
 

 
 

 
August 20, 2015            
 
 
 
 
 
 
TO:  SMITHFIELD TOWN COUNCIL 
 
FROM:  PETER M. STEPHENSON, AICP, ICMA-CM 
  TOWN MANAGER 

 
SUBJECT: AUGUST 2015 COMMITTEE MEETINGS WILL BE HELD AT THE SMITHFIELD 

CENTER LOCATED AT 220 NORTH CHURCH STREET, SMITHFIELD, VA 
 
 
 
MONDAY, AUGUST 24TH, 2015 
  
4:00 p.m. Police  Members: Tynes (CH), Chapman, Gregory 
 

1. Public Comment 
2. Operational Updates  

TAB # 1 3. Results of Street Light Survey on Colonial Avenue 
TAB # 2 4.  Taser Quote 
   
 
Immediately following the conclusion of the above meeting: 
 
  Water and Sewer  Members: Gregory (CH), Smith, Tynes 
.  

1. Public Comment  
2. Operational Updates 

TAB # 3 3. Proposal for South Mason Street and Cedar Street Water and Sewer Lateral  
   Work by Lewis Construction of Virginia, Inc.  

 
Immediately following the conclusion of the above meeting:  
 
  Finance      Members:  Pack (CH), Gregory, Cook 
 

1. Public Comment 
(forthcoming) 2. DRAFT June Financial Statements and Graphs 
(forthcoming) 3. July Financial Statements and Graphs 
TAB # 4 4. July Cash Balances / VML Investment Pool Update 
TAB # 5 5. Invoices Over $10,000 Requiring Council Authorization: 
  a.  Alpha Corporation ( Police  Evidence/Storage Building)  $14,737.71 
  b.  REW Corporation       $15,928.00 
TAB # 6 6. Vehicle Maintenance Contract Renewal 
 7. Draft contract with MUNIS 



 

 

 
 
 
 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 25TH, 2015   
 
4:00 p.m. Parks and Recreation   Members:  Chapman (CH), Pack, Tynes 
 

1 Public Comment 
TAB # 8 2. Operational Update – Parks and Recreation Committee Report  
 
Immediately following the conclusion of the above meeting: 
 

Public Works   Members: Smith (CH), Cook, Tynes 
   

1. Public Comment 
TAB # 9 2. Updates by Isle of Wight County Staff 

a. Park to Park Trail 
b. West Main Street / Great Springs Road Sidewalk 

TAB # 10 3. HVAC Maintenance and Repair Contract Renewal  
 
 

Immediately following the conclusion of the above meeting: 
 
 

Public Buildings & Welfare  Members: Cook (CH), Chapman, Smith 
 

1. Public Comment 
TAB # 11 2. Pinewood Heights Relocation Project Update  
TAB # 12 3. Main & Cary Rezoning and Comp Plan Amendment Application 
 
 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 
   
*** Additional Item Not Listed on Committee but will be on Council’s September 1st, Agenda*** 
 

- Approval of August 4th,  2015 Meeting Minutes 
 
 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 



 

   

Memorandum 
 
To: Chief Steve Bowman  

CC: Deputy Chief Alonzo Howell,  

From: Lieutenant Matthew Rogers 

Date: August 20, 2015 

Re: Colonial Avenue Lighting Survey 

 

On 08/19/15, a lighting survey was conducted in the area of Colonial Avenue. The following are the 
findings of the survey: 
 

• There are two (2) functioning lights on Colonial Avenue. 
 

• Colonial Avenue is approximately two-tenths of a mile. 
 

• The two functioning lights are on one side of Colonial Avenue. 
 

• There is another functioning light near the intersection of Colonial and Smithfield Blvd. that 
offers no lighting onto Colonial Avenue due to trees.  
  

The following are recommendations based on the survey: 
 

• Suggesting a stronger lighting source at the existing poles. 
 

• The addition of two (2) light poles on the other side of Colonial Avenue offset from the 
existing light poles. 

 
Although Colonial Avenue is approximately two-tenths of mile, the existing light source does not 
provide sufficient lighting.   
 
 
Lieutenant Matthew Rogers 
 



S
m

ith
fie

ld
 B

lv
d
.

Light Pole

Surface Lighting Area – Approximately 50 feet

Prepared By: Lt. M.B. Rogers

Colonial Avenue
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TASER International
Protect Life. Protect Truth.

