as either carry a stic
use of the threats. I 

aving to strike an animal, even for protection! So, we stopped walking! 

n after, I learned of a dog park in Roanoke. I emailed the administrators of that park 
 learned how it got started, how much land they have, and how much they had to 
 to build the fencing and obtain the other items needed for the park. I have visited e

 park twice now, and Twiggy has absolutely loved it each time. She’s a very social 
 who loves people and other animals. 

ade some inquiries and soon found out that there are many people here in Franklin 
unty that are in the same situation: No place SAFE to walk their dogs. Co

 
We
in F
nee
rule
hyd
 
All 
will
agg
 
We
poli  lawn, etc. 

 are here today to respectfully request about an acre of land in one of the parks here 
ranklin County so we can then start raising money for the fencing and other items 
ded. We will have chairs and benches for the people to sit on, signage showing the 
s of the dog park, doggie water fountains, trash receptacles, maybe even a fake fire 
ant or two, and even baggies for the humans to clean up after their animals. r

dogs will have to be licensed either in Franklin County or their place of origin. There 
 be limits of three dogs per family, and each dog will have to be vaccinated, etc. No 
ressive behavior will be allowed. 

 would like this land to have at least some trees in it for the shade.  We will also be 
cing this area on our own: taking out the trash, mowing the
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We humbly and respectfully submit this request to this Board this day, July 20, 2010. 
******************** 
CO ENT AGENDANS  
AP ROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE LISTING, APPROPRIATIONS, TRANSFERS, P
CARRYOVERS & MINUTES FOR  - MAY 15 & 22, 2010 
APPROPRIATIONS 
DEPARTMENT PURPOSE ACCOUNT AMOUNT 
Board of Supervisors Rollovers/Carry forwards    3,500.00 
County Administrator Rollovers/Carry forwards   1,500.00 
Co  370.00 mmissioner of Revenue Rollovers/Carry forwards   
Tre  155.00 asurer   Rollovers/Carry forwards   
Inf Rollovers/Carry fo  1,ormation Technology rwards   200.00 
GIS   Rollovers/Carry fo  rwards   878.00 
Reg   Rollovers/Carry fo .00 istrar rwards    30,977
Fina   Rollovers/Carry fo 000.00 nce rwards    2,
Hum Rollovers/Carry fo .00 an Resources rwards    5,000
Com Rollovers/Ca y fo .00 monwealth Attorney rr rwards    1,300
Sher Rollovers/Ca .00 iff – Courts rry forwards    60,000
Sher Rollovers/Carry fo .00 iff - Law Enforcement rwards    24,390
Sher orrections Rollovers/Ca .00 iff – C rry forwards    5,500
Buil s Rollovers/Ca fo .00 ding Inspection rry rwards    5,379
Pub Rollovers/Ca .00 lic Safety rry forwards    42,019
Par ation Rollovers/Ca fo .00 ks and Recre rry rwards    4,500
Plan   Rollovers/Carry fo .00 ning rwards    9,647
Gen Rollovers/Carry fo .00 eral Properties rwards    78,000
Pub Rollovers/Carry fo .00 lic Works rwards    40,000
Soli Rollovers/Carry fod Waste rwards    118,075.00 
Eco Rollovers/Carry fo .00 nomic Development rwards    49,700
        Total  484,090.00 
Con  Carry forward:     tractually or Obligated to      

Rea
Accumulated 
Reassessment Fussessment nds    350,000.00 

Publ
EMS Billing Reven
Funds ic Safety 

ue 
   265,196.00 

Dom Remaining Grant F .00 estic Violence unds    18,557

Sher   
Project Lifesaver 
Donations .00 iff    4,637

Sher   SWAT Team Dona .00 iff tions    3,753
Sher   DARE Donations .00 iff    4,417

Sher    
Jail Pay Phone 
Commission   29,iff   726.00 

Anim
euter r 
   7,420.00 al Control 

Spay N
Program

Vouche
 

Publ
Four for Life Grant 
Funds 51,000.00 ic Safety    

Plann   
Housing Rehab Ow
Contributions 51,061.00 ing 

ners 
   

Plan   
Rewrite of Zoning 
Ordinance ,ning    124 471.00 

Franklin Cent Partner Contributio 0 er ns    26,157.0

Eco lopment 
Contribution war
Aside   160,nomic Deve

 to ds Set 
 000.00 

        ,Total  1,096 395.00 
        1,580,485.00 Grand Total
Appropriate Capital funds already budgeted:          
PC ent      51, .00 Replacem   500
Disaster Recovery     35,000.00    
We     27, .00 b Filter and Antivirus    736
Data Protect      32,5 0 ion Manager Upgrade    78.0
IT S      46, .00 erver Virtualization    300
Soft     , .00 ware Licensing    56 915
Anim intenance     ,0 0.00 al Shelter Ma    30 0
Rec enance Equipment     70, .00 reation Maint    000
Community Park Development     20,000.00    
Smi  Project      100,th Farm Park   000.00 
Eco unds     250,nomic Development F    000.00 
Job Creation Fund     0 0.00    200, 0
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Landfill Engineering        90,000.00 
Landfill Compliance        70,000.00 
Landfill Equipment        250,000.00 
Landfill Development        50,000.00 
Coll        55, .00 ection Sites 000
Lan        25, .00 dfill Gas Control 000
        Total  1,460,029.00 
     T ounty Capital Fund 
whic          

o appropriate funds in the C
h are currently budgeted 

Tra rtments and Funds nsfers Between Depa
Non

******************** 
TRA ISTRICT APPOIN

e 

NSPORTATION SAFETY COMMISSION – BOONE D TMENT 
JERRY KEITH CABANISS/TERM EXPIRES 8/30/2014 

*************** *****
201  PERMIT0 DON PALMER ANNUAL OUTDOOR OCCASION  
Don r, Promoter, is requesting approval for his 2010 Annual Outdoor Occasion 
Pe day, August 28-29, 2010.  The submitted Outdoor Occasion 
Pe
 
All f on the 2010 
Ou 2010. 
 
Pe
201
RE

 Palme
rmit for Saturday & Sun
rmit is enclosed for your review and consideration.  

pertinent agencies per County Code Section 13-29.2 have signed of
cheduled for Saturday & Sunday, August 28-29, tdoor Occasion Permit s

r County Code Section 13-29.4 the fee of $100.00 has been paid (Friday, June18, 
0) and deposited with the County Treasurer’s Office. 
COMMENDATION: 
ff recommends approval of the application as submitted per County Code Section 13-
 as presented. 

Sta
29.
************
201

1
******** 

0 JEFF WOODY ANNUAL OUTDOOR OCCASION PERMIT 
f Woody, Promoter for the Lakewood Farm Annual Outdoor Occasion event, is 

sting approval for his 2010 Annual Outdoor Occasion Permit for Sunday, 
Jef
reque
Se
rev
 
All y Code Section 13-29.2 have signed off on the 2010 
Ou
 
Pe 3-29.4 the fee of $100.00 has been paid (Thursday, June 
24, ith the County Treasurer’s Office. 
RE

ptember 12th, 2010.  The submitted Outdoor Occasion Permit is enclosed for your 
iew.  

pertinent agencies per Count
tdoor Occasion Permit scheduled for Sunday, September 12th, 2010. 

r County Code Section 1
 2010) and deposited w
COMMENDATION: 

Sta
13-
****
OF

ff recommends approval of the application as submitted per County Code Section 
29.1 as presented. 
**************** 
FICE SPACE LEASE FOR FAMILY PRESERVATION SERVICES, INC. 
ovember 2
This lease

In N 008, the County entered into a lease with Family Preservation Services, 
Inc.   is for a portion of the building owned by the County located at 40 West 
Ch
tow
ren
 
The
bee
rec oximate 
com
RE

urch Street in Rocky Mount.  The approximate 2,670 sq. ft. portion is situated 
ards the “front” street side of the building and nets $1,550/month ($6.96/sq. ft.) in 
t. 

 “rear” section of the building contains approximately 2,830 sq. ft.  This area has 
n used as the offices of our last two re-assessment programs and the decision was 
ently made to house the upcoming program here again.  The appr

re-assessment (just beginning) is June 2012. pletion date of the upcoming 
COMMENDATION:   

ily Preservation Services has expressed the intent to request a lease extension (as 
lined in the original lease).  T

Fam
out hey have been a good tenant and given the fact that the 
rea g has been designated for Wampler-Eanes Reassessment 
Firm
yea
Thi
dis
agr
the

r section of the buildin
 (through June 2012), it is recommended that the Board consider granting a one-

r extension to Family Preservation Services at the current lease rate and conditions.  
s lease would run through November 16, 2011, and may be subject to 
cussion/renewal as outlined in the lease agreement at that time.  While Board 
eement is solicited for the extension, a new public hearing will not be required since 
 option to renew was included in the original public hearing. 
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********************* 
DAILY GRIND COFFEE HOUSE 
The County owns a building at 285 South Main Street (just below the Courthouse).  The 
low mately 900 sq. ft. and houses the Daily Grind Coffee House.  
The ximately 533 sq. ft. and the County extends courtesy 
occ of Forestry for its local offices. 
 
In t
lev
sim
 
Cu David and Susan Peglar are operating under a “sub-lease” that was approved 
in 2
 
In r
the
tim s been determined that it will be proper and in the best 
inte
ent
RE ATION

er level contains approxi
 upper level is appro
upancy of this area to the Virginia Division 

he Spring of 1997, the County entered into the first agreement with regard to lower 
el being used as a deli/café.  Over the years several individuals have operated a 
ilar operation here. 

rrently 
006. 

eviewing records staff has discovered Mr. and Mrs. Peglar’s original agreement with 
 County has technically expired.  While they have continued to pay monthly rent in a 
ly manner ($325/month) it hae
rest of both parties to hold a public hearing and should the Board deem appropriate, 
er into a new lease agreement for this property. 
COMMEND :   

Staff r  requests the Board’s authorization to advertise for public hearing on 
Aug
as 
ent
term
****
201  CONTRACT

espectfully
ust 17, 2010 to consider the continued use of the property at 285 South Main Street 

a Deli/Café.  Such hearing would be a parallel request from David & Susan Peglar to 
er into a lease agreement with the County for such a continued agreement (with 

s to be agreed upon). 
******************* 
0-2011 PIEDMONT COMMUNITY SERVICES PERFORMANCE  

As vices is required 
to p
the
De
Pie
by 
 
The tablish requirements and responsibilities between 
Pie s and the Virginia Department of Mental Health, Mental 
Ret
me
pre
doc

 
App oval of the contract does not make Franklin County a party to the contract and 
cre
yea
RE

required by Virginia statute (37
rovide to the localities (Franklin

.2-508.D) Piedmont Community Ser
, Patrick, Henry Counties and the City of Martinsville) 

 FY 2010-11 Performance Contract between their agency and the Virginia 
partment of Mental Health, Mental Retardation and Substance Abuse Services.  
dmont Community Services is required to report to the Department the action taken 
each locality.  

 purpose of the contract is to es
dmont Community Service
ardation and Substance Abuse Services that are not established through other 
ans, such as statute or regulation.  The FY 2010-11 contract has not changed from 
vious years although reporting requirements continue to be simplified.  Also the 
ument has been split into three parts with the purpose of simplification: 
• Performance Contract continues as the core financial and service agreement 
• Partnership Agreement pulls out of the contract important policy 

understandings and 
• General Requirements Document 

r
ates no additional responsibility.  The contract shall be in effect for a term of one 
r, commencing on July 1, 2010 and ending on June 30, 2011.  
COMMENDATION: 
ff respectfully requests the Board of Supervisors, by resolution, authorize the County 
inistrator to execute the annual contract for FY’2010-2011 with Piedmont 

mmunity Services Board. 
****************** 
0 CONTACT PROCLAMATION

Sta
Adm
Co
****
201  
WHEREAS, CONTACT of the County of Franklin is a United Way funded non-profit 
agency serving Martinsville, Henry, Patrick and Franklin Counties; and 
 

is staffed 24 hours a day, 365 
tensive training and receive 

con ing education; and  
 
WH
cal
 

WHEREAS, CONTACT offers a telephone crisis line that 
days a year by volunteers who have gone through in

tinu

EREAS, CONTACT also provides a reassurance line in which volunteers make daily 
ls to area elderly and shut-ins who have no one else to check on them; and 
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WHEREAS, CONTACT of County of Franklin is affiliated with CONTACT USA and 
Lifeline International and must abide by a stringent accreditation policy to retain its 
affiliation with those organizations; and  
 
WH
yea
 
We klin County, Virginia, do hereby 
pro th

EREAS, CONTACT of County of Franklin was chartered in 1972 and has offered 38 
rs of continuous service to the communities it serves; now, therefore, 

the Franklin County Board of Supervisors, Fran, 
claim and declare, August 8 , 2010 as  

CONTACT SUNDAY 
 
in t  County of Franklin, hereby recognizing the contributions CONTACT has made to 
the
citi
****
2010 DROUGHT DECLARATION

he
 communities of Martinsville, Henry, Patrick and Franklin Counties, and urging 
zens to support the work of our local CONTACT organization. 
******************* 

 
WHEREAS, the drought conditions in the County verely affected 
farm
 
WH
con s; 
and
 
WH
Ser
Extension has reported that approximately 60,000 acres of pasture with pasture losses 
estim  or $4,423,680; drought conditions also affected 33,000 acres of 
hay
of 
los
Los ue to drought for the 1,700 acres of affected soybeans are estimated to be 
80% 5,800.  Similarly, 670 acres of tobacco are expected to sustain 50% or 
$1,
rep
 
WH
tha
****
AP

of Franklin have se
ers; and 

EREAS, during the growing season of this year the County of Franklin has received 
siderably less rain than normal while experiencing unseasonably high temperature
 

EREAS, the County of Franklin Food and Agriculture Council, made up of the Farm 
vice Agency, the Natural Resource Conservation Service, and Virginia Cooperative 

ated to be 80%
 land resulting in estimated losses of 55% or $3,898,877; and a total of 12,000 acres 

corn silage and 3,000 acres of corn grain were affected by drought conditions with 
ses estimated to be 65% or $3,999,600 for silage and 95% or $1,159,950 for grain.  
ses d

or $29
565,489 loss.  Livestock production and mortality losses from extreme heat 
resent a loss of approximately $1,103,750 for the month of June alone. 

EREAS, it is incumbent upon the County of Franklin Board of Supervisors to request 
t the County of Franklin be declared a state of emergency as to the economic losses. 
***************** 
PROVAL OF WATER LINE EASEMENT FOR BOONES MILL 
 Town of Boones Mill is in the process of upgrading their water system within the 
n limits.  As part of that upgrade, the Town has made a request to the County for an 
ement across the property owned by the County that is currently used for a 
enbox location.  Staff has worked with the Town’s engineer to have the easement 
 closest to the railroad tracks so as not to impede any future development of this 
cel for County purposes. 

 this easement is being granted to another political subdivision, no public hearing 

The
Tow
eas
gre
run
par
 
Sin
is r
eas
RE

ce
equired.  Mr. Jefferson, County Attorney, has reviewed the language of the proposed 
ement and finds it to be in order as modified from the original draft. 
COMMENDATION: 

Sta e County Administrator be authorized to execute this 
eas
****
PU

ff recommends that th
ement agreement once all the necessary documents are in place. 
*************** 
BLIC SAFETY VHF RADIO PAGERS BID AWARD 
lic Safety currently uses a low band paging system to notify fire and ems 

ponders of calls received for service.  The low band paging system uses 20 year old 
smitters that have several failure points that have caused outages in the past.  The 
 band paging transmitters are older radios and repair parts are becoming obsolete.  
ecember 2009, Public Safety applied for and received a Rescue Squad Assistance 
d (RSAF) grant for 50% funding, u

Pub
res
tran
low
In D
Fun p to $67,200, to purchase high band pagers to 
replace the low band pagers that are currently in service.  This grant must be utilized 
bef
 
Vol
offe

ore December 2010 to avoid loss of funding.    

unteer fire and EMS providers frequently complain that low band paging does not 
r adequate coverage into remote areas of the county in the Callaway, Fork 
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Mountain, and Endicott areas.  When the radio system was upgraded in 2006 high band 
paging was discussed as an option but funding was unavailable.  High band pagers 
offer several benefits over the low band system currently used by Public Safety.  In 
August 
com
pag
Ma
cov
wid
cov
wh
sys
 
Imp
wh
fail
sys
tran
sec ant transmitters already in place. In the 
event of a dispatch failure, paging transmitters can be accessed from any control point 
the
con
 
In 
num
pag
we
the
pag
to 
Fra ost of the pagers they purchase.  The total cost to purchase 
328 ,448.  Three hundred twenty three pagers will be enough to 
equ
fac
no 
 
Pub
fire
pur
 
On
turn
tran
RE

2009, a pilot test program was designed using funds obtained from a regional 
munications grant.  Red Valley Rescue Squad was switched over to high band 
ing using frequencies already in place in the updated communications system.  In 
rch 2010, Cool Branch Rescue was switched to the high band paging system to test 
erage in their area when poor low band coverage was a problem.  Additional county-
e tests have been conducted in areas where the low band system provides poor 
erage and the high band paging system reached remote areas without difficulty 

ere the low band signal is weak and inaudible.  To date, the the high band paging 
tem has performed flawlessly.   

lementing high band paging eliminates the need for the low band paging system 
ile offering an inherent secondary paging system.  In the event the main transmitter 
s, VHF high band pagers would use our existing 7 channel VHF high band radio 
tem for sending pages, thus eliminating the single point of failure of the low band 
smitter.  High band paging also allows portable radios to be used as pagers using 
ondary channels that are located on redund

refore any fire or EMS station, or even mobile transmitters can be used as paging 
trol points.    

preparation for this summary, Public Safety advertized and solicited bids from 
erous radio equipment vendors throughout the United States.  VHF high band 
ers are unavailable for purchase on the state contract purchasing system.  Bids 

re received from 5 vendors and Radio Communications of Roanoke Virginia provided 
 lowest bid of $416.00 per pager.  The bid would allow the county to purchase 323 
ers for $134,368.00.  Additionally, Henry County Public Safety requests permission 

purchase 5 pagers at a cost of $2,080 on our bid.  Henry County will reimburse 
nklin County the full c

pagers will be $136 
ip all active fire and EMS providers that currently respond to calls.  Programming to 

ilitate high band paging was included in the latest CAD dispatch system upgrade so 
expense will be necessary for dispatch to switch from low band paging.   

lic Safety requests a one time CIP funding match of $67,200 to completely switch all 
 and ems agencies to high band paging.  This $67,200 covers half the expense of 
chasing and is allocated in the 2010-2011 CIP budget in line item #30-0188.   

ce the switch to high band paging is completed, the low band paging system can be 
ed off and removed from service.  This will eliminate expenses used to maintain the 
smitters from the communications budget.  

