ORANGE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA
GORDON BUILDING
112 WEST MAIN STREET - ORANGE, VIRGINIA 22960
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 2011 -4:00 p.m.

Unless otherwise indicated or unless relocated by the Board, agenda items will be taken in order. The Board reserves the right to remove, add,
and/or relocate agenda items as necessary. The Board will break at 5:30 p.m. for dinner and will reconvene at 7:00 p.m. in Open Session. The
public comment period will begin at 7:00 p.m., and may be continued after any public hearings, if necessary. In order to provide sufficient
opportunity for all citizens with a concern, a three minute time limit will be imposed by the Chairman. Speakers may not cede their time to
another speaker. Anyone wishing to address the Board during public comment or during the public hearings must sign in on the forms that are
located on the table outside of the Board Room. Forms should be submitted to the Chief Deputy Clerk, and speakers will be called in order.

4:00 P.M.

1. CALL TO ORDER
¢ Pledge of Allegiance
¢ Invocation

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

3. APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
a. Supplemental Appropriations
b. Budget Transfers
C. Minutes

{B—January-11, 2011 Regular Meeting
4., PUBLIC APPEARANCES

b. Presentation of Service Awards: Julie Jordan, County Administrator
C. Quarterly Finance Report: John Sieg, Interim Finance Director

5. ACTION ITEMS
a. HVAC System for 911 Center and Server Room: Gene Stewart, E911 Manager
b. Memorandum of Understanding - Workforce Investment Board (WIB) Satellite Office: Karen
Epps, Director of Economic Development
C. Memorandum of Agreement — Rappahannock Rapidan Regional Commission: Julie Jordan,
County Administrator
d. Proposed Repeal of the Big Box Ordinance: Supervisor Goodwin

6. APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES

7. DISCUSSION ITEMS
a. Update on Airport Event: Kurt Hildebrand, Director of Public Works
b. Update on the Long Range Transportation Plan: Gregg Zody, Director of Planning
c. Update on Dog Tag Fees: Sharon Pandak, County Attorney

8. INFORMATION ITEMS
a. Treasurer’s Report
b. CVRJ Quarterly Report
C. Letter from DEQ - Unit 3 North Anna Power Station
d. Letter from RRRC — TMDL Implementation Plan Public Meeting February 8, 2011

9. COMMITTEE REPORTS
10. CALENDAR
a. February 22, 2011 Meeting beginning at 4:00 p.m.
b. Redistricting Public Input Session — February 22, 2011 beginning at 7:30 p.m.

11. BUDGET WORKSESSION
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January 14, 2011

Ms, Julie G. Jordan

Orange County Administrator

P.O. Box 111

Orange, Virginia 22960 "o

RE:  Notification of Public Notice of Draft Permits and PubficHrings +- 111 - Z100 5 WLHGE

Unit 3 at Dominion’s North Anna Power Station
Part I — Surface Water Construction Related Impacts, Joint Permit Application (JPA) No. 10-1256
Part I1 — Minor Sutface Water Withdrawal for Construction Activities, JPA No. 10-1496

Louisa, Orange, Spotsylvania, Hanover, Caroline and King William Counties, Virginia

Dear Ms. Jordan:

This letter has been sent to your attention as pursuant to Section 62.1-44.15:01 of the Code of Virginia. This letter serves to notify
you of the public comment period and public hearings for draft permits for Part I JPA No. 10-1256) and Part II (JPA No. 10-
1496). Parts I and II are two of three parts of the Unit 3 at Dominion’s North Anna Power Station project that proposes activities
located in the vicinity of your locality. Attached are copies of the Public Notices for the proposed permit actions and for the public
hearings. Notice of the proposed actions and public hearings will also be published in newspapers circulated in the vicinity of the
project site. The publication will establish a public comment period that will end 15 calendar days after the public hearings. If you
wish to comment on this proposed action, you may either respond to DEQ at the above address or provide oral comments during
the public hearings.

The public hearings regarding the issuance of the Virginia Water Protection (VWP) individual permit for the above referenced
project will be held on February 17, 2011, from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. in the Auditorium of Louisa County Middle School in
Mineral, Virginia. An informal briefing session will be held prior to the hearing from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. in the same location.
In case of inclement weather on February 17, 2011, the hearings and informational briefing session will be postponed and held on
February 23, 2011, at the same location and time. The public hearings will be postponed if Louisa County Public Schools are
closed on February 17, 2011, due to inclement weather.

