Round Hill Town Council
Regular Meeting
May 20, 2010 7:30 p.m.

Town Council Members present
John Heyner, Mayor

Mary Anne Graham, Vice Mayor
Christopher Prack

Janet Heston

Michael Hummel

R. Daniel Botsch

Scott Ramsey (arrived at 8 p.m.)

Staff Members present

Rob Kinsley, Town Planner and Building Administnato
John Barkley, Town Administrator

Maureen Gilmore, Town Attorney

Susanne Kahler, Recording Secretary

Others present Loudoun County Staff Present

Ruth & Joe McDonald Melissa Poole, Office of Caponstruction
Jane Ford Sophia Fissell, Office of Planning

Phil Bzdyk Rob Franklin, PSA-Dewberry

Virginia Ewing Bill Thistle, PSA-Dewberry

Jeff Browning

Charlie Morgan

Shirley Allison

Jeffrey A. Witt, Pastor- RHUMC
Dan & April Whetsell

Jim & Billie White

Kate Cherry

Bill Heston

John McBride, RHUMC

Craig Fredericks

A regular meeting of the Round Hill Town CouncilsMaeld Thursday, May 20, 2010 at the
Town Office, 23 Main Street, Round Hill, Virginia.

IN RE: CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order by Mayor John Hegh&:35 p.m.



IN RE: PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Vice Mayor Mary Anne Graham led the attendees @énRledge of Allegiance

IN RE: COMMUNITY POLICING

Deputy Matt Bressler, Loudoun County Sheriff’'s Detpeent reported that there were 36 traffic
stops, 23 calls for service and another 30 cafiswere Deputy initiated in the area last month.
There have been several vehicle larcenies recemttyDeputy Bressler reiterated the need for
residents to continue to lock their vehicles. Eheave been a few brazen daytime burglaries at
residences in Western Loudoun in the past coupéksvand Deputy Bressler said that two
arrests were made in these cases the previous night

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENT

Phil Bzdyk, 9 Church Street, commented on the RdtiidJnited Methodist Church’s
application for a special exception, noting thatWas especially concerned about the narrowness
of Church Street and his concern that during chgpimsored events, to road might be blocked
to fire and rescue personnel. He stated thatiraptbvements needed to be made prior to
construction and that enforcement of the specie¢ptton provisions was required.

Craig Fredericks, 21 W. Loudoun (and Town Plan@ognmission member) commented that
the proposed structure of the RHUMC was being boiéiccommodate over 600 people and
according to town criteria, a parking lot is coresitl an accessory structure. The parsonage is
also considered an accessory structure. Thus,ardas apply to all, including required
setbacks.

IN RE: APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Vice Mayor Graham moved that the agenda be apprasetibmitted.

Councilperson Prack seconded the motion.

Mayor Heyner suggested that item V.1. Business stévie Loudoun Sheriff's Substation on the
agenda should be place under #VI — Action betwesnd #3 and #4.

This change was accepted by Vice Mayor Graham anch€ilperson Prack.

The motion to approve the Agenda with the changechpassed unanimously by voice vote of
the council present, 5-0-1, Councilperson Ramsegraifor the vote.

IN RE: APPROVAL OF MINUTES

February 18, 2010 Town Council Meseting

Vice Mayor Mary Anne Graham moved that the mindites this meeting be accepted as
submitted.

Councilperson Botsch seconded her motion. Therenadsrther discussion. The motion passed
3-0-3, Councilpersons Heston and Botsch abstai@ngncilperson Ramsey absent for the vote
March 18, 2010 Town Council meeting

Vice Mayor Graham moved that the minutes from théeting be accepted as submitted.
Councilperson Heston seconded. There was no discus§he motion passed 3-0-3 with
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Councilpersons Botsch and Hummel abstaining andh€iperson Ramsey absent for the vote.
March 25, 2010 Public Hearing minutes

Councilperson Heston noted that several namessafaets commenting at the hearing were
misspelled. Page 19, Imthorn should read “ImtiuPage 47, “Bzdak” should read “Bzdyk.”
Page 54, “Wistal” should read “Rudisill.”

Vice Mayor Graham moved to approve the minutes frioenMay 25, 2010 Public Hearing with
the above changes. Councilperson Botsch secondeddt®n. The motion passed by
unanimous voice vote of the council present, 5-Gdyncilperson Ramsey absent for the vote.
April 15, 2010 Town Council Meeting

Vice Mayor Graham noted that on page 3, the votmttm appoint members to fill vacancies on
the Board of Zoning Appeals should be changed apoMdeyner did not vote - the vote count
for McMahon should read 5-0-0; the count for Chedrp-1 with Vice Mayor Graham
abstaining; and for Field, 5-0-0. Approval of thenutes was pushed to the next Town Council
meeting to verify the voice record.

April 20, 2010 Public Hearing

Councilperson Heston moved to accept the minutes the Public Hearing as submitted.
Councilperson Botsch seconded the motion. Theangdassed in a voice vote 4-0-2,
Councilperson Prack abstaining because he was taibeenthe hearing and Councilperson
Ramsey absent for the vote.