COMMENDATION:   
ff respectfully recommends the Board approve the purchase of 328 VHF high band 
ers from Radio Communications in Roanoke at a cost of $134,368.00 as outlined in 
 summary. 
************** 

Sta
pag
this
****
PA

*
Y DAY LENDING IN THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
mitted is a letter dated June 8, 2010, from the City of Staunton, requesting that 

nklin County join in their efforts to request protection against predatory lending 
nted by the Federal government to military personnel and their families  be extended 

ery citizen in the Commonwealth.  The submitted chart shows the APR of payday 

Sub
Fra
gra
to e
loans un
sub
RE

v
der the legislation passed by the General Assembly in March 2008.  Also 

mitted is the resolution passed by the City of Staunton. 
COMMENDATION: 
vide direction to the staff on whether the Board wishes to pass a resolution similar to Pro

the
RESOLUTION 

ERAL ASSEMBLY AND GOVERNOR  
TO PROHIBIT 

 City of Staunton. 

OF  
THE COUNTY OF FRANKLIN, VIRGINIA 

SEEKING ACTION BY THE 
GEN

ALL PREDATORY, USURIOUS LENDING PRACTICES  
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IN THE 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Frank Virginia, represents the 
citizens of Franklin County, Virginia; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Super es the 
citizens of F
usu
inc ve women and men called to serve in 
the nited States armed services; 
 
 
con
sen
Virg
 
 eneral Assembly and the Governor of 
Virg  add
enactment 
pra
 
 
Co
Go rnor of the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby requested to enact laws strictly 
prohibiting 
limi
 

fees or charges of any 
kind,  for any consumer credit extended in the Commonwealth of 
V

************
AUTH

lin County, 

visors of Franklin County, Virginia, believ
ranklin County remain concerned over what are perceived to be predatory, 

rious lending practices in Franklin County and elsewhere in the Commonwealth, 
luding practices that can exploit dedicated, bra
 U

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia, shares these 
tinuing concerns and intends through this Resolution to express the collective 
timents and will of Staunton citizens that the General Assembly and Governor of 
inia need to take action to prohibit all predatory, usurious lending practices; and 

WHEREAS, it is essential that the G
inia ress this matter as a high priority at the next legislative session, leading to 

of laws strictly prohibiting and deterring all predatory, usurious lending 
ctices in the Commonwealth of Virginia. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Franklin 
unty, Virginia that, at the next legislative session, the General Assembly and the 
ve

and deterring all predatory, usurious lending practices, including but not 
ted to provisions that would: 

1. Impose an interest rate cap of thirty-six percent (36%), calculated as 
an effective annual percentage rate including all 

irginia; 
 

2. Prohibit a creditor’s use of a personal check or other device as a 
means, directly or indirectly, to gain access to a consumer’s bank 
account; and 

 
 

3. Incorporate into the Virginia Code the protections regarding consumer 
credit to military personnel as reflected in the Military Lending Act, 10 
United States Code Section 987. 
*********** 

ORIZATION TO SOLICIT FOR OCCASIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES 
q ting authStaff is re u orization from the Board to advertise and solicit 

Architect/Engineering and Services for Water and Sewer Analysis; Soil and Erosion, 
Storm 
for Commu
submit
divided into e County retains the right to select A/E proposals for 
any service eems in its best interest. 
 
Th
eng
throug
decide perience in the proposals 
refl ing the work.  There are also 
tim
 
Fun
pro
 
In c
fou
a r
eco

es

water, Subdivision, Site Plan review; and engineering services as may be needed 
nity and Economic Development projects of an occasional nature. The 

ted AD/RFP is for your review and comment, and indicates the services are 
ree components. Thth

s or projects as it d

e “RFP” for more general services allows us to turn to one or more selected 
ineers for help with economic and community development projects, without going 

h procurement each time, if in our interest to do so.  For instance, if the Board 
d upon a project to implement, we might find that the ex

e selected firm, without biddected our needs and use th
es when we might like to have someone to turn to on development issues for advice. 

ds are available in the Planning, Landfill, Administrative and other budgets to 
vide for their services. 

onsidering the need for the occasional engineering services proposals, staff has 
nd that the ability to be able to negotiate a project scope, timeline and budget with 
eputable, capable firm occurs with infrequent regularity—for instance, fast-paced 
nomic development projects, emergency circumstances related to building 
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maintenance, planning and design efforts regarding public utilities and governmental 
buildings that may either be routine functions or special projects.  The project may be 
a small job, but still very important and timeliness is usually a factor.  Having 
adv
ord
the
ser
wh
and
 
No
ser
des
con
and
 
Fun
the
pur
req
RE

ertised for occasional engineering services and contracting with different firms in 
er to access their specialty, projects may be negotiated on an individual basis as 
y occur.  There will also continue to be instances when the need to advertise for 
vices will be the best option for the County; for instance, with large-scale projects 
ere several consultants in the region or state may provide the services required 
 the County wishes to solicit proposals to evaluate the best provider. 

 firm would be guaranteed any work nor engaged except in the event that its 
vices and fees were quoted at the request of the County Administrator or his 
ignee, negotiated to a satisfactory level, and determined by the County to be in 
formity with a standard of service that is cost-effective, of high quality, efficient, 
 timely. 

ding for any project would be from the department’s annual budget which required 
 services, or from the economic/industrial budget if the services were for that 
pose, or another funding source designated by the Board of Supervisors at the 
uest of the County Administrator. 
COMMENDATION: 
ff requests Board authorization to solicit for A/E Services as submitted.  Staff would 
mmend that th

Sta
rec e Board authorize the County Administrator to follow procurement 
pro
a re
****
LO

o
cedures and award contracts as deemed in the County’s best interest, following with 
port to the Board for ratification of these actions. 
***************** 
NG TERM CARE INSURANCE 
 Commonwealth of Virginia has established a Virginia Voluntary Group Long Term 
e Insurance Program in which employees of 

The
Car local governments, local officers and 
tea  code may participate.  This program is being offered 
thro
Ge
 
Loc
ent to participate in 
the nt period.  Staff executed this adoption agreement with the 
und cessary.  By enrolling by the July 16th 
dea
bei
dat
for 
abl
yea
 
The e is no cost to the County to offer this program other than we have the option of 
offe
of t
100
indi
cho
qua
 
Off
em
Re
will
abs
 
Fea ry long term care program include:  

chers as defined by the state
ugh the Virginia Retirement System and administered by the insurance carrier 

nworth. 

al governments wishing to make this program available to their employees had to 
er into an Employer Adoption Agreement no later than July 16, 2010 
 fall 2010 open enrollme
erstanding that it could be rescinded, if ne
dline, County employees will be eligible to enroll themselves without the worry of 

ng denied due to current health issues.  If this program was not offered until a later 
e, employees would be subject to medical underwriting and maybe denied coverage 
pre-existing conditions.  Neither the Virginia Retirement System nor Genworth are 
e to say at this time whether another open enrollment period will be available next 
r.   

r
ring it through payroll deduction and the County submitting the premiums on behalf 
he employees.  The program is strictly voluntary and employees who enroll will pay 
% of the premiums for whatever level of coverage they sign up for.  The cost to 
vidual employees will vary based on age and the plan choice.  Employees can also 
ose to enroll spouses, parents, and grandparents under certain condition and 
lification requirements.   

ering this insurance option is not unlike other insurance options that we offer to our 
ployees and since this program is sponsored by and offered through the Virginia 
tirement System at the employees’ cost, it is quite possible that the group rates that 
 be made available will be superior to what can be bought on the open market in the 
ence of the group purchasing power afforded by the VRS program. 

tures of the volunta
1) Employees who are eligible for the new open enrollment period will not have to 

provide evidence of insurability. 
2) New employees do not have to provide proof of insurability if they enroll within 60 

days of new employment. 
3) Group rates are more affordable and will vary based on age and the plan choice. 
4) Employees can pay the premium through payroll deduction. 
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5) Coverage is fully portable when employment with the County ends. 
6) Program is available to spouses and eligible family members. 
7) Employees can choose from one of three benefit increase options that will allow 

them to increase their coverage over time to help protect against the rising costs 
of care. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends that the Board ratify the County’s agreement to allow its employees 

participate in this voluntary program for long term care insurance sponsored by the 
rginia Retirement System. 

to 
Vi
(RESOLUTION #01-07-2010) 
BE , by the Board of Supervisors to approve the consent 
age
 

  AS FOLLOWS: 
 f, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
****
SU

 IT THEREFORE RESOLVED
nda items as presented above. 

MOTION BY:   David Cundiff 
SECONDED BY:  Leland Mitchell 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS
AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundif

*************** 
STAINABLE COMMUNITIES INITIATIVE GRANT 
on Burdick, Senior Planner/Current PlannAar ing Manager, advised the Board the 

Co to HUD for a 
Sust ts that integrate 
housing an ve land use 
and zoning
Co nitie
 
The  Program is to 
sup
org
dev
pro
 
The
and
con  non-profit (Council of 
Co nity Services), a MPO/RVARC, other localities that make up 50% or more of the 
pop
des
from
 
In a
est
part
and
pro
act
reg
com
me
 
The
am
150 that are in the population range in which the 
Ro
200
stro
 
CO

nsolidated Appropriations Action, 2010, provided $150,000,000 
ainable  t prov  effor Communities Initiative o im e regional planning

d transportation decisions, and increase the capacity to impro
 .  Of that appropriation, $100,000,000 is available for the Sustainable 

mmu s Regional Planning Grant Program.  

 goal of the Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant
port multi-jurisdictional regional planning efforts by local governments and partner 
anizations that integrate housing, land use, workforce development, economic 
elopment, transportation, and environmental decision-making in a manner that 
motes sustainable communities in our region over the next 20 years. 

 Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant project would be for three years 
 require engagement from a consortium, who would apply for the grant.  The 
sortium must include the City of Roanoke (as the “core city”), a

mmu
ulation of the region. In addition, the grant application requires a single entity 
ignated as the lead applicant, and documented commitments and in-kind matches 
 consortium members. 

ddition to the members that make up the consortium, a stakeholder group would be 
ablished and would be heavily involved in the project.  The legislation speaks to 

cipation and decision-making in developing and implementing a long range vision i
 project for the region by populations traditionally marginalized in public planning 
cesses. The stakeholder group would include, but not be limited to, community 
ion groups, minority groups, environmental groups, state agencies, as well as 
ional groups within the profession fields of finance, utilities, economic development, 
merce, home building, and industry. Please see the submitted draft consortium 

mber and stakeholder list provided by RVARC. 

 Grant is competitive. Based upon the population of the Roanoke MSA, the grant 
ount that can be applied for is between $200,000 and $2,000,000. There are about 

regional authorities, nationwide,  
anoke MSA would compete.  The total amount of funds allocated for regions in the 
,000 to 500,000 population range is $25,000,000. Therefore, the competition will be 
ng for these grant funds.   

NSIDERATIONS:  The Grant requires a 20% in-kind, which would consist of staff 
rs from members of consortium.  No financial match is required. 

t of the ten activities which are eligible for grant funding, RVARC is proposing to 
elop a comprehensive Regional Plan for Sustainable Development.  Each 
lication will be scored by the HUD based on 10 criteria.  Those applicants who 
mit a project achieving a specified threshold score will qualify for a Preferred 

stainability Status.  The benefits of obtaining this status include 

hou
 
Ou
dev
app
sub
Su access to additional 
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resources and “additional points” when scoring for sustainable related grant programs 
managed by other agencies such as DOT, and EPA.   
 
RVAR
pro
in-k e to RVARC by 
Jul 23.  The scope of work is still being developed by RVARC and the other members 
of t
exi
pla
enh
Aug
RE

C has requested that a letter of support/memorandum of understanding be 
vided that specifies that the County will participate in the consortium and will supply 
ind staff for meetings and plan development. The letter needs to b

y 
he consortium; however any project that would be applied for would utilize several 
sting regional plans, and would entail updating critical data and consolidating these 
ns into a region-wide sustainable communities plan that would outline key projects to 
ance the region’s economic competitiveness.  The full grant application is due 
ust 23. 

COMMENDATION: If the Board is in favor of endorsing the Roanoke Valley 
ghany Regional Commission’s efforts to apply for the Department of Housing and 
an Development’s Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant, Staff 
pectfully requests the Board authorize the County Administrator to send a letter of 
port/memorandum of understanding and take other appropriate actions moving 
ard to assist in RVARC’s efforts to obtain the HUD Regional Planning Grant.     

Alle
Urb
res
sup
forw
 

Co

City of Salem 
 Roanoke C
• Franklin
• Botetou
•

y Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

 

 

Blue Ridge Independent Living Center 
ssociation 

ntal Quality 
ion and Recreation 
tion 

ounty Chamber of Commerce 
eau 

Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant Program 
DRAFT - Proposed List of Consortium Members and Stakeholders 

July 8, 2010 
nsortium 
• Roanoke Valley-Alleghany Regional Commission 
• Council of Community Services 
• City of Roanoke 
• 
• ounty 

 County 
rt County 

 Craig County 
• Roanoke Valle
• Virginia Western Community College 

 
Stakeholders 

• Alleghany County 
• Town of Rocky Mount 
• Town of Vinton 
• Town of Clifton Forge 
• Roanoke Regional Partnership
• Valley Metro 
• Roanoke Valley Greenway Commission
• RADAR 
• Total Action Against Poverty 

League of Older Americans • 
• 
• Homebuilders A
• Appalachian Power 

n• Roa oke Gas 
vironme• Virginia Department of En

• Virginia Department of Conservat
• Virginia Department of Transporta
• Western Virginia Land Trust   
• Cool Cities Coalition  

st• We ern Virginia Workforce Development Board 
• Roa oke Regional Chamber of Commerce n
• Salem-Roanoke C
• Roanoke Valley Convention & Visitors Bur
• Western Virginia Water Authority 
• Ferrum College 
• Roanoke College 
• Hollins College 

 



 
 

Th
co
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e following PowerPoint presentation was presented for the Board’s review and 
nsideration: 

HUD

Sustainable 
Communities Initiative

July 8, 2010

 

Grant Overview

$100 Million HUD administered grant 
program to improve regional planning 
efforts that integrate housing, land use, 
economic and workforce development, 

transportation, and infrastructure through 
changes in policy, land use, and investments 

over a 20+ year planning horizon.

 

Grant Overview

To accommodate the goal of a Regional Plan for 
Sustainable Development leaders need to 
consider:

(1) Economic competitiveness and revitalization; 
(2) social equity, inclusion, and access to 

opportunity; 
(3) energy use and climate change; and 
(4) public health and environmental impact. 
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Grant Requirements (as applied to 
Roanoke/RVARC Region)

•Region defined as MSA or 
MPO.

•Can apply for $200,000 to 
$2 million

•20% match (in kind) 
required from consortium 
members

•Grant due August 23

 
Grant Requirements (as applied to 
Roanoke/RVARC Region)

• Consortium makes grant application
– Consortium must include City of Roanoke
– Consortium must include non-profit
– Consortium must include MPO/RVARC
– Other localities that make up 50% or more of the 

population.
– Single entity must be designated as lead applicant
– Commitments and in-kind matches must be 

documented for grant application

Need commitments by July 23

 

Other Information

• RVARC can apply if consortium agrees we should submit 
a regional grant project.

• Grant project would be for three year period and require 
engagement from consortium members, other 
stakeholders, and public.

• Plan would likely require the use of a consultant(s).
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Eligible Activities

1. Establish coordinated intergovernmental planning and 
secure agreements.

2. Develop a comprehensive Regional Plan for 
Sustainable Development

3. Identify immediate and long-term policies that can be 
implemented by local governments

4. Align infrastructure investments to ensure equitable 
land use planning.

5. Ensure public decision-making and meaningful resident 
participation.

6. Identify measures to track the progress

 
 

Eligible Activities

7. Strengthen management and decision-
making capacities of government units

8.  Preparation of administrative and 
regulatory measures

9. Studies and research on the legal authority 
to make revisions to code/legislation

10. Technical planning studies concerning 
local development issues.

 

Preferred Sustainability Status

• Applicants achieving a specified threshold 
score will qualify for Preferred Sustainability 
Status.

• Benefits include access to additional 
resources and extra scoring for sustainable 
related grant programs managed by other 
agencies such as HUD, DOT and EPA
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Other Benefits

• Empowers localities to integrate housing, 
land use, economic and workforce 
development, transportation, and 
infrastructure investments.

• Brings together non-traditional groups to 
help localities develop their priorities in 
with a regional and sustainable perspective.

 

The Consolidated Appropriations 
Action of 2010

• Provides $150 million to HUD to improve regional 
planning efforts to integrate housing and 
transportation in land use and zoning decisions

• $100 million is available for the Sustainable 
Communities Regional Planning Grant 
Program
– Support multi‐jurisdictional regional planning efforts 
to promote sustainable communities in our region 
over the next 20 years

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 2

 

Integration

• Housing
• Transportation
• Land Use
• Zoning
• Workforce Development
• Economic Development
• Environment

7/20/2010
Sustainable Communities Initiative

3
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Sustainable Communities Regional 
Planning Grant

• Regional Application
• Requires

– Core City 
(City of Roanoke)

– Non‐profit 
(Council of Community Services)

– Metropolitan Planning 
Organization or
Metropolitan Statistical Area

– Sign on by localities 
• 50% of regional population

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 4

 

Sustainable Communities Regional 
Planning Grant

• Single entity serving as lead applicant (RVARC)
• Documented commitments and in‐kind matches 
from consortium members

• Stakeholder group
– Made up of populations traditionally marginalized in 
public planning processes

• Community Action Groups
• Minority Groups
• Environmental Groups
• State Agencies
• Regional Groups‐ finance, utilities, economic development, 
commerce

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 5

 

Sustainable Communities Regional 
Planning Grant

• Grant is competitive‐ 150 regional 
authorities competing for $25 million

• Grant amount‐ $200k ‐ $2 million

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 6
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CONSIDERATIONS

• 20% in‐kind match, consisting of staff hours.

• No financial match is required.

• RVARC is proposing to develop a comprehensive 
Regional Plan for Sustainable Development.

• Scope of work being finalized.

• Applicants achieving a specified score will qualify 
for a “Preferred Sustainability Status.”
– Provide access to additional resources from other 
agencies such as DOT and EPA.

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 7

 

CONSIDERATIONS

• Franklin County is the fastest growing locality within the 
Roanoke MSA.
– Prediction is that this will continue, as such we want to be at the 

table when regional decisions are made.
• Grant offers the opportunity to look at issues regionally.

– Lack of Utilities (natural gas)
– Transportation Infrastructure
– Stormwater Management
– Alternative Energy

• Opportunity to review, update, and consolidate existing 
“shelved” plans.

• Offers opportunity for scenario planning.

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 8

 

REQUESTS

• RVARC is requesting a letter of support that 
localities will participate in the consortium 
and will supply in‐kind staff for meetings and 
plan development.

• Grant application is due August 23.

• Prior to deadline, the full scope will be 
provided to the Board, and the Board will be 
asked for specific staffing commitments.