 
17800 N 85th St.
Scottsdale, Arizona 85255
United States
Phone: (800) 978-2737
Fax: 480-999-6151
 
Don Brady
(757) 357-3247
dbrady@smithfieldva.gov

 

 
Quotation

Quote:  Q-33706-1
 Date: 8/20/2015 10:12 AM

 Quote Expiration:
 Contract Start Date*: 9/30/2015

 Contract Term: 1 year

Bill To:
Smithfield Police Dept. - VA
913 S. CHURCH ST.
Smithfield, VA 23430
US

Ship To:
Don Brady
Smithfield Police Dept. - VA
913 S. CHURCH ST.
Smithfield, VA 23430
US

 
SALESPERSON PHONE EMAIL DELIVERY METHOD PAYMENT METHOD

Russ Myers 480-463-2168 rmyers@taser.com Fedex - Ground Net 30

 
*Note this will vary based on the shipment date of the product.

Hardware

QTY ITEM # DESCRIPTION UNIT
PRICE

TOTAL BEFORE
DISCOUNT

DISCOUNT ($) NET TOTAL

16 11002 HANDLE, BLACK, CLASS III, X26P USD 899.95 USD 14,399.20 USD 0.00 USD 14,399.20

13 11501 HOLSTER, BLACKHAWK, RIGHT, X26P USD 53.25 USD 692.25 USD 0.00 USD 692.25

3 11504 HOLSTER, BLACKHAWK, LEFT, X26P USD 53.25 USD 159.75 USD 0.00 USD 159.75

50 44203 CARTRIDGE - 25' HYBRID USD 27.35 USD 1,367.50 USD 0.00 USD 1,367.50

16 11010 XPPM, BATTERY PACK, X26P USD 63.50 USD 1,016.00 USD 0.00 USD 1,016.00

50 44205 Cartridge - Simulation USD 23.60 USD 1,180.00 USD 0.00 USD 1,180.00

1 22013 KIT, DATAPORT DOWNLOAD, USB, X2/
X26P

USD 164.75 USD 164.75 USD 0.00 USD 164.75

Hardware Total Before Discounts: USD 18,979.45

Hardware Net Amount Due: USD 18,979.45

Extended Warranties

QTY ITEM # DESCRIPTION UNIT
PRICE

TOTAL BEFORE
DISCOUNT

DISCOUNT ($) NET TOTAL

16 11004 WARRANTY, 4 YEAR, X26P USD 277.95 USD 4,447.20 USD 1,600.00 USD 2,847.20

Extended Warranties Total Before Discounts: USD 4,447.20

Extended Warranties Net Amount Due: USD 2,847.20
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Subtotal USD 21,826.65

Estimated Shipping & Handling Cost USD 246.73

Grand Total USD 22,073.38

 
 
*** $100 off for SIG

 
 

TASER International, Inc.’s Sales Terms and Conditions
for Direct Sales to End User Purchasers 

 
By signing this Quote, you are entering into a contract and you certify that you have read and agree to the provisions set forth in this Quote and TASER’s current
Sales Terms and Conditions for Direct Sales to End User Purchasers or, in the alternative, TASER’s current Sales Terms and Conditions for Direct Sales to
End User Purchasers for Sales with Financing if your purchase involves financing with TASER. If your purchase includes the TASER Assurance Plan (TAP),
then you are also agreeing to TASER’s current Sales Terms and Conditions for the AXON Flex™ and AXON Body™ Cameras TASER Assurance Plan (U.S.
Only) and/or Sales Terms and Conditions for the X2/X26P and TASER CAM HD Recorder TASER Assurance Plan (U.S. Only), as applicable to your product
purchase. All of the sales terms and conditions, as well as, the TAP terms and conditions are posted at http://www.taser.com/sales-terms-and-conditions. If your
purchase includes AXON hardware and/or EVIDENCE.com services you are also agreeing to the terms in the EVIDENCE.com Master Service Agreement
posted at https://www.taser.com/serviceagreement14. If your purchase includes Professional Services, you are also agreeing to the terms in the Professional
Service Agreement posted at  https://www.taser.com/professional-services-agreement. If your purchase includes Integration Services, you are also agreeing to the
terms in the SOW posted at  https://www.taser.com/integrationstatementofwork14. You represent that you are lawfully able to enter into contracts and if you are
entering into this agreement for an entity, such as the company, municipality, or government agency you work for, you represent to TASER that you have legal
authority to bind that entity. If you do not have this authority, do not sign this Quote.