IN RE: PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 15.4 “AP PEALS-

PROCEDURE” OF THE ROUND HILL ZONING ORDINANCE

Town Planner and Zoning Administrator Rob Kinsleyed that this was basically an
administrative issue to align the Town’s languaggh Btate code. It is a text amendment to
replace and correct two sections of the ordinalmcthe first instance they are just correcting to
the modern code - the 15.1 section was amended ggarbut in some instances the ordinance
still refers to the 15.1 section where it shouladrd5.2. In the second instance, the Town of
Round Hill’s ordinance had a 45 day appeal periatdtire Code of Virginia limits are 30 days so
the text amendment is required to assure both dateim alignment.

Vice Mayor Graham moved that the Town adopt thé¢banges to Section 15.4 as presented.
Councilperson Botsch seconded her motion. The mgiassed unanimously by voice vote 6-0-0
(Councilperson Scott Ramsey had arrived at 8 p.m.).

IN RE: SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING - REQUEST FOR MODIFI CATIONS TO THE
SPEX-2008-01 SPECIAL EXCEPTION PERMIT, HOLTZMAN/COU LS ROUND HILL
EXXON SERVICE STATION

Mayor Heyner said they had a recommendation onghige from the Town Planning
Commission and the Council needed to schedule Bcphdmring. Councilperson Hummel stated
that the Town Planning Commission had recommenaéavior of one modification moving
forward - that the existing sign be left in placg lecommended against approval of the two
other modifications requested — the extension affiand the use of spotlights. Mayor Heyner
guestioned whether the two modifications - lightargl extended hours - were tied together.
Per Craig Fredericks, Town Planning Commissiotre was no tying of the usage or type of
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lights to the request for extended hours — ther® avdly a design issue with the proposed lights.
Councilperson Hummel reiterated that all three sppexception requests were considered
separately. Mayor Heyner stated that the lightesgié might require additional clarity, given the
shorter days of fall and winter.

Councilperson Hummel stated that the standard Spegtons of the Exxon canopy came with
the spotlights. Councilperson Botsch stated thabtily debate he recalled taking place was
whether to actually remove the lighting fixtureattiwvere in violation of the original Special
Exception Plan or not; but the end recommendatias to leave them in place, only not turned
on.

Mayor Heyner checked the calendar and statedhkdirst normal public hearing date would be
Thursday, July ¥ Town Planner Rob Kinsley stated that the 60 daiimg period begins after
the Public Hearing. John Barkley, Town Administraand Mayor Heyner then noted that
Thursday, June Z4was a possibilityThe Public Hearing for the SPEX-2008-01 was then
scheduled forThursday, June 24™ 2010 at 7:30 p.m.

IN RE: WESTERN LOUDOUN SHERIFF SUBSTATION

Bill Thistle with Dewberry in Leesburg/site Civilngineers and Rob Franklin from PSA
Dewberry, Architects were on hand to present asdudis two detailed plans, including a new
design, for the proposed Western Loudoun Sheidtibstation. On April 28, 2010, Loudoun
County Planning Commission held the first Publi@Hieg for a Special Exception permit. At
that meeting there were several comments made #imotientation of the building, western
expansion of the town, access to the buildingfitsad to allow for future uses to the parcel. On
May 18, 2010 they also met with representativesiftioe Town and County where they
reviewed a sketched layout. Design modificationsaweade to reorient the building to face east,
with easier access to the eastern property linehamd the community portion of the building
located towards the town, along with open publi@cgpand saving as much of the tree buffer as
possible. .

Councilperson Heston questioned whether there e@ags parking. Vice Mayor Graham
guestioned the actual square footage of the projgletthe answer of 16,300 sq ft as stands, a
total of 18,000 allocated for future expansion.

Councilperson Ramsey stated that his first resptm#iee project was to buffer and isolate it as
much as possible but given that there will be evalnesidential infill in the surrounding areas,
he felt that as a natural expansion of the towvaes beneficial to orient the site away from the
rural policy area to the West and orient it towdttstown instead. He hoped to see the County
do the majority of the road improvements necestacyeate a North-South future public road at
their expense with the gridding and paving. Vicaylidr Graham noted that BOS member Jim
Burton continued to make comments about tryingethuce the size of the project and also the
possibility of co-locating the Fire Department. uboilperson Heston commented that the Town
should consider moving forward in the BLA processtdgecomes a boundary line issue because
co-locating would need rezoning to allow smallgbaeks. It would also expand the project
closer to the western property boundaries and HuenBs property.

Vice Mayor Graham said she was told that there dbela BOS public hearing on June 7th. Per
Sophia Fischer, Loudoun County Planning Office,eeting was postponed. The application is
currently scheduled for the July 12th BOS hearimgisthere is a possibility it might be moved.
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Mayor Heyner said the comments that came out optiic hearing were that the big issue still
is that the town does not believe this is a goeation for this building. There was a realization,
however, that this property has been purchasethi®purpose and that they could try to fight
something that was inevitable, or they could trytwk with the County instead for this to be a
natural extension of the Town. Mayor Heyner turttezlsubject over to Scott Ramsey for
discussion in further detail.