7/20/2010 Sustainable Communities Initiative 9

 
(RESOLUTION #02-07-2010) 

T THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to forward a letter of 
pport that Franklin County will participate in the consortium and will supply in-kind 

staff for meetings and plan development for the Sustainable Communities Initiative 
nt. 

 MOTION BY:   Bobby Thompson 

BE I
su

Gra
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SECONDED BY:  David Cundiff 
 VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
************
RU

******* 
RAL LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION 2035 PLAN 
on Burdick, Senior Planner/current Planning Manager, stated over the past several 
rs a team composed of VDOT, several consulting groups, Planning District 

mmissions, and local governments have been working together to put together a 
lti-modal 

Aar
yea
Co
mu g District 
Co
 
The functio as of each 
Planning D
imp
pla  updated as needed.  It is envisioned that each regional plan 
will
RE

Regional Rural Long-Range Transportation Plan for each Plannin
mmission in the Commonwealth of Virginia.   

 nal classification transportation system within the rural are
istrict Commission has been evaluated, and a range of transportation 

rovem ts are recommended that can best satisfy existing and future needs. The en
n will be reviewed and
 be used to identify transportation funding priorities in the future. 
COMMENDATIONS: 
ft recommendations for each Planning District Commission are broken down by 

ality, which came from a number of sources and reflects analysis: 
1. Needs-based recommendations from the following sources: 

a. Safety locations based on review of statewide crash database. 
b. Bridge deficiencies based on review of the statewide structures 

database. 

Dra
loc

 improvements or total reconstruction. 

3. Re
state

 
The draft recomm
two corresp
being aske
 
MOVING FORW

c. Segments operating at a Level of Service D or worse based on the 
output from the SPS Database. Improvements to address these 
deficiencies may include the following:  spot improvements, widening 
existing lanes, widening roadways by constructing additional lanes. 

d. Segments identified as being geometrically deficient based upon a 
combination of existing lane widths and existing/projected traffic 
volumes.   Improvements to address these deficiencies generally 
include either spot

e. Field reviews and analysis of detailed study locations.  These locations 
were identified by local staffs and analysis was conducted in the field 
by the consultants.   

2. Compilation of recommendations from other sources, including : 
a. High Risk Rural Road Studies 
b. Small Urban Area Plans 
c. Local Comprehensive Plans  

tudies, including Smd. Other S ith Mountain Lake Corridor Study 
commendations developed by VDOT for key roadways of regional and/or 

wide significance.  

endations are shown on the submitted table.  The number in column 
ame number shown on the submitted map.  Franklin County is onds to the s

d to review the recommendations as shown on the attachments.   

ARD: 
week of July 12, Franklin County Staff and VDOT will be reviewing the 

dations for accuracy and completeness.  Staff will provide the 
• During the 

proposed r
Board w
Meeting VD
Board with a 

• Followi ly requests the Board to 
review omments to Staff by August 6.  
Staff fr available to answer any 
questions 

off 
• nce all comments have been received by the BOS, the Consultants will make all 

ecommen
ith any recommendations at the July 20 Meeting.  At the July 20 BOS 

OT and West Piedmont Planning District Commission will provide the 
more detailed summary of the Regional Rural Long-Range 

Transportation Plan, and discuss its relationship to future transportation funding 
priorities as the secondary and primary six-year plan process changes.   

ng the July 20, 2010 Board Meeting, staff respectful
the submitted recommendations and provide c
om Franklin County, VDOT, and WPPD will be 

 during the review period.  It is important that the Board is comfortable with 
tions being proposed for the areas identified as deficient.  For the recommenda

example, are there roads that should not be on the plan, or some that have been left 
that should be included. 

O
necessary changes and a public outreach meeting with be held sometime in 
September or October.   
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• After the public hearing, WPPDC will come back to the Board with any public 

comments and request an endorsement of the Plan in the form of a letter of support.  
The Rural Long-Range Plan does not require local adoption. 

istrict Board of Commissioners for adoption 

• Once all localities have endorsed the Plan, it will go to the WPPDC Technical 
Advisory Committee for its recommendation to the WPPD Board of Commissioners. 

• The Plan will then go to the Planning D
once properly advertised and a hearing is held. 

• Following adoption, Franklin County may want to adopt all or sections of the Rural 
Long Range Plan as an appendix to the 2025 Comprehensive Plan. 
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120670507 25 Franklin Blue Ridge 602 to VA 805 operate at LOS 
E in 2035. 
(Source: 3) 

VA 40 from VA 
Congestion: 
Segment will 

Long-Term:  
Congestion: 03300400 Rural - 2 
Rural - 2 Lane 
24 Feet 
(Source: 3) 

60 Lane 24 
Feet 

N/A   

120670601 26 Franklin Blue Ridge VA 767 from VA 
690 to VA 805 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 24 
Feet 
(Source: 1) 

03307670
20 N/A N/A 

Need Year: 
2030; lane 

width (9) and 
number of lan

Geometric 

es 
(2) 

120670608 32 Franklin Blue Ridge 
VA 860 from VA 
40 to Floyd 
County Limit 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Defic
(So

Long-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 24 

eet 
urc

03308600
10 

Geometric 
Need Year: 
2007; lane 

 and
ane

iency 
urce: 3) F

(So e: 1) 

N/A N/A width (8)
number of l

(2) 

 
s 

120670609 33 Franklin Blue Ridge 
VA 623 from VA 
605 South to 
Patrick County 
Limit 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 22 
Feet 
(Sour

03306230
40 

Rural - 2 
Lane 22 N/A 

Geometric 
Need Year: 

2007 

Long

ce: 3) 
Feet 

120670786 91 Franklin Blue Ridge 

VA
Br
from US 40 to 
VA 864 (Over 
NS Railroad) 

S
I
nee
replacement. 
(Source: 5) 

-
fety

Replac
bridge
(Source: 4) 

    

ear
I vement
Pro am, FY 

2013, UPC No. 
90089 

 927 (Iron 
idge Road) 

afety: 
dentified as 

ding bridge 

Short
Sa

Term:  
: 
e 

 
  

VDOT Six Y
mpro

gr

 
 

120670005 5 Franklin Boone 
US  220 at VA 
919 (Grassy Hill 
Road) 

S
a
exc
planning 
threshold (nine 
crashes over 
t
p
(

Short-
afety: Crashes 
t this location 

eed the 

hree-year 
eriod). 
Source: 1, 4) 

Term:  
Safe
Rem
ob

ty
o

stru
from r
way.  
Long-Term:  
Safety

uld
 s

roadw
(Sour

N/A N/A N/A   

: 
ve 
ctions 
ight-of 

: Widen 
ers on 
ides of 
ay. 

ce: 1) 

sho
both

120670013 8 Franklin Boone 
US
691 (Burgess 
Road) 

Safety: Crashes 
at this location 
exc
p
t
c
t
p
Vegetation at 
i
re
d
(

Short-Term:  
Safety: 

o
ru

om r
y.  

Long-
Safety
should
both s
roadw

ur

N/A   
 220  at VA 

eed the 
lanning 
hreshold (nine 
rashes over 
hree-year 
eriod). 

Rem
obst
fr
wa

ntersection 
stricts sight 

istance. 
Source: 1, 4) (So

ve 
ctions 
ight-of 

Term:  
: Widen 

N/A N/A 

ers on 
ides of 
ay. 

ce: 1) 

120670014 9 Franklin Boone US 220  at VA 
697 

S
a
e
planning 
threshold (nine 
crashes over 
three-year 
period). 
V
i
re
d
(  4) 

Short-
Safety
Remove 
obstructions 
from r
way.  
Long-
Safety
hould

 s

(Sour

VDOT has 
traffic data for 

this 
intersection? 

afety: Crashes 
t this location 
xceed the 

egetation at 
ntersection 

stricts sight 
istance. 
Source: 1,

s
both
roadw

Term:  
: 

ight-of 

Term:  
: Widen 
ers on 
ides of 
ay. 

ce: 1) 

N/A N/A N/A 

120670016 11 Franklin Boone 
US 220 from 
Roanoke 
County Limit to 
Wirtz Road 

Safety: 
Vegetation 
along roadway 
restricts sight 
distance. 
Narrow 
shoulders on 
both sides of 

Short-Term:  
Safety
Remo
obstructions 
from right-of 
way.  
Long-
Safety

N/A N/A N/A 

This big 
segment covers 
the original four 

records from 
the DSL list: 
120670007, 
120670008, 
120670009, 

: 
ve 

Term:  
: Widen 
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roadway. 
(Source: 1) 

shoulders on 
both sides of 
roadway. 
(Source: 1) 

120670011 

12067 in 
Boone* 

Mount] 

US 2
635 

Safety: Crashes 
at this location 
e
p
t
c
t
period). 
(Source: 4) 

Long-

0201 13 Frankl [Blackwater
/ Rocky 

20 at VA 
xceed the 
lanning 
hreshold (nine 
rashes over 
hree-year 
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Safety
Defici
with lo
priority

ntin
onito
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impro

: 
ency 
w 
: 
ue to 
r for 

tial 
vements.
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(Sour

N/A A  

ce: 1) 

N/A N/  

120670301 17 
Franklin 
(Town of 

Boones Mill) 
Boone US 220 at VA 

684 

Safety: Need for 
improvement 
was identified 
by SMS 
database. 
(Source: 2) 

Long-
Safety
Form
existi
inform
Boon
Bapti
(US H
& Route 1605) 
off of Route 
220 in Boones 
Mill.  Estimate 
20 spaces.  
Added at 
request of 
RVARC & 
West 
Piedmont 
PNR Study; 
VDOT 
recommends 
to combine 
smaller lots 
into 1 larger 
lot in a single 
location. 
(Source: 2) 

N/A N/A 

aliz
e 
ting 
rmal 

lot at 
ones 

Mill 
Baptist 

rch 

Hwy 
 & 

f of 
te 

220 in 
Boones 

Mill.  
Estimat

e 20 
spaces.  
Added 

at 
uest 
of 

est 
Piedmo

R 
; 

 to 
e 
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r 
a 

ngle 
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Term:  
: 

alize 
ng 
al lot at 

es Mill 
st Church 
wy 220 

Form

exis
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Bo

Chu
(US 

220
Route 
1605) 
of
Rou

req

RVARC 
& W

nt PN
Study
VDOT 

recomm
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smalle
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lot in 
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120670605 29 Franklin Boone VA 775 from VA 
220 to VA 697 

S
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

Long-
Safety
2 Lane
Feet 
(Source: 1) 

07750
20 N/A 

etric 
Need Year: 
2007; lane 

width (8) and 
number of lanes 

(2) 

afety: Term:  
: Rural - 
 24 033 N/A 

Geom

120670607 31 Franklin Boone 
VA 635 from VA 
634 South to 
VA 681 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 24 
Feet 
(Source: 3) 

03306350
10  

Geometric 
Need Year: 

2015 

Rural - 2 
Lane 24 

Feet 
N/A

120670714 40 Franklin Boone 

US 220 
(Virgil H. Goode 
Highway) at VA 
739 (Bethlehem 
Road) 

Safety: 
Clearance 
intervals of 
signals appear 
to be 
substandard. 
(Source: 7) 

Short-Term:  
Safety: 
Review signal 
timing and 
retime 
intervals if 
needed. 
(Source: 6) 

N/A N/A N/A HRRR  

12067 in 
Boone*     VA 116 from VA 

122 t  
Limit 
Roanoke MPO 

Safety: 
Roadway has 
substandard 
l
s
a
does not meet 
guidelines. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-Term: 

0770 47 Frankl [Gills 
Creek] 

o Southern
of 

ane widths and 
houlders, 
ccess spacing 

 
Safety: 
Upgrade 
roadway to 12 
foot lanes with 
4 foot 
shoulders, 
straig

nm

rn ba
major r
Access
should meet 
VDOT

es
a

guideli
(Sour

03301160
10; 

03301160
12; 
01160
15; 
01160

; 
03301160

30 

 
ain 

dor 
rch 

10 

hten 
ent, add 
d right 
ys at all 
outes.  
 points 

033

033
20

alig
left an
tu

's 
s 
gement 
nes. 

ce: 10) 

acc
man

N/A N/A
Smith Mount
Lake Corri
Study, Ma

20



 
 358

120670780 55 Franklin Boone 
VA 634 at 
Hardy Ford 
Bridge 

Safety: Bridge 
needs to be 
replaced. 
(Source: 11, 5) 

Short-Term:  
Safety: Bridge 
is to be 
replaced 
within VDOT 
SYIP UPC 
58890 
(Franklin 
County), 
58885 
(Bedford 
County), and 
62650 (Salem 
District Bridge) 
(Source: 10, 
4) 

N/A  

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010; VDOT Six 
Year 

Improvement 
Program, FY 

2014, UPC No. 
58890 

N/A N/A

12067 in 
Boone*      VA 634 from 

Bedf
n Co
to VA 676 

Safety: 
Roadway has 
s
l
s
a
d et 
guidelines. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-Term: 

0781 56 Frankl [Gills 
Creek] 

ord/Frankli
unty Line 

ubstandard 
ane widths and 
houlders, 
ccess spacing 
oes not me

 
Safety: 
Upgrade 
roadway to 12 
foot lanes with 
4 foot 
shoulders, 
straig
alignm
left an
turn ba
major r
Access
should meet 
VDOT's 
access 
management 
guidelines. 
(Source: 10) 

6340 N/A 
Smith Mountain 

orridor 
March 

2010 

hten 
ent, add 
d right 
ys at all 
outes.  
 points 

03306340
20; 

0330
10 

N/A Lake C
Study, 

120670403 22 Franklin 

Countywid
e* 

[Boone/Gill
s 

Creek/Unio
n 

Hall/Rocky 
Mount/Sno

I-73 from VA 40 
to VA 635 

Congestion: 
Need for 
improvement 
was identified 
by SMS 
dat

Long-Term:  
Cong
Rural -
With M
(Sour

03300730
4 

With 
ian 

VDOT EIS 
study.  Study is 
on-going, the 

preferred 
alignment is 
shown, two 

other 
alignments 

exist, a western 
alignment and a 

o. 
hat 
ates 

erred 
ent. 

w Creek] 

abase. 
Source: 2) (

estion: 
 4 Lane 
edian 

ce: 2) 
40 N/A 

Rural- 
Lane 

Med
Henry C

alignment t
slightly devi

from the 
pref
alignm

120670006 6 Franklin Gills Creek 

VA
63
Wa
High
ny Sc
Road) 

Safety: Sight 
distance limited 
for vehicles on 
southbound VA 
634 approach 
due to cut slope 
in northwest 
quadrant and 
h
a
S
turning vehicles 
pull out beyond 
stop bar to see 
on-coming 
eastbound VA 
122 traffic. 
Southbound VA 
634 speeds 
increase on 
approach due to 
steep grade. 
High speeds 
experienced 
along 
eastbound VA 
122.  
(Source: 1) 

Short-

 122 at VA 
4 (Booker T 
shington 
way/Harmo
hool 

orizontal 
lignment. 
outhbound left 

Term:  
Safety
rumbl
on 
southbound 
approach of 
VA 634. 
Reduce speed 
limit on VA 
122 through 
the 
intersection. 
Install signage 
in both 
directio
VA 12
warni

res
s

Mid-T
Safety
left tur
on VA 
eastboun
and right turn 
lane on VA 
122 
westbound.  
Long-Term:  
Safety: Lower 
profile of cut-
slope in 
northwest 
quadrant to 
improve sight 
distan
south
VA 63
turner
Reco
impro
horizo
alignm
VA 12
leg. 
(Sour

N/A 
Add to note that 

SML study 
concurred 

: Install 
e strips 

ns on 
2 

ng drives 
ence of 

ection. 
erm:  
: Install 
n lane 
122 

d N/A N/A 

of p
inter

ce for 
bound 
4 left 
s. 

nstruct to 
ve 
ntal 
ent on 
2 west 

ce: 1) 
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120670015 10 Franklin Gills Creek US 122 at VA 
670 

Safety: Crashes 
at this location 
exceed the 
planning 
threshold (nine 
crashes over 
three-year 
period).  
(Source: 1, 7) 

Short-Term:  
Safety: 
Provide 
separate turn 
lanes for all 
turn 
movements, 
add signal 
(Source: 1, 6) 

N/A N/A N/A 

Add to note that 
SML study 
concurred, 

HRRR 
mentioned that 
this project was 
to go to bid in 
early 2009. 

120670208 16 Franklin Gills Creek US 122 at VA 
636 

Safety: Crashes 
at this location 
exceed the 
planning 
threshold (nine 
crashes over 
three-year 
period). 
Congestion: 
Smith Mountain 
Lake Study 
identified a 
need for a 
signal 
(Source: 4, 11) 

Mid-Term:  
Congestion: 
Install a signal 
to 
accommodate 
the longer 
term growth in 
the area. 
(Source: 10) 

N/A N/A N/A 
Smith Mountain 

Lake Study, 
March 2010 

120670401 18 Franklin 

Gills 
Creek* 
[Rocky 
Mount/   

Union Hall] 

VA 122 from VA 
40 to VA 697 

Safety: Lack of 
access 
management. 
Congestion: 
Study identified 
current facilities 
will not 
accommodate 
future growth, 
l
f
(  11) 

Mid-Term: 

ack of ped/bike 
acilities. 
Source: 2,

 
Safety: As 
areas continue 
to dev
apply 
mana
Cong
Impro
roadw
two-la
facility
foot la
4 foot 
should
latter 
serve 
travel.
Provi
lanes 
approp
Long-
Cong
SMS: 
Lane 
Media
Moun
Study
develo
occur
area, 
constr
roadw
parall
Route
function as 
local streets to 
minimize local 
traffic on 
Route 122. 
(Source: 2, 
10) 

12202

1

201
0 

A 

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010; SMS data 
concurred with 
widening to 4 

lanes. 

elop, 
access 
gement. 
estion: 
ve 
ay as 
ne 
 with 12 
nes and 

ers, 
to better 
bicycle 
  

de turn 
as 
riate. 

Term:  
estion: 
Rural - 4 
With 
n; Smith 
tain Lake 
: As 
pment 

s in the 

uct new 
ays 

el to 
 122 to 

15701220
10; 

330
0; 

3301220
5; 

33012

N/A N/

120670404 19 Franklin Gills Creek 
VA 122 from VA 
697 to W
Hales
Brid

Safety: Lack of 
access 
management. 
Congestion: 
Study identified 
current facilities 
will not 
a
f
l
fa
(Source: 2, 11) 

Mid-Term: 

est of 
ford 

ge ccommodate 
uture growth, 
ack of ped/bike 

cilities. 

 
Safety: As 
areas continue 
to develop, 
apply access 
management. 
Congestion: 
Widen 
roadway to 
four lanes with 
ped/bike 
faciliti
provid
lanes 
approp
Long-
Cong

lo
occur
area, 
constr
roadw
parall
Route
functi
local s
minimize local 
traffic on 
Route 122. 
(Source: 2, 
10) 

33012203
0; 

33012204

4

0; 
7

/A 
ain 
or 

rch 

es, 
e turn 
as 
riate. 