Enclosed is a copy of the public hearing notices. The notices will be published in the following newspapers: January 12, 2011 in
the Tidewater Review and the County Courier, January 13, 2011 in The Central Virginian, January 14, 2011 in the Fredericksburg
Free Lance-Star and the Richmond Times-Dispatch, and January 15, 2011 in the Lake Anna Observer.

If no response is received within the public comment period, DEQ will assume that you have no objections to the proposed action.
If you have any questions, please contact me at 703-583-3898 or Sarah.Marsala@deq.virginia.gov.

Respectfully,

Mual £ Ay —

Sarah K. Marsala
VWP Permit Writer

Enclosure: Public Notices





Public Notice — Environmental Permit

PURPOSE OF NOTICE: To seek public comment and announce a public hearing on a draft permit from
the Department of Environmental Quality that will allow surface water impacts associated with the
construction of a new nuclear unit {Unit 3) at Dominion’s existing North Anna Power Station. Surface
water impacts associated with the project are proposed to occur in Louisa and King William Counties,
Virginia.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: January 12, 2011 to March 4, 2011 (If the public hearing is postponed due
to inclement weather, then the public comment period will close on March 10, 2011.)

PUBLIC HEARING: Auditorium, Louisa County Middle School in Mineral, Virginia on February 17, 2011
from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. In the event of cancellation due to inclement weather, the public hearing will
be held on February 23, 2011 from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. The public hearing will be postponed if Louisa
County Public Schools are closed on February 17, 2011, due to inclement weather.

PURPOSE OF NOTICE: To abtain input from the public related to this project for DEQ to consider and to
announce a public hearing on the draft permit.

INFORMATION BRIEFING: Same date(s) and location from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

PERMIT NAME: Virginia Water Protection Permit drafted by DEQ, under the authority of the State Water
Control Board

APPLICANT NAME, ADDRESS AND PERMIT NUMBER: Virginia Electric & Power Company dba
Dominion Virginia Power; 5000 Dominion Boulevard, Glen Allen, Virginia 23060; VWP Permit No. 10-
1256

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Virginia Electric & Power Company dba Dominion Virginia Power has applied
for a new permit to construct a new nuclear unit (Unit 3) at the existing North Anna Power Station site.
VWP Permit No. 10-1256 is the first of three VWP permit applications for the proposed project and
proposes surface water impacts related to construction activities for Unit 3 and the transport of large
components to the construction site. The proposed activities will occur at the following locations: North
Anna Power Station {NAPS) site located at 1022 Haley Drive in Louisa County; the Route 700 Parcels
located southwest of NAPS and adjacent to Haley Drive and Kentucky Spring Road in Louisa County;
and the downstream side (east) of the Walkerton Bridge at Route 629 on the Mattaponi River in King
William County. This permit will allow the applicant to permanently impact 4.14 acres of palustrine
forested wetland, 0.40 acre of palustrine emergent (PEM) wetland, 0.26 acre of open water {of which 0.24
acre is associated with dredging) and 6,380 linear feet of stream channel and temporarily impact 0.51
acre of open water associated with construction related activities to support Unit 3; temporarily impact
0.08 acre of PEM wetland, 0.18 acre of tidal emergent wetland and 308 linear feet of stream channel
associated with the Large Component Transport Route near Walkerton Bridge. The permit will also allow
the applicant to dredge 637 cubic yards of lake-bottom associated with the construction of the water
intake structure for Unit 3. The activities proposed in the permit associated with construction related
activities to support Unit 3 will affect Lake Anna, tributaries to Lake Anna in the York River watershed and
activities associated with the Large Component Transport Route will affect the Mattaponi River in the
York River watershed. A watershed is the land area drained by a river and its incoming streams. To
compensate for the affected stream channels, the applicant will provide the following: preservation of
11,775 linear feet of stream channels with riparian buffers approximately 200 feet in width along both
sides of the channel and remaining stream compensation requirement of 5,624 will be fulfilled through the
purchase of stream credits from approved stream mitigation bank and/or an in-lieu fee payment to the
Virginia Aquatic Resources Trust (VARTF). To compensate for the affected wetland and open water, the
applicant will purchase 8.96 wetland credits from an approved wetland mitigation bank and/or an in-lieu
fee payment to the VARTF. DEQ’s preliminary decision is to issue the permit.