Loudoun County Project Manager Sophia Fischer dtéiat it was the County’s intent to
provide the Planning Commission with as much infation as possible and make both them and
the Town Council aware of the new design changesturn for which they would like a letter
from the Town Council with the Town’s position redamg the new direction. They hoped to
have the letter in hand by the next Planning Comimisworkshop in June. Fischer continued to
say that any reduction in size of the scope oripgasf the project would be in the footprint of
the existing plan.

Captain Eric Noble said that he believed drawirggghbstation into the community makes
sense.

Councilperson Heston expressed her feeling theteofwo options, she preferred design option
#2 which also had a greater southern exposurecfoeang solar energy savings. She suggested
that the Council vote on a letter indicating tlmmitment from the town and their desire to
add direction in incorporating design elementdimgite planning stages.

Councilperson Botsch said it made no sense to epihesCounty’s plans as there seems to be
good faith efforts made by both parties to the gubj

Councilperson Ramsey moved that the Town Counnoi slee Loudoun County Planning
Commission a letter expressing the Town Counc#'sagal support of design concept #2.

Vice Mayor Mary Anne Graham seconded his motion.

Discussion then ensued as to what criteria the Twished to include in its letter to the County.
Vice Mayor Graham wanted to reiterate the initiasipion of the Town - that the Town would
still like to see a total reduction in size of fmeject. Councilperson Heston said that she was
still in favor of a smaller initial sized projeat@also requested that the County move forward
and enter into a utility agreement with the Towrcé/Mayor Graham asked what the status of
the agreement was and Town Administrator John Bgr&hid that the County Attorney was to
respond next week.

Councilperson Ramsey asked if there was a way teertiee parking lot away from the public
entry.

Vice Mayor Graham asked that the letter includevjgling an option for future use and co-
location which would move towards a natural futexéension of the town. She also wanted to
ensure maximum screening for surrounding neighlesgsecially the rural policy properties.
Graham asked further that the County continue tckwith the town on design elements.
Councilperson Ramsey asked that they keep theewi@ance as far East as possible to ensure
future road reservation was provided for.

Councilperson Heston asked for an appropriatei¢raffidy. Town Administrator John Barkley
stated that he misread the study, that only peak iombers were given.

Craig Fredericks, Planning Commissioner, statetltth#ic generated by this site alone will turn
through the town and lead to a major increasesiffidr

Councilperson Heston asked that the County con&d&ing at the intersection as a possible
safety issue but Melissa Poole, Loudoun Countyd®ftif Capital Construction said that the
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project doesn’t meet the existing criteria

Councilperson Scott Ramsey asked about exploriagdssibility of using the parking areas as a
commuter lot. Resident Bill Heston said that havargecure lot providing protection for vehicles
used and owned by the County but essentially acefpaby the taxpayer so it was a good idea.
Councilperson Ramsey moved to include said comnitésia in the letter.

Vice Mayor Graham accepted the changes.

The motion passed unanimously by voice vote, 6-0-0.

IN RE: ROUND HILL UNITED METHODIST CHURCH SPECIAL E XCEPTION

Land Use Committee Chairperson and Town Council begriMichael Hummel deferred to
Councilperson Ramsey to summarize the status dRHigMC SPEX-2007-01 special exception
proposal for expansion.

Ramsey said that the Land Use Committee and theapphave discussed all conditions except
for one major item — storm water. All proposedrayes have been accepted by the applicant in
concept including the further edits made by Ms. Mau Gilmore, Town Attorney, and those
discussed at the meeting with the applicant aggeithose changes as well. Councilperson
Hummel also crafted a potential storm water additmitem #24 which is included in the
packet. Councilperson Hummel did say that thetkebgia potential addition to clause #24
which addresses storm water management.

Councilperson Janet Heston made a statement dirtl@sdeclaring herself to be a member in
the Round Hill United Methodist Church. She cegtifthat neither she nor her family had any
personal or financial interest in this matter, had she or her family received any money or
anything of value in exchange for the performarideen duties as a Town Council
representative concerning this matter.

Changes in language were made as follows by itembeuto the latest development conditions
dated 5/19/2010:

Item #1 additional edit concerning plat numbers

#2 Vice Mayor Graham wanted to strike the words iy general public” according to her, She
felt that the parking lot should not be used asrarauter lot by anyone. Jim Burton said there
was to be a commuter parking lot at Franklin Parkhere was no need for the church to use
their parking lot as one.

Councilperson Ramsey said that historically, wite tonsent of the church, some church
members have used the lot as a meeting place ite sagoools. Councilperson Botsch shared
Graham’s concern that when the parking lot increassize due to the tremendous increase in
scale, this might represent more of a problem,evRikmsey stated that historically, the daytime
use of the parking lot as a carpool meeting plaae mot a problem. According to the applicant,
a cap on numbers of vehicles allowed to use itiab as OK...it was for the convenience of
church members and not a major issue.