Term:  
estion: 

pment 
s in the 

uct new 
ays 

el to 
 122 to 
on as 
treets to 

0; 
3301220

5; 
33012205

0; 
33012205

5; 
33012206

3301220
0; 

33012208
0 

As 
deve

N/A N
Smith Mount
Lake Corrid
Study, Ma

2010 
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120670405 20 Franklin Gills Creek 
VA 122 west of 
Halesford 
Bridge at Smith 
Mountain Lake 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study for 
congestion 
improvements 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 2, 11) 

Short-Term:  
Congestion: 
Provide two-
way left turn 
lane for parcel 
access and 
consolidate 
driveways. 
Long-Term:  
Congestion: 
SMS: Rural - 4 
Lane With 
Median 
(Source: 2, 
10) 

N/A 

2 
udy 

(2 identified 
this segment for 
improvements. 

N/A N/A 

Route 12
Corridor St
002) 

120670606 30 Franklin Gills Creek 
VA 678 from VA 
680 to VA 634 
West 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 24 
Feet 
(Source: 1) 

03306780
20 A 

Geometric 
Need Year: 
2025; lane 

width (9) and 
number of lanes 

(2) 

N/A N/

120670701 34 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at VA 
116 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study for 
congestion 
improvements 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-Term:  
Congestion: 
Provide 
separate turn 
lanes for all 
turning 
movements 
and add 
signal. 
Mid-Term:  
Congestion: 
Reali
T-inte

A 6
 11
ay 
s

ur

N/A 

Route 122 
Corridor Study 

(2002) identified 
this location for 
improvements gn off-set 

rsections 
70 and 
6) into 

ection. 
ce: 10) 

(V
VA
4-w
inter
(So

N/A N/A 

12067 in VA
61

Congestion: 
Identified by 
l
c
i
w term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

-

0702 35 Frankl Gills Creek  122 at VA 
6 W 

ocal study for 
ongestion 
mprovements 
ith short-

Short Term:  
Cong
Inters
impro

estion: 
ection 
vements. 

Mid-Term:  
Congestion: 
Extend Route 
616 
(Morewood 

 
h

align
Route
(Scru
Road),
of 
development 
on Route 122, 
add 
appropriate 
turn lanes for 
acces
(Sour

N/A N/A N/A 

Route 122 
Corridor Study 

(2002) identified 
this location for 

s.  
ain 

 Study 
(March 2010) 
concurred with 

turn lane 
improvements. 

Rd)
sout
re

wards to 
 with 

 616 
ggs 

 south 

s. 
ce: 10) 

improvement
Smith Mount

Lake

120670703 36 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at VA 
616 E 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study for 
congestion 
improvements 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-Term:  
Cong
Provi
separ
lanes 
turnin
move
Mid-T
Cong
Extend Route 
616 
(Morewood 
Rd) 
southwards to 
realign with 
Route 616 
(Scruggs 
Road), south 
of 
development 
on Route 122, 
add 
appropriate 
turn lanes for 
acces
(Sour

N/A 

Route 122 
Corridor Study 

(2002) identified 
this location for 
improvements.  
Smith Mountain 

Lake Study 
(March 2010) 
concurred with 

turn lane 
improvements. 

estion: 
de 
ate turn 
for all 
g 
ments. 
erm:  
estion: 

s. 
ce: 10) 

N/A N/A 

12067 in V
Lion entrance 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
l
c
i ts 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-

0704 37 Frankl Gills Creek A 122 at Food 
ocal study for 
ongestion 
mprovemen

Term:  
Cong
Add ri
bay fo
eastb
122 in
Lion. 
(Sour

/A 

Route 122 
 Study 

( entified 
this location for 
improvements. 

estion: 
ght turn 
r 

ound VA 
to Food 

ce: 10) 

N/A N/A N
Corridor
2002) id



 
 361

120670705 38 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at VA 
666 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study for 
congestion 
improvements 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-Term:  
Congestion: 
Provide 
separate turn 
lanes for all 
turning 
movements. 
(Source: 10) 

N/A N/A N/A 

Route 122 
Corridor Study 

(2002) identified 
this location for 
improvements. 

120670706 39 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at VA 
951 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study for 
congestion 
improvements 
with short-term 
horizon. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-Term:  
Congestion: 
Provide 
separate turn 
lanes for all 
turning 
movements. 
(Source: 10) 

N/A 

Route 122 
Corridor Study 

(2002) identified 
this location for 
improvements. 

N/A N/A 

120670764 44 Franklin Gills Creek 
VA 122 at VA 
697 (Jamont Ln 
/ Wirtz Rd) 

Safety: Safety 
issues due to 
l
l
C
Lac
bays on VA 122 
block through 
vehicles, 
intersection has 
poor LOS under 
stop control. 
(S

Short-Term: 

ack of turn 
anes. 
ongestion: 

k of turn 

ource: 11, 11) 

 
Safety: 
Lengthen 
south
right t
and a
exclu

 tur
mpro
distan
Mid-T
Cong
Consi
install
new tr
signal
inters
(met P
Signal 
Warra
(Sour

 
Smi ountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

bound 
urn lane 
dd 
sive 
bound 
n lane.  
ve sight 
ce. 
erm:  
estion: 

N/A 

north
left
I

der 
ation of 
affic 
 at 
ection 
M peak 

nt). 
ce: 10) 

N/A N/A
th M

120670765 45 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at VA 
1235 

Safety: Safety 
issues  due to 
lack of turn 
lanes and 
li
d
(  11) 

Short-

mited sight 
istance. 
Source:

Term:  
Safety
right t
lanes t
122 
appro
and im
sight d

: Add 
urn 
o VA 

aches 
prove 
istance. 

(Sour

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

10 

ce: 10) 

N/A N/A N/A 
20

120670768 46 Franklin Gills Creek VA 122 at Hales 
Ford Bridge 

Congestion: 
Study identified 
that bridge will 
not 
accommodate 
long-term 
growth. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-
Cong
Widen b
to 4 lanes to 
current 
standards 
(Source: 10) 

N/A N/A 
Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

Term:  
estion: 

ridge 
N/A 

120670776 52 Franklin Creek* 
[Boone] 

VA
220 to VA 122 

Safety: 
R
s
l
s
a
does not meet 
guidelines. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-

Gills  697 from US 

oadway has 
ubstandard 
ane widths and 
houlders, 
ccess spacing 

Term:  
Safety
Upgra
roadw
foot la
4 foot 
should

raig
nm

left an
turn ba
major r
Access
should
VDOT
acces
mana
guidelines. 
(Source: 10) 

6970

A 
S ountain 

orridor 
Study, March 

2010 

: 
de 
ay to 12 
nes with 

ers, 
hten 
ent, add 
d right 
ys at all 
outes.  
 points 
 meet 
's 
s 
gement 

0330
10; 

03300697
020; 

03300697
030 

st
alig

N/A N/
mith M
Lake C

120670779 54 Franklin Gills Creek 
VA 834 at VA 
616 (Scruggs 
Road) 

Congestion: 
Study identified 
lack of turn 
lanes for all 
approaches. 
(

Mid-Term: 

Source: 11) 

 
Congestion: 
Add left and 
right turn 
lanes 
appro
impro
distan
signag
(Sour

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

for all 
aches, 
ve sight 
ce and 
e. 

ce: 10) 

N/A N/A N/A 

120670782 57 Franklin Gills Creek VA 676 from VA 
634 to VA 636 

Safety: 
Roadway has 
substandard 
lane widths and 
shoulders, 
access spacing 
d
g
(

Long-

oes not meet 
uidelines. 
Source: 11) 

Term:  
Safety
Upgra
roadw
foot la
4 foot 
should
straig

nm

turn ba
major r
Access

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

: 
de 
ay to 12 
nes with 

ers, 
hten 
ent, add 
d right 
ys at all 
outes.  
 points 

  

alig
left an

N/A N/A 
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should meet 
VDOT's 
access 
management 
guidelines. 
(Source: 10) 

120670783 58 Franklin Gills Creek VA 636 from VA 
676 to VA 122 

S
Roadway has 
substandard 
lane widths and 
shoulders, 
access spacing 
does not meet 
guidelines. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-

afety: 

Term:  
Safety
Upgra
roadw
foot la
4 foot 
should
straight
alignment, add 
left and right 
turn bays at all 
major routes.  
Access points 
should meet 
VDOT's 
access 
mana
guideli
(Sour

03306360
20; 

03306360
10 

A 
Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

: 
de 
ay to 12 
nes with 

ers, 
en 

gement 
nes. 

ce: 10) 

N/A N/

12067 in V
G

Safety: 
I
n
r
(S

Short-

0788 87 Frankl Gills Creek A 122 Over 
ills Creek 

dentified as 
eeding bridge 
eplacement. 

ource: 5) 

Term:  
Safe
Repl
bri

ty
ac

dge
(Sour

VDOT Six Year 
Improvement 
P ram, FY 

20  UPC No. 
82189 

: 
e 

 
ce: 4) 

      rog
12,

120670789 88 Franklin 

Gills 
Creek* 
[Rocky 
Mount/   

Union Hall] 

VA 122 Over 
Blackwater 
River 

Safety: 
Identified as 
needing bridge 
replacement. 
(Source: 5) 

Short-Term:  
Safety
Replac
bridge
(Source: 4) 

VDOT Six Year 
Improvement 
Program, FY 

2017, UPC No. 
94724 

: 
e 

 
      

120670787 89 Franklin 
Gills 

Creek* 
[Boone] 

VA 687 from 
0.01 MN VA 
691 to 0.70 MS 
VA 689 

Safety: 
Identified as 
needing bridge 
replacement. 
(Source: 5) 

Short-Term:  
Safety: 
Replace 
bridge 
(Source: 4) 

    

VDOT Six Year 
Improvement 
Program, FY 

2014, UPC No. 
84934 

  

120670002 2 Franklin 
Rocky 
Mount* 

[Blackwater
] 

VA 40 at VA 
640 (Six Mile 
Post 
Road/Scuffling 
Hill Road) 

Safety: The 
Forty West food 
fare store in 
northwest 
quadrant has 
several wide 
access points 
that lack 
defi
t
i
d
locations. 
(Source: 1) 

Long-Term: 

nition and 
hat are located 
n less than 
esirable 

 
Safety: 
Implement 
access 
management 
to impr
circul
in/out 
West 
fare. C

-i

 the 
point 
Mile P
Road.
acces
neares
intersection on 
VA 40 and 
provide a new 
access point 
that allows for 
impro
acces
condit
used 
east s
VA 40.
conjun
with a
mana
impro
consid
install
an eas
left tur
to 
accom

ten
ma

increas
result 
access 
management 
changes. 
(Source: 1) 

N/A A   

ove 
ation 
of Forty 
food 
onsider 

n/right-
eration 
access 

on Six 
ost 
 Close 
s point 
t to the 

right
out op
at

vement 
s 
ions with 
car lot on 
ide of 
  In 
ction 

ccess 
gement 
vements, 
er 

ation of 
tbound 
n lane 

modate 
tial 
nd 

es as a 
of 

po
de

N/A N/

120670504 23 Franklin Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 from VA 
640 to West 
Corporate 
Limits 

Congestion: 
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
E in 2035. 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Congestion: 
Rural - 4 Lane 
With Median 
(Source: 1) 

33004009
0; 

15700400
20; 

15700400
30; 

15700400
40 

 
lane width (12) 
and number of 

lanes (2) 
N/A N/A
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120670506 24 Franklin Rocky 
Mount 

US 220 
Business from 
US 220 Bypass 
to VA 1024 

Congestion: 
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
D in 2035. 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Congestion: 
Rural - 2 Lane 
24 Feet 
(Source: 3) 

03302201
10 

Rural - 2 
Lane 24 

Feet 
N/A   

120670603 27 Franklin Rocky 
Mount 

VA 906 from VA 
820 to VA 1037 

Safety: 
Geometric 
Deficiency 
(Source: 3) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: Rural - 
2 Lane 24 
Feet 
(Source: 1) 

03309060
10  

Geometric 
Need Year: 
2007; lane 

width (8) and 
number of lanes 

(2) 

N/A N/A

120671001 59 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

Pell Ave at 
Tanyard Road 

Safety: Vehicles 
on Perdue Lane 
to the east of 
the intersection 
have difficulty 
finding sufficient 
gaps in Tanyard 
Road traffic 
flow.  
Intersection 
safety related 
issues due to 
permitted right 
turn on red. 
(

Short-Term:  
Safety: 
Prohibit right 
turn on red 
(Source: 1) 

N/A  Rocky Mount 
SUA 

Source: 1, 6) 

N/A N/A

12067
klin 
 of 

 
Mount) 

Pell 
Perd

S
o
t
t  
h ty 
finding sufficient 
gaps in Tanyard 
R
f
C
T
v
t
approach (Pell 
Ave) have 
diffi
g
n
thro
flow. 
(Source: 1) 

Mid-T
Safety
Consi
signal
based
prelimi
signal
analys

ong
nsi
al

and a
turn la
south

o
-t
o

pro
(Sour

1002 60 
Fran
(Town
Rocky

Rocky 
Mount 

Ave at 
ue Street 

afety: Vehicles 
n Perdue Lane 
o the east of 
he intersection
ave difficul

oad traffic 
low. 
ongestion: 
he left turn 
ehicles from 
he southbound 

C
Co
sign

culty finding 
aps in 
orthbound 

ugh traffic 

appr
right
on n
ap

erm:  
: 
der 
ization 
 on 
nary 

 warrant 
is.  

estion: 
der 
ization 
dd left-
nes on 

N/A 

bound 
ach. Add 
urn bay 
rthbound 
ach. 
ce: 1) 

N/A N/A   

120671003 61 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

 US 220 
Business at VA 
40 (Franklin 
Street) 

Safety: 
Intersections 
(120671003 & 
120671004) 
closely spaced. 
Drivers at either 
intersection 
may be looking 
a
si
I
stop bar offset 
for left and right 
turn lanes on 
Pell Avenue. 
Congestion: 
Intersections 
(120671003 & 
120671004) 
closely spaced. 
Congestion 
observed due to 
short 
northbound/sout
hbound left turn 
queue space. 
(Source: 1) 

Short-
Safety
signal
recen
imple
Monit
timing

pac
traffic 
opera
and 
coord
both si
Re-pai
bar of
Pell A
with t
turn la
bar of
the rig
lane s
(Sour

 N/A N/A   

t downstream 
gnal. 

nappropriate im

Term:  
: New 
 timing 
tly 
mented. 
or signal 
 for 
t on 

tions 

ination of 
gnals. 
nt stop 

fsets on 
venue 

N/A

he left 
ne stop 
fset from 
ht turn 
top bar. 
ce: 1) 

120671004 62 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

 US 220 
Business at Pell 
Avenue 

Safety: 
Intersections 
(120671003 & 
1
c
D
inte
may be looking 
at downstream 
signal. 
Inappropriate 
stop bar offset 
for left and right 
turn lanes on 
Pell Avenue. 
Congestion: 
Intersections  
(120671003 & 
120671004) 
closely spaced. 
Congestion 
observed due to 
short 

Short-
Safety
signal
recen

ple
it

timing
impac
traffic 
opera
and 
coord
both si
Re-pai
bar of
Pell A
with t
turn la
bar of
the rig
lane s
(Sour

  

20671004) 
losely spaced. 
rivers at either 

rsection 
im
Mon

Term:  
: New 
 timing 
tly 
mented. 
or signal 
 for 
t on 

tions 

ination of 
gnals. 
nt stop 

fsets on 
venue 

he left 

N/A 

ne stop 
fset from 
ht turn 
top bar. 
ce: 1) 

N/A N/A 
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northbound/sout
hbound left turn 
queue space. 
(Source: 1) 

120671005 63 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 at School 
Board Road 

S
s  
signalized 
Lowes 
Entrance. 
Vehicles on 
School Board 
Road have 
difficulty finding 
sufficient gaps 
in VA 40 traffic 
stream. 
Congestion: 
Vehicles from 
the southbound 
approaches 
have difficulty 
finding gaps in 
mainline traffic 
flow. 
(Source: 1) 

Mid-T

afety: Closely 
paced to the

erm:  
Safety
Consi
signal
based
prelimi
signal
analys

si
signal
to prov
gaps f
Scho
Road
based
prelimi
warra
analys
Install
the si
would
on full
analys
Long-
Safety
curb cuts are 
present. 
Monitor 
pedestrian 
activity at 
intersection for 
ADA needs. 
Realign 
School Board 
Road with 
Lowes 
Entran
(Sour

A   

: 
der 
ization 
 on 
nary 

 warrant 
is.  

estion: 
der 
ization  
ide 

or 
ol Board 
 traffic 
 on  
nary 

nt 
is. 
ation of 
gnal 
 depend 
 warrant 
is.   

Term:  
: ADA 

N/A 

Cong
Con

ce. 
ce: 1) 

N/A N/

120671006 64 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

US 220 
Business at 
Tanyard Road  

Safety: Access 
point to the 
Vintage Spa in 
northwest 
quadrant are 
closely spaced 
and are too 
close to the 
functional area 
of t
i
(

Mid-T
Safety
Imple
acces
mana
to elim
entra
closes

s
ur

 N/A   

he 
ntersection.  
Source: 1) 

inter
(So

erm:  
: 

ment 
s 
gement 
inate 

nce 
t to 

ection.  
ce: 1) 

N/A N/A 

120671007 65 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 at Floyd 
Avenue 

S
ditch with 
exposed pipe 
culvert end in 
southeast 
corner of the 
intersection. 
Angled parking 
at the 
Community 
Inclusion 
Program forces 
vehicles to back 
out into through 
lanes of VA 40. 
Access to/from 
Floyd Avenue is 
confusing due 
to geometry and 
lane 
configuration. 
Fire House is 
located 
relatively close 
to the 
intersection. 
Congestion: 
Study(Rocky 
Mount Small 
U
P
l
a

Short-afety: Deep 

rban Area 
lan) identified 

ack of capacity 
due to 

Term:  
Safety
warni
with fl
beaco
Floyd 
to alert
of Fir
ahead
expos
culver
Cong
Install
Mid-Term:  
Safety: 
Eliminate 
grass island 
and 
reconstruct 
intersection to 
a standard T-
shaped 
intersection 
and 
approp
turn la
Imple
acces
mana
to relo
angle

 grav
rkin

N/A N/A Rocky Mount 
SUA 

: Install 
ng sign 
ashing 
n on 
Avenue 
 driver 

e House 
. Cover 
ed pipe 
t.  
estion: 
 signal. 

riate 
nes. 

ment 
s 
gement 
cate 

d parking 
el 

g lot 
to
pa

N/A 
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unsignalized 
intersection. 
(Source: 1, 6) 

adjacent to 
Community 
Inclusion  
Program 
building. 
(Source: 5) 

120671008 66 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

US 220 
Business at VA 
919 

Safety: Too 
many 
commercial 
entrances within 
the functional 
area of the 
intersection.  
Lack of 
intersection 
warning signs. 
(Source: 1, 6) 

Short-Term:  
Safety
advan
inters
warni
Mid-T
Safety
Imple
acces
mana
to consolidate 
commercial 
entrances in 
southeast 
quadrant of 
the 
intersection. 
(Sourc

 N/A Rocky Mount 
SUA 

: Add 
ce 

ection 
ng signs 
erm:  
: 

ment 
s 
gement N/A

e: 1, 5) 

N/A 

12067
lin 
 of 

Rocky 
Mount) 

US 2
Busi
Syca
Street 

Safety: Stop bar 
missing on 
Sycamore 
Stree
S
S
m
d ding 
sufficient gaps 
in US 220 
Business traffic 
flow. 
(Source: 1) 

Short-

1009 67 
Frank
(Town Rocky 

Mount 

20 
ness at 
more 

t. 
ycamore 
treet traffic 
ay have 
ifficulty fin

Term:  
Safety
stop b
Sycam
Street
Mid-T

fety
 re

prelimi
signal
analys
signal
should
consi
(Source: 1) 

   

: Install 
ar on 
ore 

.  
erm:  
: Based 

sults of 
nary 

 warrant 
is, 
ization 
 be 

dered. 