HOW TO COMMENT: DEQ accepts written comments by e-mail, fax or postal mail. DEQ accepts written
and oral comments at public hearings. To make a statement at a public hearing, write your name on a
sign-up sheet available before the hearing. You may sign up only for yourself. The time allowed for each
statement is set by the hearing officer. Written comments must include: 1) The names, mailing addresses
and telephone numbers of the person commenting and of alt people represented by the citizen. 2) A brief,
informal statement on how the proposal affects the citizen. All comments must be in writing and be
received by DEQ within 15 days following the hearing date. The public may review the draft permit and
application at the DEQ office named below by appointment. The applicant is also providing a copy of the
application for review at the North Anna Nuclear Information Center and the Louisa County Public Library.
CONTACT FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS, DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
Sarah Marsala; Northern Regional Office, 13901 Crown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193; Phone: (703)
583-3898; E-mail: Sarah.Marsala @deq.virginia.gov; Fax: (703) 583-3821





Public Notice — Environmental Permit

PURPOSE OF NOTICE: To seek public comment and announce a public hearing on a draft permit from
the Department of Environmental Quality that will allow installation and operation of a minor surface water
withdrawal from two intakes located along the shoreline of Lake Anna to support construction related
activities associated with the construction of a new nuclear unit (Unit 3) at the existing North Anna Power
Station in Louisa County, Virginia.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: January 12, 2011 to March 4, 2011 (If the public hearing is postponed due
to inclement weather, then the public comment period will close an March 10, 201 1)

PUBLIC HEARING: Auditorium, Louisa County Middle School in Mineral, Virginia on February 17, 2011
from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. In the event of cancellation due to inclement weather, the public hearing will
be held on February 23, 2011 from 7:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. The public hearing will be postponed if Louisa
County Public Schools are closed on February 17, 2011, due to inclement weather.

PURPOSE OF NOTICE: To obtain input from the public related to this project for DEQ to consider and to
announce a public hearing on the draft permit.

INFORMATION BRIEFING: Same date(s) and location from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

PERMIT NAME: Virginia Water Protection Permit drafted by DEQ, under the authority of the State Water
Control Board

APPLICANT NAME, ADDRESS AND PERMIT NUMBER: Virginia Electric & Power Company dba
Dominion Virginia Power; 5000 Dominion Boulevard, Glen Allen, Virginia 23060; VWP Permit No. 10-
1496

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Virginia Electric & Power Company dba Dominion Virginia Power has applied
for a new permit to install and operate a minor surface water withdrawal from two intakes located at two
points along the shoreline of Lake Anna to support construction related activities associated with the
construction of a new nuclear unit {Unit 3) at the existing North Anna Power Station. VWP Permit No. 10-
1496 is the second of three VWP pemit applications for proposed project. The proposed activity will
occur at the North Anna Power Station site located at 1022 Haley Drive in Louisa County. This permit will
allow the applicant to withdraw a maximum daily volume of 750,000 gallons per day from Lake Anna to be
used for dust control, moisture control, cleaning of rock surfaces prior to inspection, irrigation to establish
vegetative erosion and sediment control measures, construction equipment cleaning and fire protection.
No impacts to surface waters are proposed for the placement of the two intake structures. The activity
proposed in the permit will affect Lake Anna in the North Anna River watershed. A watershed is the land
area drained by a river and its incoming streams. Compensation for the proposed activities is not
required. DEQY's preliminary decision is to issue the permit.

HOW TO COMMENT: DEQ accepts written comments by e-mail, fax or postal mail. DEQ accepts written
and oral comments at public hearings. To make a statement at a public hearing, write your name on a
sign-up sheet available before the hearing. You may sign up only for yourself. The time allowed for each
statement is set by the hearing officer. Written comments must include: 1) The names, mailing addresses
and telephone numbers of the person commenting and of all people represented by the citizen. 2) A brief,
informal statement on how the proposal affects the citizen. All comments must be in writing and be
received by DEQ within 15 days following the hearing date. The public may review the draft permit and
application at the DEQ office named below by appointment. The applicant is also providing a copy of the
application for review at the North Anna Nuclear Information Center and the Louisa County Public Library.
CONTACT FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS, DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
Sarah Marsala; Northern Regional Office, 13901 Crown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193; Phone: (703)
583-3898; E-mail: Sarah.Marsala@deq.virginia.gov; Fax: (703) 583-3821