Councilperson Hummel stated that usage of the tfsuparking lot was a 2 way street because
the church allowed the Town to use it for publieets.

RHUMC Pastor Witt added that carpooling conservadmal resources and the church was a
comfortable and convenient place for people to neshare rides with fellow members. It
would not become an issue because the church néeelegaces for use also. Councilperson
Botsch said the problem was that it might set aguaent. "If the church could do it, why
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couldn't other places?"

Mayor Heyner suggested that as a compromise, thieg pap on the number of vehicles
allowed. Councilperson Graham suggested a cap wéitles. John McBride, RHUMC, said
that if a cap made the town more comfortable, west OK with them.

Councilperson Ramsey suggested changing the wotdit@ny private use of the parking lot

for ridesharing or commuting to work by church members shall be limited to no more than
24 vehicles’

Councilperson Botsch suggested that also in #2htwit limitations” needed to be stricken or
list all the possible conditions for church use #rmeh have special exception permission
required for any usages not listed. Town AttornéynGre stated that the application enumerated
the numerous uses that the church would be hokltlgf the town was comfortable with that,
the wording was fine — anything else could be askiré by the special exception process and the
Zoning Administrator could determine if any uses syecifically addressed were acceptable.
The applicant stated that the special exceptiongg®was burdensome and that “place of
worship” was not defined in the town ordinance.niMtBride, RHUMC, said they tried to
define it as much as possible but they felt theylyeneeded to add "such as.” Town Attorney
Maureen Gilmore suggested taking out "without latign" and adding wordingrf the event a
use not listed arises pertinent to a place of worgh other uses similar in nature may be
approved as determined by the Zoning Administrator”

Item #3 & #4 have not been revised.

#5 Councilperson Ramsey noted enforcement issudseamaximum number of persons
allowed on the property at any one time. The nun3drwill be noted on the occupancy permit
and there is agreement by the applicant to thatyennThe parking ratio was calculated by the
number of worship seats. Craig Fredericks comnakethigt the number as a condition was a way
to circumvent the ordinance because it was uneeétile and they had confirmation by the
Zoning Administrator that the capacity of the builglis well beyond that number.

#6 large group activities — Expanded definitiorthadt term and adding notice period of 21 days
for events that are not prayer services; planndtakead of time with coordination with the
town for any potential problems that may occur vatlarger number of attendees.

#7 Graham preferred an earlier end time than 11 yith cars coming and going.

Councilperson Ramsey concurred. The applicanttbaighroblem is what if they had a non-
worship activity that extended beyond that houcofpromise was reached to change it udil
p.m. all days of the weekCouncilperson Heston asked who would determiaecimplaint was
coming from a church or non-church sponsored agtstch as the Bluegrass Jam.
Councilperson Botsch asked why the word "generaligs included. Councilperson Ramsey
said that there was no need for that in the nevdingrso the last sentence starts with the second
clause.

#8. An exception was added allowing the RHUMC ad'sllent work" outside the hours
originally stated. Any noise generated construc#otivity cannot be done on a Sunday. Mayor
Heyner suggested changing "Saturdays & holidaysany other days." Councilperson Hummel
said then they were able to do construction on 8gmavhen they were offering NOT to. Craig
Fredericks spoke, saying construction on Saturtlayld be limited as it was when most people
are in their yards. While not working Saturdays Imilge a heavy burden on the construction
schedule, it was a 2 year burden on residentsyoMdeyner suggested reducing the evening hr
to 4:30. He felt that if the concern was the disiarpof tranquility in your backyard you would
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have noise everywhere on Saturdays anyway with laawers, weed eaters, etc. in use. Craig
Fredericks stated that construction noise was rdiftdrent. Heyner said if it was truly a 2 year
project, not working on Saturdays would add antaltil 104 days to the construction schedule.
Councilperson Ramsey did not feel that would bectse as "quiet” work inside the building
could continue. Councilperson Ramsey suggestedfitnéya compromise. Councilperson
Botsch said perhaps there was a better way toteiatad define what kind of construction could
take place. John McBride, RHUMC said that the lpadsdictions recognized that there was a
value to getting the project finished accordingt¢bedule; that they became a lot more
expensive if they could not work on Saturdays. tTdn't mean there wouldn't be some
Saturdays that there was no work scheduled.

Town Resident (and owner of Apple House Carperihi) Bzdyk said most construction
companies held to a 40 hr workweek as they didvaoit to pay overtime but there were certain
construction cycles, especially site work, whictrevenore noise generating than others. He said
that if weather related delays hit and affecteddtieas, however, this could cause a problem.
Councilperson Hummel said maybe you could limittiiaeles that were loudest. Councilperson
Botsch recognized that Councilperson Hummel waadrio eliminate the ones that would have
the biggest impact on their neighbors. Phil Bzdgld construction went in different cycles, the
other reality being radios and workers talking.RidMtBride suggested limiting it to 2 Saturdays
per month. Craig Fredericks said 15% - which wdr&at to 7 Saturdays a year. Councilperson
Hummel said he liked the 2 Saturdays a month. Wlegor Graham asked who would keep
track of it. Councilperson Ramsey said the neighlvayuld keep track and notify the zoning
administrator of any violations. John McBride stid limitations would be built into the work
contracts ahead of time anyway. Mayor Heyner sdidrd of the Saturdays averaged over the
life of the project would be a good compromise. @oiperson Ramsey suggested that during
each 3 month window of time construction could tpleee on 4 Saturdays. The applicant was
acceptable to these conditions. Vice Mayor Grafelhthat these conditions were
unenforceable. Councilperson Ramsey said he @isdgfeeling that it was one of the most
easily enforceable provisions by sheer observatli@suggested the hours should remain the
same since the number of days was now limited.cldnese now readsConstruction activities
shall only be permitted for up to 4 Saturdays oveeach 3 month period."