N/A
Sa
on N/A N/A  

120671010 68 
lin 

( n of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

VA 40
US 2
Northbound 
Ramp 

S
C
w
f
o
intersection. 
(Source: 1) 

Short-Term: 

Frank
Tow Rocky 

Mount 

 East at  
20 

afety: 
ommuter lot is 
ithin the 

unctional area 
f the 

 
Safety: Move 
the stop bar 
for northbound 
right t
forwar
impro
distan
 
Mid-T
Safety
Elimin
eastb
free ri
and 
accom
right t
the si
approp
turn 
provis
Implement 
access 
management 
to relocate 
commuter lot 
entrance/ exit. 

urners 
d to 

ve sight 
ce.  

erm:  
: 
ate the 
ound 
ght turn 

modate 
urns at 
gnal with 

riate 

ions. 

 
(Source: 1) 

  N/A N/A N/A 

120671011 69 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 at US 
220 
Southbound 
Ramp 

Safety: 
Westbound left 
turn lane is too 
short. 
Intersection 
experiences 
c
c
t

ongested 
onditions due 
o school traffic. 
(

Mid-Term: 

Source: 1) 

 
Safety: 
Lengthen 
westbound left 
turn lane. 
Eliminate the 
eastbound 
free ri
and 

com
ght t

the si
approp
turn 
provis
(Sour

   ght turn 

modate 
urns at 
gnal with 

riate 

ions. 
ce: 1) 

N/A 
ac
ri

N/A N/A
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120671012 70 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 at High 
Street 

Safety: Trees in 
southeast 
quadrant restrict 
sight distance 
for High Street 
traffic. Sight 
distance for 
High Street 
traffic may also 
be limited by 
horizontal and 
vertical curve 
alignment along 
VA 4
(

Short-Term:  
Safety: Install 
warning signs 
along 
appro
VA 40 
driver
enteri
from Hi
Street
(Sour

N/A N/A N/A   

0. 
Source: 1) 

both 
aches of 
to alert 

s of 
ng traffic 

gh 
. 
ce: 1) 

120671013 71 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

Tanyard Road  
at Center Street 

Safety: 
Deficiency was 
identified by 
county.  
(Source: 1) 

Long-Term:  
Safety
Defici
with lo
priority
Contin
monito
poten
impro

: 
ency 
w 
: 
ue to 
r for 

tial 
vements. 

(Sour

 N/A   

ce: 1) 

N/A N/A 

120671501 72 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 

t) 

Rocky 
VA 40 from 
Diamond 
Avenue to Main 
Street

Congestion: 
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
D
(

Long-Term:  
Cong
Urban

our

15700401 N/A 
lane width (12) 
and number of 

lanes (2) Moun
Mount 

  in 2035. 
Source: 3) (S

estion: 
-4 Lane 

ce: 1) 
00 N/A 

120671502 73 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 from 
Diamond 
Avenue to Wray 
Avenue 

C
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
D in 2035. 
(Source: 3) 

Long-
Cong
Urban-4 Lane 
(Source: 1) 

00401
; 

15700401
20 

lane width (12) 
and number of 

lanes (2) 

ongestion: Term:  
estion: 

157
10 N/A N/A 

12067
Franklin 
( n of 

 
t) 

VA 40 from 
Warr
to Co
Street

C
S
o
D
(

Long-
Cong

n
ur

 
11) 
r of 

s (2) 
1505 74 Tow

Rocky
Moun

Rocky 
Mount 

en Street 
llege 
 

ongestion: 
egment will 
perate at LOS 
 in 2035. 

Source: 3) 
Urba
(So

Term:  
estion: 
-4 Lane 

ce: 1) 

15700400
60 N/A N/A

lane width (
and numbe

lane

120671508 75 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 

t) 

Floyd Street 
from VA 40 
(Franklin Street) 
to US 
(Mai

Congestion: 
Segment will 
o
D
(

Long-T
Cong
Urban

ur

0060
; 
060 A 

lane width (12) 
r of 
) Moun

Rocky 
Mount 220 BUS 

n Street) 

perate at LOS 
 in 2035. 

Source: 3) (So

erm:  
estion: 
-4 Lane 

ce: 1) 

1571
10

15710
20 

N/A N/ and numbe
lanes (2

120671509 76 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

Tanyard Road 
from Main 
Street to Donald 
Avenue 

C
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
D
(

Long-
Congestion: 
Urban
(Sour

15710130 N/A N/A 
lane width (12) 
and number of 

lanes (2) 

ongestion: 

 in 2035. 
Source: 3) 

Term:  

-4 Lane 
ce: 1) 

30 

12067
Franklin 
(Town of 

 
t) 

US 220 BUS - 
Main Street 
from F
Aven  
Stree
end) 

Congestion: 
I
l
a
c
d
(

Short-
Cong
Upgra

c
al

our

02201
; 

2200
; 
200

70; 
02200
60; 

2200

A 
unt 

ug 1708 77 Rocky
Moun

Rocky 
Mount 

loyd 
ue to State
t (south 

dentified by 
ocal study to 
ddress corridor 
apacity 
eficiencies. 
Source: 6) 

inter
sign
(S

Term:  
estion: 
de and 

onnect 
s. 
ce: 5) 

1570
90

15702
80; 

15702200

157

15702201
10; 

157
00

1570
50 

N/A N/
Rocky Mo

SUA 2020 (A
2002) 

120671709 78 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Mount 

VA 6 l 
Board Road at 
Norfolk 
Southern 
railroad tracks 

S
d
d ay 
alignment 
crossing 
railroad. 
(Source: 6) 

d-T

Rocky 
49 - Schoo

afety: Sight 
istance issues 
ue to roadw

Mi erm:  
Sa
Rec

fety
o

railroa
overp
widen existing 
roadway to 
improve sight 
distance. 
(Source:

N/A 
Rocky Mount 

SUA 2020 (Aug 

: 
nstruct 
d 

ass and N/A N/A 

 5) 

2002) 

12067
Franklin 
(Town of 

 
t) 

VA 1013 - 
Tany
at Wr
and hi  

C
I
l
a
c
d
(

hort-
Cong

all
ur

 
 Mount 

Aug 
 

1716 79 Rocky
Moun

Rocky 
Mount 

ard Road 
ay Street 
gh school

ongestion: 
dentified by 
ocal study to 
ddress corridor 
apacity 
eficiencies. 
Source: 6) 

S

Inst
(So

Term:  
estion: 
 signal. 
ce: 5) 

N/A N/A N/A
Rocky

SUA 2020 (
2002)

120671717 80 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 40 - VA 40 
Bypass from 
North Main 
Street to VA 40 
West 

C on: 
Ide  by 
local study to 
address corridor 
capacity 
deficiencies. 
(Source: 6) 

Long-
Congesti
Construct new 
roadway - 4 
lanes. 
(Source: 5) 

New 
Road N/A N/A 

unt 
Aug 

ongesti
ntified Term:  

on: Rocky Mo
SUA 2020 (

2002) 
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120671718 81 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 1004 - 
Diamond 
Avenue from 
Franklin Street 
to VA 40 
Bypass 

Congestion: 
Identified by 
local study to 
address corridor 
capacity 
deficiencies. 
(

Long-Term: 

Source: 6) 

 
Congestion: 
Upgrade 
Diamond 
Avenue to 
meet current 
standards and 
extend
propos
40 By
(Sour

15710040
10, 

15710040
20, 

15710040
30, 

8200

A 
Rocky Mount 

SUA 2020 (Aug 
2002) 

 
ed VA 

pass. 
ce: 5) 

0330
10 

N/A N/

120671719 82 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Mount 

VA 6
1011
West  
- Scuffling Hill 
Road from VA 
40 West to 
South Main 
Street 

C
I
l
a
c
deficiencies. 
(Source: 6) 

ng-
ong

Const
roadw
lanes.
(Source: 5) 

10, 
0110
, 

06400
10 

A 
unt 
Aug Rocky 

40 and VA 
 - East-
 Connector

ongestion: 
dentified by 
ocal study to 
ddress corridor 
apacity 

Lo
C

Term:  
estion: 
ruct new 
ay - 2 
 

15710110

1571
20

003
N/A N/

Rocky Mo
SUA 2020 (

2002) 

120671720 83 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 

t) 

VA 1013 - 
Tanyard Road 
extended from 
Main
Fran

C
I
l
a
c
d
(

-
ng

t
w

nes.
ur

w 
d A 

unt 
S 20 (Aug 

Moun

Rocky 
Mount  Street to 

klin Street 

ongestion: 
dentified by 
ocal study to 
ddress corridor 
apacity 
eficiencies. 
Source: 6) 

Long
Co
Cons
road
la
(So

Term:  
estion: 
ruct new 
ay - 2 
 
ce: 5) 

Ne
Roa N/A N/

Rocky Mo
UA 20

2002) 

120671721 84 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Rocky 
Mount 

VA 1002 -  
Court Street 
from Donald 
Avenue to East 
Corporate Limit 

C
I
l
add orridor 
c
d
(

Long-ongestion: 
dentified by 
ocal study to 

ress c
apacity 
eficiencies. 
Source: 6) 

Term:  
Cong
Upgra
roadw
curre
standa

ur

A 
Ro y Mount 

SUA 2020 (Aug 
2002) 

estion: 
de 
ay to 

nt U2 
rds. 

ce: 5) 

N/

(So

N/A N/A 
ck

120671784 85 
Franklin 
(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Mount 

VA 40 - Franklin 
Street from 
WCL to Floyd 
Avenue 

C
I
l
add
capacity 
d
(

ng-
ong
ide

roadw
lanes.
(Sour

0400
, 

00400
, 

0400

N/A 
Rocky Mount 

SUA 2020 (Aug 
2002) 

Rocky 

ongestion: 
dentified by 
ocal study to 

ress corridor 

Lo
C
W

eficiencies. 
Source: 6) 

Term:  
estion: 
n existing 
ay to 4 

15700400
10, 

1570
20

157
 
ce: 5) 

30
1570

40 

N/A 

120671727 86 
klin 

(Town of 
Rocky 
Mount) 

Mount 

US 2
0.28
south
Scuffling Hill 
Road to 0.010 
MILE north of 
Scuffling Hill 
Road 

C
L

Fran
Rocky 

20 from 
9 mile 
 of ongestion: 

ack of capacity 
(S

Mid-T
ng

o

lanes 
(Sour

; 
ent 

of 
2200

N/A 
VDOT Six Year 
Improvement 
Program, FY ource: 5) 

Co
Impr
roadw

erm:  
estion: 
ve 
ay to 4 

segment 
of 

15702200
10

segm

ce: 4) 1570
20 

N/A 
2018 

120670001 1 Franklin 
Mount] 

US 2
619 (S
Road) 

S
s
t
h
t
L s 
on US 220 are 
too s
(

T
fety

Length
turn la
US 22
westb
right t

Snow 
Creek* 
[Rocky 

20 at VA 
ontag 

afety: US 220 
outhbound left 
urn volume is 
eavy during 

he PM peak. 
eft turn lane

Mid-
Sa

hort. 
Source: 1) 

erm:  
: 
en left 
nes on 
0. Install 
ound 
urn lane. 

(Source: 1) 

A A N/ N/A N/   

120670003 3 Franklin [Rocky 
Mount] 

US 220 at VA 
619 (Pleasant 
Hill Road) 

S
S
v
a
t
t
d ow 
median . 
(Source: 1) 

Mid-Term: 

Snow 
Creek* 

afety: 
outhbound 
ehicles 
ttempting U-
urns block 
hrough lane 
ue to narr

 
Safety: Install 
south
eft tur

ng-
Safety
Consider 
signalization 
based on 
result
prelimi
warra
analys
(Sour

N/A N/A N/A 

bound 
n lane. 
Term:  
: 

l
Lo

s of 
nary 

nt 
is. 

ce: 1) 

  

120670203 14 Franklin Snow 
Creek 

US 220 at VA 
608 

S
a on 
exceed the 
planning 
threshold (nine 
crashes over 
three-year 
period). 
(Source: 4) 

Long-afety: Crashes 
t this locati

Term:  
Safety
Defici
with lo
priority
Contin
monito
potential 
improvements.

: 
ency 
w 
: 
ue to 
r for 

 
(Sour

N/A   

ce: 1) 

N/A N/A 

120670205 15 Franklin [Blue 
Ridge] 

US 2
761 

Safety: Crashes 
a
e
p
t
crashes over 
three-year 
period). 
(Source: 4, 7) 

Short-

Snow 
Creek* 20 at VA 

t this location 
xceed the 
lanning 
hreshold (nine 

Term:  
Safety
pavem
edge 
nes t
e 

inters
and c
in bot
directi
south
intersection 
(Source: 6) 

 HRRR 

: Add 
ent 

skip 
hrough 

ection 
hevrons 
h 
ons 
west of 

N/A

li
th

N/A N/A 
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120670723 41 Franklin Snow 
Creek 

US 220 at VA 
718 (McNeill 
Road) 

Safety: Turn 
bay too short. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-Term:  
Safety: Extend 
southbound 
left turn bay 
and add 
northbound 
left turn bay. 
(Source: 10) 

N/A N/A N/A 
Route 220 

Safety 
Improvements 

120670724 42 Franklin Creek 
US 2
718 (C
Oak Road) 

S
b rt. 
(Source: 11) 

Short-

Snow 20 at VA 
rooked 

afety: Turn 
ay too sho

Term:  
Safety
north
left tur
and ad
southbound 
left turn bay. 
(Source: 10) 

A 
20 

Safety 
Improvements 

: Extend 
bound 
n bay 
d N/ N/A N/A 

Route 2

120670725 43 Franklin Snow 
Creek 

US 220 approx 
1/4 mile south 
of  VA 718 
(Croo
Road)

Safety: Specific 
crossover has 
i
s
(

Short-Term:  
Safety: Close 
crosso

ur
A 

Route 220 
Safety 

I ents ked Oak 
 

nadequate 
pacing. 
Source: 11) (So

ver. 
ce: 10) 

N/ N/A N/A 
mprovem

120670785 90 Franklin 
Snow 
Creek* 

[Union Hall] 
VA 718 Over 
Pigg River 

S
Ide
needing bridge 
replacement. 
(

Short-afety: 
ntified as 

Source: 5) 

Term:  
Safety
Replace 
bridge 

our

ent 
of 

03307180
20 

VDOT Six Year 
Improvement 
Program, FY 

2014, UPC No. 
55471 

: segm

(S ce: 4) 

    

120670004 4 Franklin 
Union Hall* 

[Gills 
Creek] 

VA 670 (Burnt 
Chimney Road) 
VA 834 (Brooks 
Mill Road) 

S
d
f
s
8
S  
vehicles have 
diffi
v
t
eas
VA 670 due to 
vegetation and 
vacant building 
on north side of 
VA 670 as well 
as horizontal 
curve 
alignment. 
Access to the 
consignment 
shop in 
southwest 
corner is not 
clearly defined. 
Congestion: 
Study identified 
lack of turn 
lanes for all 
a
(

d-Tafety: Sight 
istance limited 
or vehicles on 
outhbound VA 
34 approach. 
outhbound

Mi

culty seeing 
ehicles 
raveling 

tbound on 

pproaches 
Source: 1, 11) 

erm:  
Sa

ve
va

fety
Remo

geta
can

buildi
north 
VA 67
right t
eastb
with 
approp
turn r
accom
schoo
Imple
acces
mana
to defi
acces
in sou
corne
Cong
Add l
right t
lanes 
appro
impro
distan

gnag
ur

Smith Mountain 
Lake Study, 
March 2010 

: 
ve 
tion and 

t 
ng from 
side of 
0. Install 
urn lane 
ound 

riate 
adii to 

modate 
l buses. 
ment 
s 
gement 
ne 
s points 
thwest 
r. 
estion: 
eft and 
urn 
for all 
aches, 
ve sight 
ce and 
e. 

ce: 1) 

N/A 

si
(So

N/A N/A 

120670010 7 Franklin Union Hall VA 40 at VA 
718 

S
s
o
creates the 
potential to 
speed, which 
may promote 
rear-end 
crashes. 
(Source: 1) 

Mid-T
Safety
approp
turn la
VA 40.
(Sour

    

afety: Flat and 
traight profile 
f VA 40 erm:  

: Install 
riate 

nes on 
 

ce: 1) 

N/A N/A N/A

120670017 12 Franklin 
Union Hall* 

[Rocky 
VA 40 from 
Rocky Mount 
Co
VA

Safety: 
Segment has 
substandard 
vertical/horizont
al curve 
alignment, with 
narrow lanes 
and shoulders 
throughout. All 
intersections 
lac
t
m
pr nd 
commercial 
access points 
segment-wide. 
Congestion: 
Segment will 
operate at LOS 
D in 2035. 
(Source: 1, 2) 

Long-

Mount] unty Limit to  
 655 

k appropriate 
urn lanes. Too 
any undefined 
ivate a

Term:  
Safety
Rural -
24 Fe
DSL: 
Reco
segm
curre
standa
approp
turn p
at the 
inters
Imple
acces
mana
in con
with l
policy
Smith 
Moun
Study
Upgra
roadway to 12 
foot lanes with 
4 foot 
shoulders, 
straig
alignm
left an

80; 
00401
20; 

 
24 

et 
  

: SMS: 
 2 Lane 

et;  

nstruct 
ent to 
nt design 

rds with 
riate 

rovision 

ections. 
ment 
s 
gement 
junction 

and use 
.   

tain Lake 
: 
de 

15700401

033

03300401
25 

hten 
ent, add 
d right 

N/A 
Rural- 2
Lane 

Fe
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turn bays at all 
major routes.  
Access points 
should meet 
VDOT's 
access 
management 
guidelines. 
Congestion: 
SMS Rural - 2 
Lane 24 Feet;  
DSL: Rural- 4 
Lane With 
Median 
(Source: 2, 1) 