 
 

 
Signature:

/s1/  
         Date:

/d1/

 
Name (Print):

/n1/  
          Title:

/t1/

 
PO# (if needed):

/p1/

 
Please sign and email to Russ Myers at rmyers@taser.com or fax to 480-999-6151

 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS!

 
‘Protect Life’ and © are trademarks of TASER International, Inc., and TASER® is a registered trademark of TASER International, Inc., registered in the U.S.

© 2013 TASER International, Inc. All rights reserved.

 

http://www.taser.com/sales-terms-and-conditions
https://www.taser.com/serviceagreement14
https://www.taser.com/professional-services-agreement
https://www.taser.com/integrationstatementofwork14


7716 Quaker Drive 
Lewis Suffolk, VA 23437 

S. Mason & Cedar Street - Sewer lateral renew Phone 757-986-2273 Const.ruction 
Smithfield VA Fax 757-986-3536 Of Miie-ii,wI,O rev 8/7115 Proposal

Virginia Inc. 
Quantity Description Unit Materials Unit Labor Total Materials Total Labor Total ! 

'SEWER 
5 8 x 4 inserta tee for lined pipe $ 99.11 $ 450.00 $ 495.55 $ 2,250.00 $ 2,745.55 
5I 

I wye HW 4x4 TOS $ 75.00 $ - $ 375.00 $ 375.00 
5 CW18SCO TOS $ 125.00 $ - $ 625 .00 $ 625.00 
5 4" 45 bend B x S TOS $ 25.00 $ - $ 125.00 $ 125.00 

168 ft 4" PVC SDR 26 TOS $ 25.00 $ - $ 4,200.00 $ 4,200.00 
5 cyd concrete sidewall demoiresto TOS $ 275.00 $ - $ 1 375.00 $ 1 375.00 

16 ton asphalt patch 6" demo/resto $ 100.00 $ 350.00 $ 1,600.00 $ 5,600.00 $ 7,200.00 
448 ft saw cut asphalt & concrete $ 3.50 $ 3.50 $ 1,568.00 $ 1,568.00 $ 3,136.00 

32 ton 57 stone bedding 6" TOS $ 20.00 $ - $ 640.00 $ 640.00 
300 ft copper tracer wire TOS $ 0.35 $ - $ 105.00 $ 105.00 

1 marker tape TOS $ - $ - $ - $ -

TOTAL SEWER $ 20,526.55 

WATER 
6 3/4" water service TOS $ 900.00 $ - $ 5,400.00 $ 5,400.00 

TOTAL WATER $ 5400.00 

~__~______~-=~~__~~=====a~____________________________________~__~=~~~___._...________________________ .... __=-__=-____~....__~__________~______~______ , ____________________________~_ 



CASH BALANCES AS OF JULY 2015
   

Current Month Prior Year
ACCOUNT NAME BANK NAME ACCOUNT Interco. Interco./Interdep ADJUSTED

BALANCE Balances Balances BALANCES

Water Farmers Bank 1,45          5,886.69       (611,377.22) (498,004.40)         346,505.07       
Water-Debt Service Farmers Bank 861,063.21                  33,372.25    894,435.46       

Water Capital Escrow (availability fees) TowneBank 404,363.12                  21,760.00    426,123.12       
Water Treatment Plant Escrow TowneBank 111,847.40                  -               111,847.40       
Water Deposit Account TowneBank 121,258.32                  -               121,258.32       
Water Development Escrow TowneBank 95,685.74                 2,400.00     98,085.74       

Subtotal Water 3,05          0,104.48       (553,844.97) (498,004.40)         1,998,255.11    

-                    
Sewer Farmers Bank 47             4,518.77      (80,530.72)   (358,599.79)         35,388.26         
Sewer Development Escrow TowneBank 352,752.74                  2,400.00      355,152.74       
Sewer Capital Escrow (availability fees) TowneBank 826,434.05                  32,960.00    859,394.05       
Sewer Compliance Farmers Bank 1,04        4,002.04     86,738.56   -                      1,130,740.60  
Subtotal Sewer 2,69          7,707.60      41,567.84    (358,599.79)         2,380,675.65    