YOUR PARTICIPATION IS NEEDED!
Please plan to participate in the development of an implementation plan to reduce high levels of bacteria identified in
segments of Goldmine Creek (Louisa County), Beaver Creek, Mountain Run, Pamunkey Creek, Terry's Run {Orange

County), and Plentiful Creek (Spotsylvania Countyj. Citizens will have an opportunity to meet with staff from locat,
state and federal agencies to discuss the planning process and learn how to actively participate in plan development.

R

WHAT: Public Meetings — Opportunity for Comment
WHEN & WHERE:
Tuesday, January 25, 2011 Wednesday, January 26, 2011
7:00 - 9:00 P.M. "7:00 - 9:00 P.M.
Louisa County Administration Building Town of Orange Public Works
1 Woolfolk Avenue -OR - Community Room
Louisa, VA 235 Warren Street
Orange, VA
Alternate date February 1, 2011 Alternate Date February 8, 2011 |

For directions, additional information and inclement weather re-scheduling, please call 540.829.7450 or check
htp:/ferww.riregion.orgftmdi vork. him]
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January 11, 2011

Julie Jordan

County Administrator JAN 138 20m
Orange County

P.O.Box 111 " Cennea

Orange, VA 22960
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Dear Ms. Jordan: LY

RE: Total Maximum Daily Load Implementation Plan —
Goldmine Creek (Louisa Co.), Beaver Creek, Mountain Run, Pamunkey Creek,
Terry's Run (Orange Co.), Plentiful Creek (Spotsylvania Co.)

The Rappahannock-Rapidan Regional Commission (RRRC), along with the Virginia Department of
Conservation and Recreation, the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality and Blue Ridge
Environmental Solutions, invite you to participate in a public meeting to review the findings of a
water quality study of segments of the above-listed streams. The devlopment of a corrective action
plan to remediate stream impairments will be discussed.

The first public meetings to initiate this process will be held at 7 P.M. on Tuesday, January 25,
2011, at the Louisa County Administration Building, 1 Woolfolk Avenue, Louisa, Virginia, and at 7
P.M. on Wednesday, January 26, 2011, at the Town of Orange Public Works Community Room,
235 Warren Street, Orange, Virginia. The agendas and presentations will be the same for both
meetings. The implementation plan development process will be discussed and citizens will learn
how they can participate. All who are interested are encouraged to attend.

As you may recall, a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) study was conducted on these streams in
August 2005. All stream segments were found in violation of Commonwealth standards due to
bacterial contamination. As required by Virginia law, a TMDL Implementation Plan (IP) must now
be developed to identify practices and strategies that might be used to improve water quality to meet
standard requirements. At the meetings, the nature and level of impairments identified will be
discussed, as well as the TMDLs that have been determined for each stream. Participants then will
have the opportunity tc join working groups to begin the process of developing plans to reduce the
contaminant levels in each stream.

Information regarding the TMDL study and the TMDL-IP process may be accessed on RRRC's
website at hitp://www.rrregion.org/tmdl_york.htm]. Please contact me if you have any questions
regarding this important initiative. Since public input is a very important part of this process, please
encourage all who might be interested to attend.

Sincerely,

Btrrtoe f it

Deirdre B. Clark
Environmental Programs Manager

420 Southridge Parkway, Suite 106, Culpeper, Virginia 22701
Phone 540.829.7450  Fax 540.829-7452
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TOTAL MAXTMUM DAILY LOAD (TMDL)
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN (IP) FACT SHEET

Upper York River Watershed
Goldmine Creek (Louisa Co.), Beaver Creek, Mountain Run, Pamunkey Creek and Terry's Run

(Orange Co.), Plentiful Creek (Spotsylvania Co.).