120670402 21 Franklin Union Hall 
VA 40 from VA 
655 to 
Pittsylvania 
County Limit 

Safety: Need for 
improvement 
was identified 
by SMS 
database. 
(Source: 2, 11) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: SMS: 
Rural - 2 Lane 
24 Feet; Smith 
Mountain Lake 
Study: 
Upgrade 
roadway to 12 
foot lanes with 
4 foot 
shoulders, 
straighten 
alignment, add 
left and right 
turn bays at all 
major routes.  
Access points 
should meet 
VDOT's 
access 
management 
guideli

our
) 

03300401
30; 

03300401
35; 

03300401
40; 

03300401
42; 

03300401
45; 

03300401
50; 

03300401
52; 

03300401
55; 

03300401
70 

l -2 
24   

nes. 
ce: 2, (S

10

N/A 
Rura
Lane 

Feet 

120670604 28 Franklin 
* 

[Rocky 
Mount] 

VA 646 from VA 
718 to VA 674 

S
G
D
(Source: 3) 

Long-
Safety
2 Lane
Feet 
(Sour

6460 A 
ric 
ar: 

07 

Union Hall afety: 
eometric 
eficiency 

Term:  
: Rural - 
 22 

ce: 3) 

0330
30 

Rural - 2 
Lane 22 

Feet 
N/

Geomet
Need Ye

20

120670771 48 Franklin Union Hall 
VA 40 at VA 
655 (Webster 
Road) 

Congestion: 
Study identified 
lack of capacity 
at intersection 
for VA 40 left 
and right turning 
traffic. 
(Source: 11) 

Mid-Term:  
Congestion: 
Provide 
exclusive 
eastbound 
and 
westbound left 
and right turn 
lanes for VA 
40. 
(Source: 10) 

N/A  
ain 

dor 
rch 

2010 
N/A N/A

Smith Mount
Lake Corri
Study, Ma

120670772 49 Franklin Union Hall 
VA 4
834 (Brooks Mill 
Road) 

C
S
l
at intersection 
for VA 40 left 
and right turning 
traffic. 
(Source: 11) 

Mid-T

0 at VA 

ongestion: 
tudy identified 

ack of capacity 

erm:  
Cong
Prov
ex

estion: 
de 
sive 
ound 

i
clu

eastb
and 
westbound left 
and right turn 
lanes 
40. 
(Sour

N/A N/A N/A 
S ountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 
for VA 

ce: 10) 

mith M

120670773 50 Franklin Union Hall 
VA 40 at VA 
945 (Kemp Ford 
Road) 

C
S
l city 
at intersection 
for VA 40 left 
and right turning 
traffic. 
(Source: 11, 1) 

Mid-T
ongestion: 
tudy identified 

ack of capa

erm:  
Cong
Provi
exclu
eastb
and 
westb
and righ
lanes for VA 
40. 
(Source: 10) 

/A  
Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

estion: 
de 
sive 
ound 

ound left 
t turn 

N N/A N/A

120670774 51 Franklin Union Hall 
VA 40 at VA 
890 (Snow 
Creek Road 

Safety: 
Intersection is 
sk
i
si
dr
C : 
Study identified 
lack of capacity 
at intersection 
for VA 40 left 
and right turning 
traffic. 
(Source: 11) 

Mid-T

ewed, which 
mpacts line of 
ght for some 
ivers. 
ongestion

erm:  
Safety
Reali
inters

e

Provi
exclu
eastb
and 
westbound left 
and right turn 
lanes for VA 
40. 
(Sour

 
Smi ountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

2010 

: 
gn 
ection to 
ct skew. 
estion: 
de 
sive 
ound 

N/A 

corr
Cong

ce: 10) 

N/A N/A
th M
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120670777 53 Franklin 
Union Hall* 

[Gills 
Creek] 

VA 834 from VA 
40 to VA 122 

Safety: 
Roadway has 
substandard 
lane widths and 
shoulders, 
access spacing 
does not meet 
guidelines. 
(Source: 11) 

Long-Term:  
Safety: 
Upgrade 
roadway to 12 
foot lanes with 
4 foot 
shoulders, 
straighten 
alignment, add 
left and right 
turn bays at all 
major r
Access
should
VDOT
acces

a

(Sour

03308340
30; 

03308340
20; 

03308340
10; 

03308340
50;03308

34040; 

Smith Mountain 
Lake Corridor 
Study, March 

outes.  
 points 
 meet 
's 
s 
gement 
nes. 

ce: 10) 

03306160
10 

man
guideli

N/A N/A 
2010 

*NOTE:  Some projects may border or lie in multiple magisterial districts.  Hence, these particular projects o the di
which the majority of the project segment lies.  The bordering districts are indicated in [brackets].    were designated t strict in   

  1: DSL:  DSL Studies;                

  1: SCP: Safety/Cong Priority List;              

  10: OTH: Others                  

  10: TIA:   Proffer/Traffic Impact Analysis             

  11: OTH: Others.                 

  2: SMS: SMS (State Mobility System);             

  2: SMS: SMS (State Mobility System);             

  3: SPS: SPS database               

  3: SPS: SPS database.                

  4: 6YR: Six year transportation improvement program;             

  4: CDA: Crash Database;               

  5: 6YR:  Six Year Implement Program;             

  5: SUA: Small Urban Area Plans;               

  6: HRR: High Risk Rural Roads;               

  6: SUA: Small Urban Area Plans;              

  7: HRR: High Risk Rural Roads;               

  7: STA:  STARS project;               

  8: LOC: Local Recommendations               

  8: STA:  STARS project;                

  9: LOC: Local Recommendations                

  9: TIA:   Proffer/Traffic Impact Analysis             

 

 
                      

Source of Deficiencies:                  

                      
Source of Recommendations                 

 
Aaro  Burdick, oard the foll ing PowerPoint presentation: n  shared with the B ow
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The Team

• Virginia 
Department of 
Transportation

• Consultants, lead 
by Parsons 
Transportation 
Group

• Planning District 
Commissions

• Localities

7/20/2010 RRLRP 2

 

The Plan

• Multi‐modal Regional Long‐Range Plan for 
each Planning District Commission

• Evaluation of the transportation systems of 
rural areas

• Recommendations for transportation 
improvements to satisfy existing and future 
needs.

7/20/2010
RRLRP

3

 

The Plan

• Plan to be reviewed and updated as needed.

• Used to identify transportation funding 
priorities.

7/20/2010
RRLRP

4
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Recommendations

• Broken down by each locality.

• Come from a number of different sources:
– Needs based

• Safety locations based on crash data

• Bridge deficiencies

• Segments with poor level of service
– Improvements‐spot improvements, widening of lanes, 
creating additional lanes

• Field reviews and analysis of study locations supplied 
by localities

7/20/2010 RRLRP 5

 

Recommendations

• Other studies
• High Risk Rural Road Studies

• Small Urban Area Plans

• Local Comprehensive Plans

• Corridor Studies

• Shown on maps and tables

provided by WPPDC.

7/20/2010 RRLRP 6

 

7/20/2010 RRLRP 7
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7/20/2010 RRLRP 8

 

Moving Forward

• Staff has reviewed the draft recommendations.
• Staff requests the BOS to review and provide any 
comments to staff by August 6, 2010.

• Community Meetings in September or October.
• Once comments are collected and incorporated, BOS 
will be asked to endorse the plan.

• Plan will go back to WPPDC for adoption.
• Upon adoption, Franklin County may want adopt all 
or part as an appendix to the 2025 Comprehensive 
Plan.

7/20/2010 RRLRP 9

 

(RESOLUTION #03-07-2010)
 

 
BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to authorize staff to 
receive any comments from Board members regarding the Rural Long Range 
Transportation 2035 Plan by August 6, 2010 and move forward submitting such 
information to VDOT accordingly.   . 
 MOTION BY:   Wayne Angell 

SECONDED BY:  Ronnie Thompson 
 VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
******************* 
CLEMENTS MILL BRIDGE UPDATE 
Tony Handy, VDOT, Resident Engineer, advised the Board VDOT held a public meeting
las Tuesday (July 13, 2010) to advise residents of the project completion date for
Clements Mill Bridge and St. Rt. 122 bridge over Gills Creek with a targeted 
adv
****
DIA

 
 t 

ertisement date of 2012. 
*************** 
MOND AVENUE 
y Handy, VDOT, Resident Engineer, stated VDOT was working with Town of Rocky 

unt officials to move the Diamond Avenue project forward.  The project is targeted for 
ril, 2011. 

Ton
Mo
Ap
****
(RE

*************** 
SOLUTION #04-07-2010) 

BE T THE ing back for 
dis ion r 0 meeting. 
 MOT

 I REFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to br
cuss egarding the E & S Ordinance as approved during the May, 201

ION BY:   David Cundiff 
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SECONDED BY:  Ronnie Thompson 
 VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
**************
EROISION N

***** 
& SEDIMENT ORDINA CE 

Ne Holtho 8, 2010, the 
Fra klin Co
Co
eng

il user, Director of Community Development, stated on May 1
n unty Board of Supervisors adopted revisions to Chapter 7 of the Franklin 

and Sediment Control Ordinance thereby requiring an unty Code, Erosion 
ineered E & S control plan for all land disturbing activit
t and located within 200 feet of the shoreline of Sm

ies greater than 3,000 square 
fee ith Mountain Lake, which are 
ass
sed

ociated with the construction or placement of single family homes.  An erosion and 
iment control permit is required for all land disturbing activities that are greater than 
00 square feet and located within 200 feet of any surface water, which are 
ociated with the construction or placement of single family homes. 

 
NSIDERATIONS:

3,0
ass

CO  At the May 18, 2010 Board meeting there was some discussion of 
 need for greater protection of the tributaries leading to Smith Mountain Lake, and 
ether or not an engineered erosion and sediment control plan

the
wh  should be required for 

d disturbing activities located within 200 feet of said tributaries.  Staff has looked into 
sible ways to address the protection of these tributaries from siltation and has had 

cussions with John McCutcheon, the Virginia Department of Conservation and 
eation’s Erosion and Sediment Control Program Manager, in regards to Franklin 

lan
pos
dis
Recr
Co
ero
 
Sta
an 
sed
con

lities that consider protection of water resources adopt the standards 
established for MS-4 localities and localities within the Chesapeake Bay 

its and plans as related to the construction of 

e feet or greater and the area of 

a bottle of water and add sandy soils to it, shake the bottle up, and 
set it on the e

unty considering alternatives to protecting Smith Mountain Lake tributaries from 
sion.   

ff explained that we were requested to contact DCR to get an idea of what would be 
appropriate distance up tributaries of Smith Mountain Lake to require an erosion and 
iment control plan.  The bulleted items are points made by Mr. McCutcheon as we 
sider various alternatives: 
• It is an unusual prerequisite in determining whether or not a permit or plan should 

be required based upon the distance from a body of water and certain distance 
upstream along its tributaries. Mr. McCutcheon is not aware of any other 
localities that take this approach. 

• Most loca

Protection Area, which simply establishes a threshold for land disturbance within 
a certain distance of a defined area. This is similar to the way our current 
ordinance reads, wherein we utilize 3,000 square feet disturbed and a distance of 
200 feet.  The difference in our ordinance is that we utilize this standard to 
establish thresholds for both perm
single family homes.  The MS-4 localities and localities in the Chesapeake Bay 
Protection Area do not require plans for the construction of single family homes 
within its protection areas, only permits.  Secondly, the threshold established in 
these localities requires a permit (plan if it is land disturbance related to non-
residential) for land disturbance of 2,500 squar
land disturbance is within 100 (or as close as 50) feet of the protected water 
resource.  *Mr. McCutcheon stated that in most instances 50 feet is an adequate 
buffer. 

*Please note that in Franklin County the amount of disturbance threshold 
is higher (3,000 sq. feet vs. 2,500 sq. feet); however we require land 
disturbance within a greater distance from water be subject to the greater 
restrictions (200 feet away vs. 100 feet away). 

• There is no scientific way to determine how far upstream from the Shoreline of 
Smith Mountain Lake along its tributaries to require a plan.  It would be very 
difficult to scientifically justify requiring a plan for disturbance within ½ mile vs 1 
mile vs 2 miles or even 5 miles. 

• The distance that sediment will travel is based upon the composition of that 
sediment.  For example, fine clays will run as far as they can go without an 
impediment.  The clays have a small volume and mass, but will make cloudy 
water over a long distance.  On the other hand, sandy soils will tend to settle 
fairly quickly.  An example-If I take a bottle of water and add clay to it, shake the 
bottle up, and set it on the end of my desk; it will still be cloudy several weeks 
later.  If I take 

nd of my desk; it will clear up within a couple of hours. 
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• Even though there is no real scientific way to determine the appropriate distance 
upstream from Smith Mountain Lake, Mr. McCutcheon suggested the farther the 
better.  He did note that within the Chesapeake Bay Protection Area, all 

 
RE

tributaries were subject to the greater restriction; but that only requires a permit. 
• Mr. McCutcheon suggested that the best protection of Smith Mountain Lake, and 

all other surface water, is through better inspection and enforcement.  He stated 
that the most widely ignored, but most highly beneficial practice is temporary 
stabilization.  Even with a regular inspection frequency, of once every two weeks, 

 difficult to monitor what damage may occur on a given site.  However, it is
greater attention to dates when sites have been denuded and stricter adherence 
to requiring temporary stabilization will significantly help in preventing erosion 
and sedimentation of these resources, and ultimately how much sediment ends 
up in Smith Mountain Lake. 

COMMENDATION:  Mr. Russ Johnson, Gills Creek District Supervisor has 
sted the Board to further discuss and reconsider the topic of requiring an 

ineered erosion and sediment control plan 
reque
eng for all land disturbing activities greater 

000 square feet and located within 200 feet of the shoreline of Smith Mountain 
which are associated with the construction or placement of single family homes.  

ould the Board wish to consider eliminatin

than 3,
Lake, 
Sh g the engineered plan requirement as 
outlined in the submitted draft ordinance, then a public hearing to revise Chapter 7 of 
the
 
DR
 
If t
dis
the
or 
 
Se
 
1. land-disturbing activity shall 

rmit by the program authority. 
 
2. 

 
3.  land-disturbing permit is not required if: 

 area is 

) The area of land disturbance is less than 3,000 square feet, and such area is 

 
(Ord. of 5-1
 
AR OL PLAN FOR A LAND-
DISTUR
 
Sec. 7-
 
1. xcept as otherwise provided in this chapter, no permit for land disturbing activity 

t control plan. 
 
2. An e

sed
a) T

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

 
Se  activities.   
 

 County Code will need to be advertised and held accordingly. 

AFT OF CHANGES TO CHAPTER 7 – 

he requirement for an engineered erosion and sediment control plan for land 
turbing activities greater than 3,000 square feet and located within 200 feet of 
 shoreline of Smith Mountain Lake, which are associated with the construction 
placement of single family homes is removed. 

c. 7-11.  Permit required for land-disturbing activities. 

Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, no 
commence prior to the issuance of a land-disturbing pe

A land-disturbing permit is required if: 
(a) The area of land disturbance is 10,000 square feet or greater; or 
(b) The area of land disturbance is 3,000 square feet or greater, and the area of land 

disturbance is located within 200 feet of any surface water. 

A
(a) The area of land disturbance is less than 10,000 square feet, and such

located more than 200 feet from any surface water; or 
(b

located within 200 feet of any surface water. 

9-1998, Ord. of 5-18- 2010) 

TICLE II.  EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTR
BING ACTIVITY 

17 Erosion and sediment control plan required. 

E
shall be issued without an approved erosion and sedimen

rosion and sediment control agreement may be substituted for an erosion and 
iment control plan, under the following conditions: 
he land disturbing activity is associated with the construction or location of a 

e-family residence; and 
b

c. 7-18 Performance bond for land disturbing
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1. Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, no permit for land disturbing activity 

shall be issued without the submittal and acceptance of reasonable performance 
bond to secure the required erosion and sediment control measures.  Such bond 

sha
or m
app
imp
 
If th
the 
amo
held
distu it or other legal 
arrangement or the unexpended or unobligated portion thereof, shall be refunded to 
the 
prov
othe

  
2. For 

sing
sub
con
the 
a) T
b) T

T
The na

 
(Ord. o
 
(RESO

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 

ll be held by the program authority. In the event that the applicant fails to initiate 
aintain appropriate conservation actions which may be required of him by the 

roved erosion and sediment control plan, the county may utilize said bond to 
lement the appropriate conservation actions. 

e county takes such conservation action upon failure by the applicant or owner, 
county may collect from the applicant or owner for the difference should the 
unt of the reasonable cost of such action exceed the amount of the security 
. Within sixty (60) days of the achievement of adequate stabilization of the land-
rbing activity, such bond, cash escrow, letter of cred

applicant or owner or terminated. These requirements are in addition to all other 
isions of law relating to the issuance of such permits and are not intended to 
rwise affect the requirements for such permits. 

land disturbing activities that are associated with the construction or location of a 
le-family residence, an erosion and sediment control agreement may be 
stituted for a performance bond to secure the required erosion and sediment 
trol measures.  In cases where an erosion and sediment control plan is required, 
erosion and sediment control agreement shall include the following: 
he title of the erosion and sediment control plan; 
he name of the plan preparer; 
he date the plan was prepared;  c) 

d) me and license number of the responsible land disturber; and 
e) The signature of the property owner. 

f 5-18-2010) 

LUTION #05-07-2010) 
THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to authorize staff to BE IT 

advertis ineered plan 
in asso 0 feet of the 
shorelin
 M

S
 V
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thomp , Thompson & Wagner 
****
HIS ATION OF BOOKS FOR SALE

e for public hearing in August to remove the requirement for an eng
 dwelling unit within 20ciation with the construction of a single family

e of Smith Mountain Lake. 
OTION BY:   Russ Johnson 
ECONDED BY:  Wayne Angell 
OTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 

son, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson
*************** 
TORICAL SOCIETY DON  

(RESOLUTION #06-07-2010) 
BE he Board of Supervisors to donate to the 
His
His
cer
the
Soc
 

 VOTI
 AYE
 NAY
****
FE

 IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, by t
torical Society as many Franklin County, VA 1786-1986 History Books, as the 
torical Society may sell from July 21, 2010, until the completion of the dedication 
emony (August 7, 2010) with the Historical Society to receive ½ of the proceeds from 
 sale of the books ($35.00/per book with $17.50/per book going to the Historical 
iety). 