#9 Councilperson Hummel noted that there needée monsistency in the wording and that
instead of just “site plan” the document shouleréd it as final site plan” throughout. They
applicants know that they have to meet every stahola the preliminary site plan.
Councilperson Hummel will go back through the poeng items and amend the wording. Second
sentence in #9 will also be changed to rdadl site plan review."

Mayor Heyner noted that there was a section oe#tension of the Fellowship hall where the
height of the plantings was not sufficient to blabk side of the building between the Barry
property and the building.. John McBride, RHUMC sutbed that on the final site plan review
by the Planning Commission, there would be an dppdy to review the actual species of
plantings.

Mayor Heyner — suggested adding language to r&mlieéning on the southwestern property
line have a minimum mature height equivalent to théeight of the roof soffit"

Councilperson Hummel requested that the Councisitethe use of the term "Final Site Plan" in
the preamble to the proposed development conditions

#10 Mayor Heyner asked Rob Kinsley what the requénets were to build a fence in town. He
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replied that they needed to submit a zoning peapypiication. Craig Fredericks also stated that
they needed to get a building permit from the Cguastwell.

#11 The first sentence will change to as partafdl site plan.” Last sentence on page shall
read ‘At final site plan review." Vice Mayor Graham asked how the Town would ecéadhis.
Councilperson Ramsey stated that Zoning Administr@bb Kinsley would certainly review the
engineering data and determine how best to enforcerdinance. Mayor Heyner asked about
the inclusion of security lighting. There was nortraig Fredericks commented on the intensity
of the existing street light on Locust Street.

#12 Councilperson Ramsey stated that the mostfisigni change was a triggered provision that
they put in due to the possibility of repeated paglproblem or if there was inadequate advance
provisions for large group activities that the zmpadministrator had the authority to suspend
large group activities until these issues werelvesb Vice Mayor Graham asked if this was an
appropriate time to discuss the parallel parkingcbnrch Street concerning the sentiments
expressed by Town residents Phil & Kerry Bzdyk ettter there was some was to eliminate the
parallel parking on Church Street so they don'ehtawvorry about the issue of turning vehicles
around. John McBride, RHUMC spokesperson saidttiegt were widening the street so 2
vehicles would be able to pass plus the paralletep were in ADDITION to the widening being
done and they also had the church lot itself to &round he didn't feel like anyone would be
going to the end of the street to turn around.

Vice Mayor Graham asked if there was to be anyaggrbeing put up to identify where to turn
around. Mayor Heyner felt that signage just pastRarsonage driveway was the way to solve
any potential problems. Councilperson Ramsey a&bthere was some discussion on trying to
direct a one-way flow through the site. Phil Bzaghd that a 2-way flow on Church Street
would be complicated by the turn-around processhbaatt up the flow of traffic into the church
parking lot. John McBride said that on the fina $lan, the specific language of the signage
would be addressed and that the returning Churehbaes would become accustomed to the
flow. He said the objective of the Land Use Comesitteview result was the even distribution of
trips between Locust and Church Street, to makkafiow better, reduce congestion and get it
in and out as fast as possible. Councilperson Bamegjuested wording on the signage at this
point. He felt it should be added as a second seaten condition #14Lhe applicant shall

install signage at the Church Street parking lot etrance that directs all Church traffic into

the parking lot. Vice Mayor Graham addressed the assemblage oégsmns - that they

should be done in the Church parking lot rathen ti@ public street, desiring to add a sentence
to that effect. The problem of funeral processionihe right of way was already covered in the
existing language according to Councilperson Ramsey

Councilperson Botsch wanted to discuss the additigtl2 in conjunction with item #25. It
started with the question if the building is toggk for this lot? He looked at the impact of traffi
on the neighbors with the cap set at 324 peopl&jmabeing limited to 101 spaces. The
applicant argued that enforcement of the cap oni82dlf-regulated by the limited number of
parking spaces and if parking is unavailable, peopll turn away. Per Councilperson Botsch,
however, if the Zoning Administrator sets up aduditil overflow parking spaces as provided for
in the addendum language, even for regular Sunaeighip, he feels there sets a “real
contradiction here and what this allows them tasdiacilitate the violation of the limit of 324
people. What this does is eliminate any effectegutator they have on this limit, so they could
in fact, be giving the neighborhood a facility tlaatually serves 600 people instead of 324.”
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Councilperson Heston thought that was being tomicése and that was not what this provision
was intended to be. Councilperson Botsch saididatsked at the Public Hearing about traffic
studies and was told that the parking was adeqH@&assumed that these studies were accurate
if based on the 101 parking space formula. Couarsipn Ramsey said this might be the case in
normal worship services but in events such as wegddi‘he didn't know too many people who
would come, not find a parking spot and turn awidey are going to continue to park and park
illegally. The overflow parking provision prevertsat problem.”