What is a TMIDL? Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) is a term used to describe the amount of a pollutant that a
stream can receive and still meet water quality standards. A TMDL study identifies sources of pollution and reductions
needed to attain standards. A TMDL study considers both point sources, such as residential, municipal or industrial
discharges, and nonpoint sources, such as residential, urban, forestry or agricultural activities. Additional information on

Virginia’s TMDL program can be found at http://www.deq.virginia.gov/tmdl

Why were TMDLs prepared for these streams? The goal of the Clean Water Act is that all streams should be suitable
for recreational uses, including swimming and fishing. Fecal coliform and Escherichia coli (E. coli) bacteria are used to
indicate the presence of pathogens in streams and to determine support of the recreational use standard. Segments of
these streams, all part of the Upper York River Watershed, do not support the recreational use standard,

What portion of the York River Watershed is addressed in the TMDL study?

The impaired segments include: a 7.33 mile stream segment of Goldmine Creek in Louisa County; 2.51 mile segment of
Beaver Creek, 2.52 mile segment of Mountain Run, 12.15 mile segment of Pamunkey Creek, and 3.12 mile segment of
Terry’s Run in Orange County, and 3.12 mile segment of Plentiful Creek in Spotsylvania County. The TMDLs for these
stream impairments were completed in August 2005 and can be found in the Bacteria TMDLs for York River Basin
Orange, Louisa, Spotsylvania Counties, Virginia study report on DEQ’s website at;
http://www.deq.virginia.gov/tmdl/apptmdls/yorkrvr/lakeanna.pdf

What happens now that the TMDLs have been completed? After approval, a TMDL Implementation Plan (IP) is

developed to identify the corrective actions needed to meet the TMDL water quality goal. IPs must include a schedule of
actions and their respective costs and benefits, measurable goals, a monitoring plan, and a target date for achieving
compliance with water quality standards. Development of the IP will begin on January 25, 2011 and is expected to be
completed in mid-2011.

How will the TMDL be implemented? Nonpoint source TMDLs are implemented through best management practices
(BMPs) that will reduce the amount of the pollutant loadings identified in the TMDL study. Implementation will occur in
stages and local, state, and federal agencies and other organizations will assist landowners and other citizens in facilitating
the actual implementation of BMPs. Progress will be monitored during the implementation phase through the tracking of
practices installed and water quality monitoring.

How will the pubiic participate in TMIDL IP development? Two public meetings are planned as part of the TMDL IP
development process. The first public meetings to discuss the development of the IP for the bacteria TMDLs will be held

on Tuesday, January 25, 2010 at 6:30 p.m. at the Louisa County Administration Building, 1 Woolfolk Avenue, Louisa,
Virginia, and Wednesday, January 26, 2010 (6:30 p.m.) at the Town of Orange Public Works Community Room, 235
Warren Street, Orange, Virginia. The agenda and presentations at both meetings will be the same.

NOTE: After a one hour public meeting, stakeholders will break into two working groups, agricultural and residential, to
begin the public participation input process for the implementation plan. The 30-day public comment period on the
information presented at this meeting will end on February 26, 2011.

What funding will be available to help support the stakeholders® efforts in implementing the TMDLs? Currently,

state funding from the Water Quality Improvement Fund is used to address agricultural sources of bacteria. Other sources
of funding, such as the Virginia Revolving Loan Funds and various federal grant programs that can be utilized to fund
corrective actions, will be identified in the TMDL IP. The Virginia TMDL IP Guidance Manual includes additional
information on funding sources. Information on DEQ and DCR programs, including information on TMDLs, may be

found at www.deq.virginia.gov and www.dcr.virginia.gov






ORANGE COUNTY, VIRGINIA

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SHANNON C. ABBS, DISTRICT ONE
ZACK BURKETT, DISTRICT TWO

S. TEEL GOODWIN, DISTRICT THREE
GROVER C. WILSON, DISTRICT FOUR

MAILING ADDRESS:
PO Box 111
ORANGE, VA 22960

LEE H. FRAME, DISTRICT FIVE PHYSICAL ADDRESS:;
R. LINDSAY GORDON I BUILDING
JULIE G. JORDAN 112 WEST MAIN STREET

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR POBox111

ORANGE, VIRGINIA 22960
PHONE: (540)672-3313
Fax:  (540)672-1679

February 23, 2010

Sean T. Connaughton

Chairman, Commonwealth Transportation Board
1111 E. Broad Street

Room 3054

Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Chairman Connaughton:

The Orange County Board of Supervisors has reviewed the Draft 2035 Long Range Regional
Transportation Plan for the Rappahannock Rapidan Region and has several concerns to pass along to
you and the consultant who prepared the plan. There are concerns both with the overall plan and the
recommendations specific to Orange County. These are summarized as follows:

Overall Plan

The plan is intended to be a unified source of regional transportation issues as identified in existing sub-
area transportation plans, local comprehensive plan transportation components and VDOT data
regarding needed road improvements. While this is generally conveyed in the “Introduction & Purpose”
section, there need to be additional statements regarding how localities within the region may use the
plan to garner funds for needed transportation improvements. More importantly, the plan needs to
articulate that the recommendations as set forth in the document reflect what road improvements will be
needed if growth trends continue and their impact on the existing fransportation infrastructure is not
mitigated in some way through local land use decisions. Examples of how this may be achieved should
be outlined in this introductory section or in a separate section that specifically guides localities as to the
use of the information as set forth in the plan.

In the section entitled “Overview of the Region”, there is a small bulleted list regarding “Study Approach”.
In order to be more helpful, this list needs to be expanded in its own section that gives a general
overview of the tasks undertaken to develop the plan. In addition, the data sources used to generate the
specific plan recommendations should be described in the plan text. While it is understood that a
technical report is being drafted as a companion document to the plan to provide some of this
information, there should be some reference to this information in the main body of the plan document.
Incidentally, the technical report as referenced in the plan was not available for local review at the time
the draft plan was released, making plan review difficult.





Sean T. Connaughton
February 23, 2010
Page 2 of 3

On page 4 of the draft plan, the second paragraph at the top of the page relates to transportation
implications as the result of population trends. This paragraph seems better placed under the paragraph
heading “Transportation Implications” on that same page. In addition, there is no mention in that plan
section that Route 20 is a heavily traveled alternative for traffic through the Rappahannock Rapidan
region. Anecdotally, we are aware that Route 20 through Orange County is a regional through-way that is
utilized daily, especially by truck traffic, as a travel alternative between Interstate 95 and Interstate 64.
Even if there may not be data to support this trend, the use of Route 20 as a short-cut through the region
has an impact on the regional transportation road network and must be included in the plan.

On page 6 of the draft plan, the section entitied “Rail and Airports” should be two separate sections with
a more complete discussion of airport activity and its viability as a transportation alternative in the region.
With respect to rail, the beginning and the end of that section should be combined to form one section on
Rail, and specific mention should be made regarding the recent inauguration of the Northeast Regional,
the state’s three-year trial regarding passenger rail.

Also on page 6 of the draft plan, the section entitled “Future Growth Areas” is really a discussion on
freight and should be titled as such, with more clear statements made regarding the trend for freight
generators to be located in and near areas identified as growth areas by localities within the region.
Likewise, a similarly labeled section on page 16 of the draft report (Land Use and Future Growth) is
misleading and should be relabeled to reflect that the discussion is about freight and its relationship to
areas designated for growth within the region.

For greater ease of reading the plan, the modes of transportation (e.g., roadways, freight, rail, airports,
bicycle and pedestrian, transportation demand management, etc.) and the order in which each is
discussed should be the same in both the “Regional Transportation System” and “Transportation System
Performance and Recommendations” sections of the document. In addition, road improvement
recommendations should be listed under short-, mid- and long-term subheadings for greater ease of use
by localities.

Orange County Recommendations

The Regional Long Range Transportation plan outlines several recommendations related to Route 20
north of the Town of Orange. These should be reviewed against the traffic improvement
recommendations as set forth in Phase | and Phase Il of the Route 20 Corridor Study that were adopted
by Orange County in July 2006 and June 2007 to ensure consistency between documents. Specifically,
the following intersection improvements are noted in the Route 20 Corridor Studies and should also be
included in the Regional Long Range Plan:

Route 20/Route 613 (Brick Church Road)

Route 20/Route 625 (Porter Road)

Route 20/Route 600 E (Kendall Road)

Route 20/Route 671 (Village Road)

Route 20/Route 650 (Independence Road)

Route 20/Route 621 South (Mine Run Road)

Route 20/Route 692 North (Burr Hill Road) and South (Grasty Gold Mine Road)

Improvements for these intersections are short-term and are needed to address safety concerns as
identified in both phases of the Route 20 Corridor Study. In addition, the intersections of Route 20/Route





Sean T. Connaughton
February 23, 2010
Page 3 of 3

741 (Lafayette Drive) and Route 20/Route 621 North (Pine Stake Road) should also be included in the
Long Range Plan as intersections with both geometric and safety deficiencies that are in need of short-
term improvements.