MOTION BY:   Wayne Angell 
SECO on ie ThomNDED BY:  R n pson 

NG ON THE MOTION AS OLLOWS: W  AS F
S:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, & Thompson  
S:  Wagner 

*************** 
DERAL GOVERNMENT LABOR RELATIONS 
hard E. Huff, II, County Administrator, shared with the Board a letter Ric from 

Mo  VACO on a bill that has passed the House 
of R
col
sta
imp
gov

ntgomery County with an overview from
epresentatives and is headed to the Senate to require local governments to allow 

lective bargaining for public safety employees.  Sheriff Hunt is quite concerned as is 
ff, that this requirement could significantly undermine our ability to fund these 
ortant services using locally based values as opposed to being forced by the federal 
ernment to adhere to their labor guidelines. 
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General discussion ensued. 
(RESOLUTION #07-07-2010) 
BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to authorize County 
Administrator to forward a letter of opposition regarding the proposed Senate bill 
con
 hell 

 
 
****
SM

cerning Collective Bargaining. 
MOTION BY:   Leland Mitc
SECONDED BY:  Wayne Angell 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 

*************** 
ITH FARM CONCEPT PLAN 
hard E. mi istrator ard stafRic f had begun 

dev lopmen earch on 
the ove’s  prior to the 
RFP proces
 
Ge
 
The
furt
****
SO

Huff, II, County Ad n , advised the Bo
t of a concept plan for e Farm.  Mr. Huff stae  th Smith ted he felt res

 C shoreline and what restrictions may be present were needed
s. 

neral discussion ensued. 

 Board authorized staff to proceed with the shoreline research prior to moving any 
her in the RFP process.  . 
*************** 
CIAL SERVICES 
hard E. Huff, II, CoRic unty Administrator, advised the Board, Andy Crawford, Director of 

Soc l Services, requested Board authorization to allow Social Services to use the 
form e different functions for Social Services on a 
temporary erty Room properly secured (in the back of the 
bui
 
The n a temporary basis making sure the Sheriff’s 
Pro ured. 
****
AP

ia
er Library building to conduct fiv

basis with the Sheriff’s Prop
lding).  

 Board concurred with the request o
perty Room will be sec
**************** 
POINTMENTS 

 TRANSPORTATION SAFETY COMMISSION – UNION HALL DISTRICT (TERM 
 

EXPIRES 8/30/2010) 

SOLUTION #08-07-2010)
 
(RE  

 IT THEREFOBE RE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to appoint Don Brown to 
ser  as the Union Hall District Representative on the Transportation Safety 
Co

ompson 
OTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
mpson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 

 
**

ve
mmission with said term to expire August 30, 2014. 

MOTION BY:   David Cundiff 
 Ronnie ThSECONDED BY: 

VOTING ON THE M
AYES:  Mitchell, Tho

* * ************** 
CLOSED MEETING

*
 

(RESOLUTION #09-07-2010) 
BE  THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to into a closed meeting 
in onnel, a-3, Acquisition of Land, and a-5, 
Dis
one
 
 
 VOTI
 AYE  & Wagner 
*************

 IT
accordance with 2.2-3711, a-1, Pers
cussion of a Proposed New Business or Industry or the Expansion of an Existing 
, and a-7, Consult with Legal Counsel, of the Code of Virginia, as amended.  

MOTION BY:   David Cundiff 
SECONDED BY:  Russ Johnson 

NG ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
 C A nS:  Mitchell, Thompson, undiff, ngell, Johnson, Thompso

** 
MOTION:   -07-2010 Leland Mitchell    RESOLUTION:  #10
SECOND:  David Cundiff   MEETING DATE July 20, 2010 
WHEREAS, the Franklin County Board of Supervisors has convened an closed meeting 
on  an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance with the 
pro dom of Information Act:  and 

this date pursuant to
visions of The Virginia Free

Comment [CW1]: 
motion….Rick may know

 Not sure who made this 
??? 
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WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712(d) of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by this 
Franklin County Board of Supervisors that such closed meeting was conducted in 
conformity with Virginia law; 
NO
her
ma
dis ich this certification resolution applies, and (ii) 
onl
me
Su
VO
AY
NA
AB
AB
****
Ch cessed the meeting for the previously advertise public hearings as 
foll
 
PE AL USE

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Franklin County Board of Supervisors 
eby certifies that, to the best of each member’s knowledge, (i) only public business 
tters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by Virginia law were 
cussed in the closed meeting to wh
y such public business matters as were identified in the motion convening the closed 
eting were heard, discussed or considered by the Franklin County Board of 
pervisors. 
TE: 
ES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
YS:  NONE 
SENT DURING VOTE:  NONE 
SENT DURING MEETING:  NONE 
************** 

gner reairman Wa
ows: 

TITION FOR SPECI  – Petition of J. Stephen Arthur & Donna Arthur, 
Pe rmit for the purpose of allowing outdoor 
dis  includes property consisting of +/- 
2.0  the Gills Creek Magisterial District 
of F
Tax
 
Mr. Aaro rdick, Current Planning Manager presented the petition’s staff report as 
foll
 

titioner/Owners requesting a Special Use Pe
plays on business property.  The subject petition

 122 at Hales Ford Bridge, in acres located on Rt.
ranklin County and is identified in the Franklin County Real Estate Tax Records as  
 Map # 15, Parcel # 57.8.  (Case # SPEC-3-10-6537) 

n Bu
ows: 

Franklin County
Board of Supervisors

July 20, 2010
Case:

SPEC‐3‐10‐6537
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SITE DETAILS
Tax Map Number:

15‐57.08

Zoned: 

B‐2, General Business        

District

Size:

+/‐2.042 acres

Gills Creek Magisterial District

Owners and Applicants:

J. Stephen Arthur

And 

Donna S. Arthur

7/20/2010 2Arthur SUP

 

EXISTING 
CONDITIONS
•Existing office
•Existing 40’ x 40’ 
storage/maintenance 
building.

•Outdoor display areas
•Boat ramp

•Boat docks
•Surrounded by A‐1, 
B‐2, and PCD 
properties

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 3

PCDC

SUBJECT PROPERTY

 

SPECIAL USE PERMIT REQUEST

• The applicants request a Special Use Permit for Outdoor 
Display on Business Property.

• Display areas are shown on conceptual plan.
• While researching the property history, after the applicants 

attempted to obtain a land use permit for an addition to 
the storage building, staff determined that the applicants 
did not have the required Special Use Permit in order to 
have outdoor display on the subject property. 

• The applicants were not aware that they were required to 
have this permit, and have been displaying boats, personal 
watercrafts, and trailers on the property since July 2005, 
when they purchased the property.  

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 4
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Planning Commission 
suggested that the 
applicants revise the 
concept plan and 
remove reference to 
the signs and public 
utility easements, 
because these were 
items added to the 
plat to create the 
concept plan by Mr. 
Arthur, and did not 
accurately show a true 
representation of the 
subject property and 
the location of the 
VDOT right‐of way.

Concept Plan

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 5

 

SPECIAL USE PERMITS

• “Such use will not be of substantial detriment to 
adjacent property, that the character of the 
zoning district will not be changed thereby, and 
that such use will be in harmony with the purpose 
and intent of this chapter, with uses permitted by 
right in the zoning district, with additional 
regulations provided in section 25‐111 through 
25‐137, supplemental regulations and 
amendments, of this chapter, and with the public 
health, safety, and general welfare.”

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 7

 

SPECIAL USE PERMITS (Continued)

• Board of Supervisors “may impose upon any 
such permit such conditions relating to the use 
for which such permit is granted as it may 
deem necessary in the public interest…”

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 8
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

• The Future Land Use Map of the 2025 Comprehensive Plan 
indicates that the property is located within the Mixed Use 
Village Buffer of Hales Ford.

• The existing B‐2 zoning is consistent with the Future 
Land Use Map of the Franklin County 2025 
Comprehensive Plan.  Outdoor display on business 
property is not specifically considered within the 
policies for Villages.  The existing business‐ sales, 
service, and repair of boats, personal watercrafts, 
and trailers is an appropriate use within the Village of 
Hales Ford due to its proximity to Hales Ford Bridge, 
Smith Mountain Lake, marinas, and other businesses 
which rent or sell boats and personal watercrafts. 

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 9

 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
(Continued)

• In addition to Bridgewater Plaza, staff 
believes that presence of businesses which 
sell or rent boats and personal watercrafts 
has created an identity for the Village of 
Hales Ford; even though this type of business 
is not specifically discussed within the 
policies for Villages. These policies 
specifically discuss community facilities, 
recreational areas, and convenient 
shopping. 

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 10

 

CONSIDERATIONS

• Staff believes that the applicants’ request to 
permit outdoor display on business property in 
the B‐2 Zoning District is consistent with the 
criteria to issue a special use permit. 

• The applicants have been displaying boats, 
personal watercrafts, and trailers on their 
property since they purchased the property in 
July 2005.  Staff has no records of any 
complaints or violations being filed on the 
subject property, in association of the outdoor 
display or otherwise. 

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 11
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CONSIDERATIONS (Cont.)

• The approval of outdoor display on the 
subject property will have minimal 
impacts to the Village of Hales Ford.  No 
additional rights will be granted to the 
property, other than bringing the existing 
outdoor display into compliance with 
Franklin County Zoning Regulations.  

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 12

 

CONSIDERATIONS (Cont.)

• If the Special Use Permit is approved, and the 
staff suggested condition of substantial 
conformance to the applicants’ submitted 
concept plan is imposed, this will serve to better 
define the limits of outdoor display, customer 
parking areas, and drive isles on the subject 
property. 

• If the Special Use Permit is denied, the applicants 
will no longer be able to have outdoor display on 
their property. 

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 13

 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
CONSIDERATIONS

• Upon closer review of the concept plan, applicants’ plat, and discussion 
during the Planning Commission Public Hearing, it was determined that 
the fence was located just inside the property line, and that the public 
utility easement that was shown on the concept is in fact VDOT right‐of‐
way.

• Planning Commission suggested that the applicants revise the concept 
plan and remove reference to the signs and public utility easements, 
because these were items added to the plat to create the concept plan by 
Mr. Arthur, and did not accurately show a true representation of the 
subject property and the location of the VDOT right‐of way.

• Staff has advised the applicants that a revised concept plan should be 
submitted prior to the consideration by the Board of Supervisors.  As of this 
writing, staff has not received a revised concept plan from the applicants.

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 14
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PLANNING COMMISSION SUGGESTED 
CONDITIONS

SPEC‐3‐10‐6537

• By a vote of 5‐1, with 1 absent, the Planning Commission recommends 
approval of the Special Use Permit Request, with the following conditions:

• Substantial Conformance with “REVISED” Concept Plan.  The property 
shall be developed in substantial conformance to the revised concept plan 
for Blackwater Boat Company LLC, as prepared by J. Stephen Arthur and 
included in the application package for Special Use Permit, with the 
exception that in no case shall the outdoor display be permitted within 20 
feet of the edge of pavement, and in no case shall the outdoor display 
exceed the boundaries of the parcel.

• Limitation on items included in Outdoor Display. Outdoor display on Tax 
Map #15, Parcel# 58.07 shall be limited to the display of boats, personal 
watercrafts, and trailers. 

7/20/2010 Arthur SUP 15

 
 
STAFF CONSIDERATIONS: 
The existing B-2 zoning is consistent with the Future Land Use Map of the Franklin 
County 2025 Comprehensive Plan.  Outdoor display on business property is not 
specifically considered within the policies for Villages.  The existing business- sales, 
service, and repair of boats, personal watercrafts, and trailers is an appropriate use 
within the Village of Hales Ford due to its proximity to Hales Ford Bridge, Smith 
Mountain Lake, marinas, and other businesses which rent or sell boats and personal
wa rcrafts.  
 
In a lieves that presence of businesses which sell 
or 
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con itted concept plan is imposed, this will serve to 
better d
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If th
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PL NING COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS:

 
te

ddition to Bridgewater Plaza, staff be
rent boats and personal watercrafts has created an identity for the Village of Hales 
d; even though this type of business is not specifically discussed within the policies 
Villages. These policies specifically discuss community facilities, recreational areas, 
 convenient shopping.  

 applicants have been displaying boats, personal watercrafts, and trailers on their 
perty since they purchased the property in July 2005.  Staff has no records of any 
plaints or violations being filed on the subject property, in association of the outdoor 

play or otherwise.

 approval of outdoor display on the subject property will have minimal impacts to the 
age of Hales Ford.  No additional rights will be granted to the property, other than 
ging the existing outdoor display into compliance with Franklin County Zoning 

gulations.   

e Special Use Permit is approved, and the staff suggested condition of substantial 
formance to the applicants’ subm

efine the limits of outdoor display, customer parking areas, and drive isles on the 
ject property. 

e Special Use Permit is denied, the applicants will no longer be able to have outdoor 
play on their property. 

AN  
In t
cha
are
dis
fen t inside the property line, and that the public utility easement that 
wa wn on the concept is in fact VDOT right-of-way. 
 
Pla
rem

he past, the applicants have displayed smaller boats and watercrafts in front of the 
in linked fence; however, the applicants’ submitted concept plan shows all display 
as inside the fence.  Upon closer review of the concept plan, applicants’ plat, and 
cussion during the Planning Commission Public Hearing, it was determined that the 
ce was located jus
s sho

nning Commission suggested that the applicants revise the concept plan and 
ove reference to the signs and public utility easements, because these were items 
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added to the plat to create the concept plan by Mr. Arthur, and did not accurately show 
a true representation of the subject property and the location of the VDOT right-of way. 
 
Staff h
the
a re
 
PL

as advised the applicants that a revised concept plan should be submitted prior to 
 consideration by the Board of Supervisors.  As of this writing, staff has not received 
vised concept plan from the applicants. 

ANNING COMMISSION SUGGESTED CONDITIONS: 
a vote of 5-1, with 1 absent, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the 
cial Use Permit Request, with the following conditions: 

By 
Spe
 

 Substantial Conformance with “REVISED” Concept Plan1. .  The property shall 
t plan for 

 edge of 
of the 

p e
 

2. Limi

be developed in substantial conformance to the revised concep
Blackwater Boat Company LLC, as prepared by J. Stephen Arthur and included 
in the application package for Special Use Permit, with the exception that in no 
case shall the outdoor display be permitted within 20 feet of the
pavement, and in no case shall the outdoor display exceed the boundaries 
arc l. 

tation on items included in Outdoor Display.  Outdoor display on Tax 
#15, Parcel# 58.07 shall be limited to the display of boats, personal 

rcrafts, and trailers. 
se note that as of the writing of this staff memorandum, on June 8, 2010, 
has not received a revised concept plan. 

g was Op

Map 
wate
*Plea
staff 
 

 
Public Hear ened. 
********
The ap
 
No one spo ove. 
*************
Aaron Burd
Use Permit, 
 
Pu  Hearing was Closed. 
 
(RE

in
************* 
plicant was not present for the public hearing. 

ke for or against the proposed m
******** 
ick, stated staff did not have a revised concept plan for the Arthur’s Special 
as advertised for public hearing.   

blic

SOLUTION #11-07-2010) 
NO s to approve the 
spe ed in this chapter 
find g by the Franklin County Board of Supervisors that such use will not be of 
sub e projected future land 
use se will be in harmony 
with
and
Fra oning ordinances of the 
Co al encourages economic 
dev rable employment and enlarges the tax base.   
 
Co itions for Case # SPEC-3-10-6537, J. Stephen Arthur and Donna S. Arthur 

W THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED, by the Board of Supervisor
cial use permit with the conditions as discussed for uses as provid
in
stantial detriment to adjacent property, that the character of th

ot be adversely impacted, that such u of the community will n
 the purpose and intent of the zoning ordinance and with the public health, safety 
 general welfare and in accord with the requirements of Section 25-638 of the 
nklin County Code and Section 15.2-2283, Purpose of z

 of Virginia of 1950, as amended.  Further the proposde
elopment activities that provide desi

nd
1.  Substantial Conformance – No outdoor display be located beyond the current 

location of the existing fence adjacent to Rt. 122.  
2. Limitation on items included in Outdoor Display – Outdoor display on Tax Map # 

15, Parcel # 57.08 shall be limited to the display of boats, personal watercrafts, 
and trailers. 
MOTION BY:   Russ Johnson 
SECONDED BY:  Wayne Angell 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 

*********** 
TITION of the Franklin County Board of Supervisors to amend Chapter 25 

 
 
 
 
****
PE
“Zoning” of the Franklin County Code as follows:  amend Article I, General 

visions, Division 3, Definitions, Section 25-40, Principle definitions of the Zoning 
 Storage- Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recreational Trailer:  An area 

Pro
Ordinance,
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dedicated for the storage of boats, recreational vehicles, and recreational trailers; 
provided however that no storage shall be allowed within yards or setback areas 
required by other sections of this Zoning Ordinance.  Article III, District Regulations, 
Division 1
Veh
Re
Re
 
Aar
Jea
Sup
com
Dis
Gills Cr
 
DIS

, Agricultural District, Section 25-179, Insert Storage-Boat, Recreational 
icle, and Recreational Trailer as a use allowed by Special Use Permit; Division 3, 

sidential Suburban Subdivision District, Section 25-223, Insert Storage-Boat, 
creational Vehicle, and Recreational Trailer as a use allowed by Special Use Permit 

on Burdick, Senior Planner/Current Planning Manager, stated in March 2010, Bob 
ns, representing the Baywood Homeowners Association requested the Board of 
ervisors to consider amending the Franklin County Zoning Ordinance to permit 
mon storage areas for boats, recreational vehicles, and trailers in the R-1 Zoning 
ict.  The Baywood Subdivision is located adjacent to Smith Mountain Lake in the tr

eek Magisterial District. 

CUSSION: Staff has reviewed this request and recommends the following 
endments to Chapter 25, Zoning Ordinance: am

1) 
Sto
for 
how  within yards or setback areas required by 
other s
 
2)

Section 25-40. Principle definitions of the Zoning Ordinance 
rage- Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recreational Trailer:  An area dedicated 
the storage of boats, recreational vehicles, and recreational trailers; provided 
ever that no storage shall be allowed

ections of this Zoning Ordinance. 
 

 
- tional Trailer as a use 
allo  by 

Section 25-179. Special use permits (Agricultural District – A-1) 
Insert Storage-Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recrea

wed     
 Special Use Permit 
 
3) Section 25-223. Special use permits (Residential Suburban Subdivision 
District – R-1) 
- Insert Storage-Boat, Recreational Vehicle, an
a ed by 

d Recreational Trailer as a use 

 
 
Staff sugge
be l Use Permit in the A-1 and R-1 District because there are several 
areas, ions zoned A-1 and R-1,  adjacent to and in close 
pro mity to ich may be appropriate for such storage areas if 
the opriate conditions are submitted to their approvals.  Additionally, there are 
are
wh
 
RE

llow  
Special Use Permit 

sts that Storage-Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recreational Trail er  
allowed by Specia

 including single family subdivis
 Smith Mountain Lake whxi

 appr
as of Franklin County, where it may not be appropriate for such storage areas, or 
ere the dynamics of the request dictate different conditions. 

COMMENDATION: Staff requests the Board of Supervisors to review and consider 
 proposed amethe ide direction.  If the Board determines that the 

proposed a riate form, staff respectfully requests the Board to 
aut rize staff to schedule a discussion with the Planning Commission in May.  This 
wo
Bo
 
Pu
****
No 
****
Pu
 
(RESOLUTION #12-07-2010)

ndments and prov
mendments are in approp

ho
uld then allow a public hearing in front of the Planning Commission in June, and 
ard of Supervisors in July. 

blic Hearing was Opened. 
***************** 
one spoke for or against the proposed move. 
***************** 

blic Hearing was Closed. 