John McBride, RHUMC felt that there were two diffat scenarios. The large group activities,
where one of the conditions is an agreement to @ladwhere, will not cause safety problems.
Instead of including regular Sunday service, hggestion was to exclude it.

Mayor Heyner suggested going a step further qéated parking violations occur for large
group activities, period. Councilperson Ramsey #aglis the “trigger that says they can
suspend large group activity for ANY violations.Ekvants the conditions to be universal to
“Any parking problems rather than just large gragfivities.” Applicant agreed to striking

"and may require a provision of overflow parking" and address that issue in #25.

Council discussed the option of pushing to anotheeting if this meeting ran too long with the
applicant's permission at midnight. The next megtiould only be a final discussion by
Council in the vein of tonight's meeting. The gaals decided forge ahead and to push through a
few more of the conditions with the hope of comimgwith a fairly clean document for final
review.

#13 — there was no discussion

#14 in the Planning Commission process, North LoStrget was proposed to be widened as
well. The Land Use Committee recommended that vindpaf Locust Streetot take place.

#15 Councilperson Hummel wanted to state thateab#ginning, During final site plan

review, ..." and after "Plat", strike everything else amsert new language included in email
(and packet) tothe design of the final site plan shall be in confmance with the Town of
Round Hill Storm W ater Master Plan and the requirements in effect athat time of

Chapter 4 of the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Comtol Handbook. The Applicant will be
responsible for obtaining any offsite easements, drconstructing offsite improvements
required for compliance at its expenseCouncilperson Ramsey asked if the language veas cl
in his revised wording that not only was the apgplicresponsible for the easements if they
required any offsite improvements that they perftmem at their own expense.

Bring in #24 here - voluntary commitments from apgoht. Mayor Heyner did not see any
problem with #24 and suggested the Council move on.

#16 The Land Use Committee made changes to retlachingles to minor areas,
predominantly metal seamed and add color/style mvegcon the siding. Vice Mayor Graham
asked how these would be enforced. It was notidthie criteria would be submitted for
approval prior to obtaining a building permit. &imeview would be made prior to obtaining an
occupancy permit. Mayor Heyner noted that all theesails would be in the architectural
contract.

#17 Mayor Heyner posed a question - was the henglaisured to top of roof? What was the
vertical height of the walls to the soffit? It westimated to be 18-19'.

#18 Town Attorney Maureen Gilmore added clausedaditional signage except as required
by these development conditions shall be allowéd
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#19 no discussion/statement of ordinance

#20 no discussion

#21 speakers changed toudspeakers

#22 no discussion

#23 Town Attorney Maureen Gilmore stated that tlamks left for dates could now be removed.
Now "Shown on Sheet 4 of the SPEX Plat....Also sgtgd rewording my Gilmore to readh

lieu of and at the sole option of the Town Councithe applicant shall install one (1)
streetlight..." Vice Mayor Graham asked why it was a Counettidion. Councilperson Ramsey
said that because it was a budgetary and capéahplig decision item, thus it is a Town Council
designation.

#24 addressed previously

#25 Restating of conditions #25 and 26. Vice Magosham asked about the why the number
220 was used. If it was 180 or more, it was defiag@ "large group activity." Councilperson
Ramsey said that if it was a very large group &gtiv250 or more, he felt that was the point he
got very nervous about things blowing up all over place and people parking illegally
throughout the town. Vice Mayor Graham asked how iy@mde people park at other designated
locations. Councilperson Ramsey said through sigaagl a sponsored shuttle. Mayor Heyner
felt that people generally adhered to the signs.aHarge group activity, the parking might not
adhere to the standard formula and they wanteeé fardépared for that occurrence.
Councilperson Botsch felt that it was contradict@@puncilperson Ramsey said that this
provided a remedy in case their scenario is wr@ugincilperson Botsch felt that they needed to
be consistent about trying to limit the capacifythey completely lift the restriction on parking,
they will in turn be lifting the capacity on peoptethe building at any given time.
Councilperson Ramsey said “you can't shut it ddwenléarge group activities the first time, that
there has to be repeated violations.” CouncilpeBaoisch wanted to limit the number of parking
spaces available for overflow. Mayor Heyner sakdk thinks they need to concede that the
number of people per vehicle for these large gmtjvities is not going to be consistent with
what the Town has in their Zoning Ordinance for stp services.” He felt that they had to cap
it somehow. Councilperson Ramsey said, “They neduinit the situations where overflow
parking can be provided but where it is necessaryyants it to be adequate.” Craig Fredericks
said that overflow parking needs to be within 30@buncilperson Ramsey said, "He is not
conceding that there is enough parking, they aceddey what will be voted on. | believe there
will be parking issues. By going through this pegéam trying to determine that whatever gets
voted on has remedies for whatever egregious gnsathat might arise if my fears come true.
The applicant assures me that my fears will notetmne, that there is enough parking. Itis
prudent to have a remedy, to have an outlet, ia ttasy are wrong."