Highway Farmers Bank 4               1,032.27      138,426.75  -                       179,459.02       

General Fund Farmers Bank 2,26          9,286.08      409,982.55  856,604.19          3,535,872    .82   
Payroll Farmers Bank 155,420.37             155,420       .37   
Money Market-General Fund TowneBank 2,189.71                 2,189           .71  
Business Super Now-General Fund Farmers Bank 33,152.98               33,152         .98 -              
Money Market-General Fund Farmers Bank 290,049.29             290,049.29       
General Fund Capital Escrow AccGeneral Fund Capital Escrow Accoount TowneBankunt TowneBank 215,000.96215,000.96           215,000.96215,000.96     
Certificate of Deposit Farmers Bank 526,168.55             526,168.55       
Certificate of Deposit-Police Dept Farmers Bank 36,748.30               36,748.30         
Special Project Account (Pinewood) Farmers Bank 19,987.58               19,987.58         
Pinewood Heights Escrow Farmers Bank 41,175.19               41,175.19         
SNAP Account Farmers Bank 2,386.75                 2,386.75           
Museum Account Farmers Bank 107,335.10             107,335.10       
Windsor Castle Acct TowneBank 19,000.00               19,000.00         
S. Church Street Account TowneBank 3             6,132.17     (36,132.17)  -                      -                  
Subtotal General Fund 3,75          4,033.03      373,850.38  856,604.19          4,984,487.60    

TOTAL ALL FUNDS  9,54          2,877.38 0.00 -                       9,542,877.38    

 



ADMINISTRATOR: JOY HOLLOWAY
804-343-3112

REGIONS BANK INVESTMENT OFFICER
1900 5TH AVE N - 25TH FL
BIRMINGHAM AL  35203 RELATIONSHIP MANAGER

ACCOUNT NUMBER 9246002035

TOWN OF SMITHFIELD, VA
ATTN: ELLEN D. MINGA, TREASURER
310 INSTITUTE STREET
PO BOX 246
SMITHFIELD VA 23431

__________________________________________________________________________________________
IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS STATEMENT, PLEASE CONTACT
YOUR ACCOUNT ADMINISTRATOR.
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REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 1

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Balance Sheet
AS OF 0 7 / 0 1 / 2 0 1 5 AS OF 0 7 / 3 1 / 2 0 1 5

COST VALUE MARKET VALUE COST VALUE MARKET VALUE

A S S E T S

CASH 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00
TOTAL CASH & RECEIVABLES 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0

COMMON TRUST FUNDS - BALANCED
COMMON TRUST FUNDS - BALANCED 500 , 840 . 76 503 , 628 . 23 501 , 133 . 67 504 , 064 . 74
TOTAL COMMON TRUST FUNDS - BALANCED 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

TOTAL HOLDINGS 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

TOTAL ASSETS 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

L I A B I L I T I E S

TOTAL LIABILITIES 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0

TOTAL NET ASSET VALUE 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND EQUITY 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 2

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Summary Of Fund

MARKET VALUE AS OF 07/01/2015 5 0 3 , 6 2 8 . 2 3

CTF DISTRIBUTIONS 342 . 57

REALIZED GAIN OR LOSS 0 . 00

UNREALIZED GAIN OR LOSS 143 . 60

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 49 . 66 -

TOTAL MARKET VALUE AS OF 07/31/2015 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 3

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Asset Summary As Of 07/31/2015

% OF
DESCRIPTION MARKET VALUE COST PORT

COMMON TRUST FUNDS - BALANCED 504 , 064 . 74 501 , 133 . 67 100

TOTAL INVESTMENTS 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7

CASH 0 . 0 0

DUE FROM BROKER 0 . 0 0

DUE TO BROKER 0 . 0 0

TOTAL MARKET VALUE 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 4

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Asset Detail As Of 07/31/2015