 

Section 25-40.  Principal definitions of the Zoning Ordinance 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED, by the Board of Supervisors to approve the 
following proposed ordinance amendments, as advertised, and that the public purpose 
is public necessity, convenience, general welfare, or good zoning practice and in accord 
with the requirements of Section 25-638 of the Franklin County Code and Section 15.2-
2283, Purpose of zoning ordinances of the Code of Virginia of 1950, as amended. 
ARTICLE I.  General Provisions 
Division 3.  Definitions 
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The following definitions shall apply in the interpretation and enforcement of this 
Chapter. 
 
Sto
the
how o storage shall be allowed within yards or setback areas required by 
other sections of this Zoning Ordinance. 
 
AR
Div
 
Se
Ins tional Trailer as a use allowed by 
Sp
 
Div trict, R-1 
Sectio
Ins creational Trailer as a use allowed by 
Sp
 
 David Cundiff 
 ION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
 agner 
****

E 
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Su
20, eet, Suite 104, 
Ro or the 
inst , removal and 
replacemen nklin County 
Co merce 

 
TH IDERATION above se OF FRANKLIN, 
Virginia body politic, the Grantor, does hereb ey with General 
Wa
eas
rem
foll
Tax
Cle
part
 
BE  or near an existing branch in the property line 
between Tax Map # 82-138.8 as described in deed of record in the aforesaid Clerk's 
Off
of r
the
68 
cal
82-
pro
bea
the
in t
poi larly described on a composite plat made 
for t ., dated May 16, 2010, by Philip W. Nester, 
Lan
 
Mik
Mc
for 
pla
dire
.09

rage- Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recreational Trailer:  An area dedicated for 
 common storage of boats, recreational vehicles, and recreational trailers; provided 
ever that n

TICLE III.  District Regulations 
ision 1, Agricultural District, A-1 

ction 25-179. Special Use permits 
rt Storage-Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Recreae

ecial Use Permit. 

ision 3, Residential Suburban Subdivision Dis
n 25-223.  Special Use permits 

ert Storage-Boat, Recreational Vehicle, and Re
ecial Use Permit. 

MOTION BY:   Russ Johnson 
SECONDED BY:  
VOTING ON THE MOT
AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & W

*************** 
PUBLIC NOTIC

accordance with State Code Section 15.2-1800 (B), the Franklin County Board of 
pervisors will hold a public hearing at approximately 6:00 P.M., on Tuesday, July 
 2010, at the Franklin County Government Center, 1255 Franklin Str
cky Mount, Virginia to consider granting a drainage easement to McAirlaid’s f
allation, construction, operation, maintenance, inspection, repair

t of drainage lines across County-owned property at the Fra
m Park as follows: 

AT FOR THE CONS t out, the COUNTY 
y grant, deed and conv

rranty of Title unto McAIRLAIDS, INC., a Virginia corporation, Grantee, a drainage 
ement for the installation, construction, operation, maintenance, inspection, repair, 
oval and replacement of drainage lines from Tax Map # 82-138.11 A in and to the 

owing described tract or parcel of land containing 0.097 acre and being a portion of 
 Map # 82-138.8 as conveyed to the Grantor by deed of record in the aforesaid 
rk's Office in Deed Book 638, at Page 778, and said easement being more 
icularly described as follows: 

GINNING at a found iron located in

ice in Deed Book 638, at Page 778, and Tax Map # 82-138.8A as described in deed 
ecord in the aforesaid Clerk's Office in Deed Book 914, at Page 1555; thence leaving 
 branch and with the property line between Tax Map #s 82-138.8 and 82-138.8A, N. 
deg. 29' 30" W. (plat bearing reversed) 48.13 feet to a set one-half inch iron rebar 
led for and being a common corner between Tax Map #s 82-138.8, 82-138.8A, and 
138.IIA; thence leaving the property line of Tax Map # 82- \38.8A and with the 
perty line between Tax Map #s 82-\38 and 82-138.1 lA, N. 28 deg. 36' 48" E. (plat 
ring reversed) 70.54 feet to a point; thence S. 68 deg. 29' 30" E. 55.13 feet leaving 
 property line with Tax Map # 82-138.IIA and through Tax Map # 82-138.8 to a point 
he center of the existing branch; thence with the center of the existing branch to the 
nt of BEGINNING, and being more particu

e County of Franklin and McAirlaids, Inch
d Surveyor. 

e Burnette, Interim Director, Commerce & Leisure Services, advised the Board since 
Airlaids’ initial location announcement in 2006, the company has diligently planned 
future expansion at the Franklin County Commerce Center.  As part of this future 
nning, the company has noted a need for an easement across County property to 
ct future stormwater to a creek just off their property.  The requested easement is 
7 acres in size.  Granting this easement will allow the company to continue to 



 
 387
expand in Franklin County adding jobs and tax base.  The County does not have any 
development plans for the easement area.   
 
To 
acr
ma  of County property from the 
McAirlaids property line.  A public hearing must be held before any such easement 
cou
the
RE

move forward with its future expansion plans, an easement in the amount of .097 
es needs to be granted by the County to McAirlaids allowing construction and 
intenance of stormwater facilities across a short distance

ld be granted.  The granting of this easement will not affect future development at 
 Commerce Center by the County.     
COMMENDATION:   
ff respectfully requests Board approval, after the requisite public hearing, to grant 
 requested easement to McAirlaids.     
***************** 

blic Hearing was Opened. 
***************** 

Sta
the
****
Pu
****
Mik mmerce & Leisure Services presented the request. 
 
No 
****
Pu
 
(RE

e Burnette, Acting Director of Co

one spoke for or against the proposed move. 
***************** 

blic Hearing was Closed. 

SOLUTION #13-07-2010) 
BE
eas
ins  repair, removal and replacement of drainage lines across County-owned 
pro
 
 Thompson 
  AS FOLLOWS: 
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
****

The
an 
Loc

 IT THEREFORE ORDAINED, by the Board of Supervisors to grant a drainage 
ement to McAirlaid’s for the installation, construction, operation, maintenance, 

pection,
perty at the Franklin County Commerce Park, as advertised: 

ayne Angell MOTION BY:   W
SECONDED BY:  Ronnie 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS

***************** 
PUBLIC NOTICE 

 Franklin County Board of Supervisors hereby provides notice that it intends to file 
application for funding with USDA, Rural Development for funding for a proposed 
al Foods Processing and Distribution Center. 

 
The y 6:00 P.M., on 
Jul  Franklin 
Co t, Virginia 
241 1.  
 
Pu
****
Richard E. Huff, II, County Administrator, brie SDA application 
and
 
No 
****
Pu
 
(RE

 public hearing, on the proposed project, will be held at approximatel
y 20, 2010, in the Board of Supervisor’s Meeting Room located in the
unty Government Center, 1255 Franklin Street, Suite 104, Rocky Moun
5

blic Hearing was Opened
***************** 

. 

fed the Board on the U
 requirement for the public hearing. 

one spoke for or against the proposed move. 
***************** 

blic Hearing was Closed. 

SOLUTION #14-07-2010) 
IT THEREFORE ORDAINED, by the Board of Supervisors to authorize staff to ratify 
application for funding with USDA, Rural Development for funding a proposed Local 
ds Process

BE 
an 
Foo ing and Distribution Center for Food to Table grant. 
 MOTION BY:   Bobby Thompson 
  Mitchell 
 LLOWS: 
 
****

SECONDED BY:  Leland
TION WAS AS FOVOTING ON THE MO

AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
************** 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
In a cordance to Section 33.1-70.01 of the Code of Virginia, Franklin County Board of 
Sup e jointly formulated a 
bud cal year as well as to 
upd ar Secondary Roads Improvement Program based on 
pro

c
ervisors and the Virginia Department of Transportation hav

of improvement funds for the next fisget for the expenditure 
ate the current Six-Ye
jected allocation of funding.  
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Tony Handy, Resident Engineer, VDOT, presented the proposed 6-Year Secondary 
Road System. 
 
Pu  Hearing was Opened. 
****
Joh finition of resurface.  Mr. Handy defined resurfacing for Mr. Gill. 
 
Dor  to make sure the road is completed sooner 
rath Year Road Plan.  Mr. Murphy stated the road 
bec  wet and busses could not get down the street.   
****
Pu
 
(RE

blic
***************** 
n Gill asked the de

othy Murphy – Fralin Road wanted
er than later, as submitted in the 6-
omes very slippery when
***************** 
ic Hearing was Closed. bl

SOLUTION #15-07-2010) 
 IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to adopt the following 
olution as follows: 

BE
res

d 33.1-23.4 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as 
am ach county to work with the Virginia Department 
of Transportation in developing a Secondary Six-Year Road Plan, 
 

Pla
pro  a public hearing on the proposed Plan (2011 through 
2016) as w ll as the Construction Priority List (2011) on July 20, 2010 after duly 
advertised 
hea
and
 

WHEREAS, Anthony L. Handy, Area Land Use Engineer, Virginia Department of 
Tra sportat
Pla
for 
 

the
res
and
hea
 MOTION BY:  David Cundiff 

SEC
 
 
****
RU

 
WHEREAS, Sections 33.1-23 an

ended, provides the opportunity for e

WHEREAS, this Board had previously agreed to assist in the preparation of this 
n, in accordance with the Virginia Department of Transportation policies and 
cedures, and participated in

e
so that all citizens of the County had the opportunity to participate in said 

ring and to make comments and recommendations concerning the proposed Plan 
 Priority List,  

n ion, appeared before the board and recommended approval of the Six-Year 
n for Secondary Roads (2011 through 2016) and the Construction Priority List (2011) 
Franklin County, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that since said Plan appears to be in 
 best interests of the Secondary Road System in Franklin County and of the citizens 
iding on the Secondary System, said Secondary Six-Year Plan (2011 through 2016) 
 Construction Priority List (2011) are hereby approved as presented at the public 
ring. 

ONDED BY:  Leland Mitchell 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 

*************** 
RAL RUSTIC RESOLUTIONS 

To  Handy, Resident Administrator, presented the following resolutions for the 
Board’s co
RE

ny
nsideration to be designated as Rural Rustic Roads: 

SOLUTION/STATE ROUTE 672 
EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
d surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
ral Rustic Road

WH
har
Ru ; and 
 
WH ent area and 
hav
 
WH REAS rd”) requests 
tha oute 
des
 
WH opment that will significantly affect 
the 
 

EREAS, any such road must be located in a low-density developm
e no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 

E , the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Boa
t R 672, Inglewood Road, From: Route 670, To: End of State Maintenance, be 

 Road; and ignated a Rural Rustic

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending devel
existing traffic on the road; and 
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WHEREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvements to its secondary 
system of state highways; and 
 
WH
this
imp elopment of a rural rustic project; and 
 
WH
qua
 
NO
Ru l Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
De
 
BE oard requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
to the fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
to p
rus
 
BE arded to the 
Are  Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
****
RE

EREAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
 road have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 
rovements as is consistent with the dev

EREAS, the Board believes that this road should be so designated due to its 
lifying characteristics; 

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designates this road a 
ra
partment of Transportation concur in this designation. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the B

reserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 
tic character along the road in their current state. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forw
a
************* 
SOLUTION/ST. RT. 748 
EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
d surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
ral Rustic Road

WH
har
Ru ; and 
 
WH
hav
 
WH  of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Board”) requests 
tha m: Route 40, To: Route 40, be designated a 
Rur
 
WH
the 
 
WH
sys
 
WH REAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
this
imp
 
WH road should be so designated due to its 
qua fying characteristics; 
 
NO
Ru a Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
De of Transportation concur in this designation. 
 
BE
to t ithin the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
to p eserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 
rus
 
BE
Are
*********************** 
RE

EREAS, any such road must be located in a low-density development area and 
e no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 

EREAS, the Board
t Route 748, Ferrum School Road, Fro
al Rustic Road; and 

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending development that will significantly affect 
existing traffic on the road; and 

EREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvements to its secondary 
tem of state highways; and 

E
 road have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 
rovements as is consistent with the development of a rural rustic project; and 

EREAS, the Board believes that this 
li

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designates this road a 
ral Rustic Road, and requests that the Are
partment 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
e fullest extent prudent, be improved wh
r

tic character along the road in their current state. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
 Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. a

SOLUTION/ST. RT. 709 
EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of t

urfacing of certain unpaved r
WH he code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
hard s oads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
Rural Rustic Road; and 
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WHEREAS, any such road must be located in a low-density development area and 
have no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 
 
WH
tha
des
 
WH
the 
 
WH n for improvements to its secondary 
sys m of state highways; and 
 
WH
this  road may be paved with minimal 
imp ents as is consistent with the development of a rural rustic project; and 
 
WH
qua
 
NO
Rur
De
 
BE  FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
to t
to p
rus ir current state. 
 
BE
Are
****
RE

EREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Board”) requests 
t Route 709, Blue Bend Road, From: 1.0 miles east of Route 919, To: Route 812, be 
ignated a Rural Rustic Road; and 

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending development that will significantly affect 
existing traffic on the road; and 

EREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year pla
te

EREAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
 road have been made aware that this
rovem

EREAS, the Board believes that this road should be so designated due to its 
lifying characteristics; 

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designates this road a 
al Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 

partment of Transportation concur in this designation. 

 IT
he fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
reserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 
c character along the road in theti

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
a Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
****************** 
OLUTION/ST. RT. 839/936S  

WH
har
Ru

EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
d surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
ral Rustic Road; and 

EREAS, any such road must be located in a low-density development area and 
 no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 

 
WH
hav
 
WH
tha
Ma
 
WH evelopment that will significantly affect 
the 
 
WH
sys
 
WH
this
imp ject; and 
 
WH
qua
 
NO s this road a 
Ru l Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
De
 
BE sts that this road be hard surfaced and, 
to t
to p
rus nt state. 

e

EREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Board”) requests 
t Route 839/936, Greenhouse Road, From: Route 671, To: End of State 

ural Rustic Road; and intenance, be designated a R

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending d
existing traffic on the road; and 

EREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvements to its secondary 
tem of state highways; and 

EREAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
 road have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 
ovements as is consistent with the development of a rural rustic pror

EREAS, the Board believes that this road should be so designated due to its 
lifying characteristics; 

, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designateW
ra
partment of Transportation concur in this designation. 

T FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board reque I
he fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
reserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 

tic character along the road in their curre
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
******************** 
RESOLUTION/ST. RT. 728 
WH
har
Ru

EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
d surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
ral Rustic Road; and 

 
WH ted in a low-density development area and 
hav
 
WH
tha m: 0.50 miles south of Route 739, To: 1.4 miles 
sou  of Route 739, be designated a Rural Rustic Road; and 
 
WH
the 
 
WH
sys
 
WH butting 
this roa
imp
 
WH d should be so designated due to its 
qua
 
NO , the Board hereby designates this road a 
Ru l Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
De
 
BE
to t
to p eserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 
rus
 
BE  certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Are  Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
****
RE

EREAS, any such road must be loca
e no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 

EREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Board”) requests 
t Route 728, Leaning Oak Road, Fro
th

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending development that will significantly affect 
xisting traffic on the road; and e

EREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvements to its secondary 
tem of state highways; and 

REAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land aE
d have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 

rovements as is consistent with the development of a rural rustic project; and 

REAS, the Board believes that this roaE
lifying characteristics; 

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
ra
partment of Transportation concur in this designation. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
he fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
r

tic character along the road in their current state. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a
a
************* 
SOLUTION/ST. RT. 931 
EREAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the improvement and 
d surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be d

WH
har esignated a 
Ru l Rustic Roadra ; and 
 
WH
hav
 
WH “Board”) requests 
tha Route 931, Fralins Road, From: Route 715, To: End of State Maintenance, be 
des
 
WH
the oad; and 
 
WH
sys
 
WH  particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
this road have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 
imp
 
WH ated due to its 
qua fying characteristics; 

EREAS, any such road must be located in a low-density development area and 
e no more than 1,500 vehicles per day (vpd); and 

EREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (
t 
ignated a Rural Rustic Road; and 

EREAS, the Board is unaware of pending development that will significantly affect 
existing traffic on the r

EREAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvements to its secondary 
tem of state highways; and 

EREAS, the general public and

rovements as is consistent with the development of a rural rustic project; and 

EREAS, the Board believes that this road should be so design
li
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designates this road a 
Rural Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
Department of Transportation concur in this designation. 
 
BE
to t
to p s, and rural 
rus
 
BE
Are
****
RE

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
he fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
reserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slope
c character along the road in their current state. ti

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
a Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
**************** 
SOLUTION/ST. RT. 744 

REAS, Section §33.1-70.1 of the code of Virginia, permits the WH improvement and 
hard surfacing of certain unpaved roads deemed to qualify for and be designated a 
Ru

E

ral Rustic Road; and 

d must be located in a low-density development area and 
 
WH
hav (vpd); and 
 
WH
tha
643
 
WHEREAS, the Board is unaware of pending development that will significantly affect 
the 
 
WH  to its secondary 
sys
 
WH
this
imp l rustic project; and 
 
WH
qua
 
NO
Ru
De  designation. 
 
BE
to t
to p
rus
 
BE
Are
(RE

EREAS, any such roa
e no more than 1,500 vehicles per day 

EREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Franklin County, Virginia (“Board”) requests 
t Route 744, Webster Corner Road, From: Route 643, To: 0.75 Mile North of Route 
, be designated a Rural Rustic Road; and 

existing traffic on the road; and 

REAS, this road is in the Board’s six-year plan for improvementsE
tem of state highways; and 

EREAS, the general public and particularly those citizens who own land abutting 
 road have been made aware that this road may be paved with minimal 
ovements as is consistent with the development of a rurar

EREAS, the Board believes that this road should be so designated due to its 
lifying characteristics; 

W, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby designates this road a 
ral Rustic Road, and requests that the Area Land Use Engineer for the Virginia 
partment of Transportation concur in this

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests that this road be hard surfaced and, 
he fullest extent prudent, be improved within the existing right of way and ditch-lines 
reserve as much as possible the adjacent trees, vegetation, side slopes, and rural 

tic character along the road in their current state. 

 IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
a Land Use Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation. 
SOLUTION #16-07-2010) 

BE  THEREFORE RESOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors to adopt aforementioned 
res
 

 
 AYES:  Mitchell, Thompson, Cundiff, Angell, Johnson, Thompson & Wagner 
****
Ch
****
 
 
 
 
___
CH
CH  COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR   

IT
olutions as submitted. 

MOTION BY:  Wayne Angell 
SECONDED BY:  David Cundiff 
VOTING ON THE MOTION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 

*********************** 
airman Wagner adjourned the meeting. 
*************** 

______________________________ _______________________________ 
ARLES WAGNER     RICHARD E. HUFF, II 
AIRMAN      
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