Councilperson Botsch said that by doing this he Y&snissing the argument that the applicant
had made that they will get it so that the use @on$ to available parking; the only lid they
have on use is parking." Councilperson Heston, $§&ttht was not a true picture, that there are
other ways to get to church except via car andipgrkCouncilperson Botsch said, “How do we
go to the public and say we are holding the nuntd824 but since we have no real way of
enforcing it, we are going to lift it?” Councilpers Heston said, "We will enforce it just like we
enforce any other specification.” Councilperson Beyrsaid, "He did not want to be the guinea
pigs in this experiment,” he felt that having tokpquite a distance away would be, "odious
enough to discourage some people. | want to hgood outcome. Providing overflow removes
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that incentive, it makes it easier to support lageents at the facility than what otherwise would
have been done. However, the parking is the vigibddlem, not the population as much. What
really scares residents is the prospect of illpgaking.”

Councilperson Prack said, "Even with overflow pagkiou are still going to get illegal parking
on the street.” John McBride, RHUMC, reminded tloeiil that the large events are pre-
approved by the Town and with advance notice.df/tiwvanted to place a cap on numbers, the
applicant would be acceptable to that, and for sioce like weddings, it would become part of
the contract. Councilperson Prack said, "that @ésgnwhat is happening is this is created
because the church is built to a scale that ibigdor the lot so that there is not adequate
parking. Now we are trying to compromise that issydaving satellite parking."

Mayor Heyner said that in special circumstancesravlgeu have large infrequent events it is not
unusual to have parking requirements exceed av@yalCouncilperson Prack said, "l would
argue this will happen on a regular basis with l@gservices because the building being built is
too large for the plot provided. We have emailsrfneeighbors complaining about the size of the
building, even one from a parishioner that saysthkling is too big and the use for which it is
intended does not warrant the size of the buildifge only way we are going to find out is when
they have cars parked all up and down the streetsithat point it is too late to close the door -
now we are stuck having to hope that the neighber«kind enough to contract overflow
parking."

Mayor Heyner said if they listened to what Couneifon Botsch was saying - that if overflow
parking is not allowed for the normal worship seed, than this will self-regulate the number of
people in the building. "I'd rather see them takeraative measures such as adding another
worship service rather than go to overflow parkiig are saying that this is a 324 person
building. Even though it allows a lot more we dareint to start giving the Church reasons to
exceed that 324 and that is what we do when wetbem overflow parking for every event."
Councilperson Botsch agreed to conditions 2 andhi8wallow overflow parking for large group
activities, "l will concede these 10 special laggeup activities but not concede on regular
worship services." Phil Bzdyk said his gut feeliaghe building is too large but his real
concerns are the fire, safety and traffic flow, aopon their streets - if it was a smaller building
there wouldn't be those issues. He would likertd & compromise. 13 times a year (10 large
group activities plus 3 major religious holidaysyads like a lot.

Vice Mayor Graham asked what difference it madbefe was overflow parking if it was 5 or

15 activities if it didn't conflict with the neigbis. Councilperson Botsch replied that we don't
know what the impact really will be..."The conclusithat | am really trying NOT to arrive at
was that the building was too big and what | anrihgaonight was residents of the Town and
Council members feel that there isn't enough patkiGouncilperson Heston noted that the
applicant has been working diligently to get pesiun for overflow parking. Councilperson
Botsch said, “When we look at the impact of thisyill affect other neighborhoods and removes
their ability to monitor usage of the parking uislésey are going to put turnstiles in or stand
outside with a counter.” Councilperson Ramsey #aglwould be a “relief valve” and was
worried that relief valve will just encourage mamessure. Councilperson Ramsey said he
thought they were talking about regular Sunday hiprat this point but Mayor Heyner said

“No, they were on #1 which included large group\aiiés and the 3 extra worship days.”
Councilperson Botsch said if there was a need ¥e haelief valve for regular Sundays - the
building is too big. Councilperson Ramsey saidsh#rying to cope with that situation rather
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than admit that it doesn't exist.” Mayor Heynedsiat regarding the issue of the whole bldg
being too big - they have moved on and alreadytifiedh in their conditions that the maximum
capacity will still be 324 people. Councilpersomigay said it is all about the size of the
building — “if someone said they were going to Bl stadium and only put 324 people inside of
it we would all laugh and say you are buildingadgim and you're going to put 40,000 people
inside of it. We have all heard from the church thay have always filled it up - that the
building has never been big enough - so the sitzkeeobuilding is what they are trying to build
some mitigation against that.” “If problems ocowhat is their remedy? One argument is self
regulation - parking becomes a real pain and pestple coming. The other argument is
providing overflow parking.”