Within the list of recommended traffic improvements for the county, there are several intersections that
are listed as having a “deficiency with low priority”. Locally, we know these intersections to be deficient
because of anecdotal information regarding traffic accidents, near-misses, etc. However, the setting of
priorities for improvement of these intersections is a local decision and should not be articulated in the
plan. With respect to the intersection of VA 611/VA 20, it should be reflected in the plan that an
intersection study was recently conducted by VDOT and signalization with other lane improvements is
warranted.

With respect to road segment improvements recommended in the plan, there are two that cause
concern: (#159) VA 20/VA 231 to US 15 (James Madison Hwy.) and (#160) US 15/Madison County Line
to North Boundary of the Town of Orange. These two road segments, recommended for widening in the
plan, have been designated by the state as Virginia Byways. Generally speaking, the county does not
support the widening of roadways within the county that have been identified as having cultural and
historic significance through the Virginia Byway designation. If it is deemed that future growth trends and
traffic volumes will be such that improvements are needed on roadways that have historic and cultural
significance, the plan should identify these and offer strategies for protection of historic and cultural
resources in the face of necessary roadway improvement.

One roadway improvement as noted in the plan that has regional significance is the Gordonsville
Bypass. The county supports this project as one that will enhance economic development opportunities
for the region, and will specifically enable the Town of Gordonsville to improve the safety of its streets
that are now burdened by ever-increasing levels of truck through-traffic that use Route 15 as a short-cut
through the region.

The county recognizes the importance of a regional long range transportation plan as it relates to helping
localities garner the funds needed to implement the identified improvements. We appreciate the
opportunity to comment on the draft plan prepared for the Rappahannock Rapidan region, and welcome
the opportunity to answer any questions you may have about our comments. Should you have any
questions, please contact County Administrator Julie Jordan or Interim Planning Director Deborah
Kendall.

Sincerely,

p

Lee H.& W

Chairman

cc: Members, Commonwealth Transportation Board
Darrell Johnson, Rural Planning Program Manager, VDOT-TMPD
Joe Springer, Parsons Consuiting Group
Members, Rappahannock Rapidan Regional Commission
Jeff Walker, Executive Director, RRRC
Orange County Board of Supervisors
Julie G. Jordan, County Administrator
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MEMCRANDUM

TO: Board of Supervisors; Sharon Pandak

THROUGH: Julie G. Jordan, County Administrato@@

FROM: Gregg B. Zody, AICP (&%
DATE: February 8, 2011
SUBJ: Informational Packet: 2035 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan Update

| met with the Rural Transportation Technical Committee (RTTC)on Wednesday, February 2,
2011, to discuss the 2035 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan and found that, in fact, the
concerns cited by the Board in their February 23, 2010, letter was included on a supplementary
worksheet provided by the Rapidan-Rappahannock Regional Planning District Commission
(RRPDC).

| recommend that the Board members review the attachments to ensure that the County's
concerns are included in the Draft Plan for inclusion into the final document prior to it being
submitted by the RRPDC on behalf of the County to the Virginia Department of Transportation.
The RTTC will meet again on March 2, 2011, to discuss the projects identified in the
accompanying attachments.

The first attachment is the February 23, 2010, letter from the Board to Sean Connaughton,
Chairman of the Commonwealth Transportation Board expressing its concerns about several of
the listed projects. The second attachment is a follow-up letter from Jeff Walker, Executive
Director of the Rapidan-Rappahannock Planning District Commission after the RTTC meeting;
the third attachment is the “official® matrix list of Orange County transportation projects created
by Parsons Group; and the fourth attachment is the “in-house” matrix for Orange County
transportation projects (excluding the Towns of Gordonsville and Orange) with the Board’s
concerns highlighted in yellow.

Please review these documents and verify that the issues identified in the February 23, 2010,
letter are still valid concems of the Board membership. If the Board so chooses to discuss this
as an agenda item at the February 22, 2011, regularly scheduled meeting, we can officially
review these documents to ensure that the County’s comments are accurate and are inserted
into the official 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan.

Attachments

CC: Sharon Pandak, Orange County Attorney
Jeff Walker, Executive Director, RRPDC
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