Mayor Heyner said that, “if this is the argumerdttifou and other Council Members have been
making, then we have been disingenuous to thecegmtlthis entire time by going through this
long process and all these special conditions wiehave already arrived at the conclusion that
the building is too big. We should have said & #tithe very beginning.”

“At this point they are not going to make it anyadlar than it is now,” Ramsey said, “so what is
in front of us is what we are going to vote on.dnwvto hedge my bets because | might lose that
vote so | want to have a remedy if | lose that voteat is the substation argument all over again.
| don't like it but if it is going to get shovedwo my throat | want to make sure that the worst
aspects are mitigated. Councilperson Botsch féalsself-regulation is a mitigating way. The
counter argument is that if he is wrong and setitation doesn't work, many of my neighbors
would prefer to have alternatives rather thantedl¢ars on the street.” Councilperson Botsch
said he didn't want to get to that point. He uniderds making special exceptions for some large
group activities as people coming to those wouldnsofamiliar with Round Hill. John McBride
said the provision they are arguing over is revigedy the Zoning Administrator.
Councilperson Prack said, “It is the every-Sundhayg that is going to blow up in our face.”
John McBride, RHUMC, said he thought the Councd hiready excluded regular Sunday
service from the overflow parking issue. Councifmer Ramsey asked, “If you don't put the
overflow parking provision in, is the church thari@natically able to do it somewhere else?”
Councilperson Botsch said the Town is facilitatowgrflow by requiring signage and shuttle bus
service. Councilperson Ramsey said in that caserteeded to make sure the Church knew
overflow parking was not acceptable in any circiamee; his second question was, “If you are
wrong, and he is right, and people don't self raguvery well and park in the street and they
cancel large group activities - at that point wiesthedy would you suggest they pursue?”
Councilperson Botsch said that the police wouldlle to enforce it and he felt that would be a
very effective solution. Councilperson Heston saldhere are other ways to remedy
overcrowding other than overflow parking...peopleowvant to worship together do not want to
worship where there is no room to be together.” Biiéding has not always been too small but
it has been for some time and she didn't thinkttiexte were any rules in their zoning as far as
percentage of land that must be included with thigling. Councilperson Prack said, “If you
look at the history and the church has been todl smd too remedy the situation, they will
make this big giant building that can include ewery in one service, the building takes up such
a large amount of space that parking will not accmalate even one service. Reality will make
it come to bear. They start off really small, Hutou build it, they will come to it.”

Councilperson Botsch said the church also had ¢tleepof the pulpit to emphasis the
commitment to their neighbors.
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Councilperson Ramsey suggested they had talkedghe out and to take a straw poll. Vice
Mayor Graham asked how many instances were reqtarethke the issue a “repeated
violation” - at what point did it trigger additiahremedies? Councilperson Ramsey said this
gives the Zoning Administrator leeway to use hdgjment. Two options were given in the
straw poll by Mayor Heyner - to use language asdstar to add more restrictive language.
Councilperson Botsch wanted to add additional iet&ins for all other circumstances which
prohibit offsite parking. Vice Mayor Graham wishiedhave overflow parking. Councilperson
Ramsey wanted to provide an option for the Zonidignkistrator to require offsite parking.
Councilperson Prack was fine with the 13 days aodipiting overflow at any other time. The
result of the straw poll was that the languagedsas is.

Mayor Heyner stated that the second part of thatgpreto put to a straw poll was do they add
back in language which gives the Zoning Administrgglacing a condition on them requiring
overflow parking if repeated violations took planeother circumstances beyond the 13 days
(language from #12). Councilperson Botsch wasHir inclusion, and Ramsey and Prack were
against. Therefore, the Council was to move forwaitt language as it stands in the 5/19/2010
document.

#26 no discussion

A clean copy with these changes will be availabletlie next session scheduled for Thursday,
June 18 at 7:30 p.m. Mayor Heyner said he wanted to métar avhat they will be voting on
are the agreed upon changes that they came taights meeting. The applicant (RHUMC) is
to send an email to Town Attorney Maureen Gilmageeaing to extend to an additional special
session.

IN RE: TOWN ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT
The report had been included in the Council’'s pacKeere were no questions.

IN RE: TOWN PLANNER AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR'S REPO RT
This report was included in packet. There werguestions or further discussion.

IN RE: MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Heyner had nothing to report.

IN RE: UTILITY COMMITTEE REPORT
The official meeting had been cancelled and busihesl been conducted by email instead.

IN RE: ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE REPORT

The committee met the previous night to review@es concerning part-time employees. They
will have a recommendation at the next meeting.

They are also continuing to move forward on thetedmic payment process.
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IN RE: LAND USE COMMITTEE
The RHUMC special exception had been addresse@mreiarthe evening.

IN RE: ADJOURNMENT

Councilperson Ramsey noted the Hometown FestivalMay 29th.

Vice Mayor Graham questioned why the Town paid $80@he court reporter at the Public
Hearing.

With no further questions or comments, Mayor Heyajourned the meeting at 1:30 a.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

John Heyner, Mayor

Susanne Kahler, Recording Secretary
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