% OF
UNITS/BOOK VALUE DESCRIPTION MARKET VALUE COST PORT

COMMON TRUST FUNDS - BALANCED

CUSIP # CF5400035
50 , 073 . 958 VIRGINIA INVESTMENT POOL 504 , 064 . 74 501 , 133 . 67 100

5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7 1 0 0

TOTAL INVESTMENTS 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

CASH 0 . 0 0

DUE FROM BROKER 0 . 0 0

DUE TO BROKER 0 . 0 0

NET ASSETS 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4

TOTAL MARKET VALUE 5 0 4 , 0 6 4 . 7 4



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 5

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Summary Of Earnings

INCOME EARNED

CTF DISTRIBUTIONS 342 . 57

TOTAL INCOME EARNED 3 4 2 . 5 7

UNREALIZED GAIN IN THE PERIOD 143 . 60

TOTAL INCREASES IN FUND VALUE 4 8 6 . 1 7

FEES AND OTHER EXPENSES

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 49 . 66

TOTAL FEES AND OTHER EXPENSES 4 9 . 6 6

TOTAL DECREASES IN FUND VALUE 4 9 . 6 6

NET CHANGE IN NET ASSET VALUE 436 . 51



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT Page 6

Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

08/04/2015 #12

Chronological Schedule Of Transactions
DATE DESCR I PT I ON CASH COST

0 7 / 0 1 / 2 0 1 5 BEGINNING BALANCE 0 . 0 0 5 0 0 , 8 4 0 . 7 6

07 / 01 / 2015 DISTRIBUTION FROM 50,044.85 169 . 89 0 . 00
UNITS VIRGINIA INVESTMENT POOL
EFFECTIVE 06/30/2015
CUSIP # CF5400035

07 / 01 / 2015 PURCHASED 169.89 SHS MORGAN 169 . 89 - 169 . 89
STANLEY PRIME ADVISORY #8341 ON
07/01/2015 AT 1.00
CUSIP # 61747C723

07 / 02 / 2015 PURCHASED 16.882 UNITS VIRGINIA 169 . 89 - 169 . 89
INVESTMENT POOL ON 06/30/2015 AT
10.0635 INCOME REINVESTMENT
CUSIP # CF5400035

07 / 02 / 2015 SOLD 169.89 SHS MORGAN STANLEY 169 . 89 169 . 89 -
PRIME ADVISORY #8341 ON
07/02/2015 AT 1.00
CUSIP # 61747C723

07 / 16 / 2015 FEE TO VML/VACO FINANCE 49 . 66 - 0 . 00
PARTICIPANT FEE FOR MONTH ENDING
06/30/2015

07 / 16 / 2015 DISTRIBUTION FROM 50,061.74 172 . 68 0 . 00
UNITS VIRGINIA INVESTMENT POOL
EFFECTIVE 07/15/2015
CUSIP # CF5400035

07 / 16 / 2015 PURCHASED 123.02 SHS MORGAN 123 . 02 - 123 . 02
STANLEY PRIME ADVISORY #8341 ON
07/16/2015 AT 1.00
CUSIP # 61747C723

07 / 17 / 2015 PURCHASED 12.223 UNITS VIRGINIA 123 . 02 - 123 . 02
INVESTMENT POOL ON 07/15/2015 AT
10.0642 INCOME REINVESTMENT
CUSIP # CF5400035

07 / 17 / 2015 SOLD 123.02 SHS MORGAN STANLEY 123 . 02 123 . 02 -
PRIME ADVISORY #8341 ON
07/17/2015 AT 1.00
CUSIP # 61747C723

0 7 / 3 1 / 2 0 1 5 ENDING BALANCE 0 . 0 0 5 0 1 , 1 3 3 . 6 7



REGIONS BANK
VACO/VML VIRGINIA INVESTMENT
POOL, TOWN OF SMITHFIELD,
VIRGINIA PARTICIPANT
ACCOUNT

ACCOUNT STATEMENT
Statement Period 07/01/2015 through 07/31/2015
Account Number 9246002035

IMPORTANT INFORMATION FOR REGIONS CORPORATE TRUST CUSTOMERS:

INVESTMENT, INSURANCE AND ANNUITY PRODUCTS: ARE NOT FDIC INSURED, ARE NOT A DEPOSIT, ARE NOT BANK GUARANTEED, 
ARE NOT INSURED BY ANY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AGENCY, MAY GO DOWN IN VALUE, AND ARE NOT A CONDITION OF ANY
BANKING ACTIVITY.

FOR MORE DETAILED INFORMATION REGARDING FEES, PLEASE CONSULT THE FUND PROSPECTUS OR CONTACT YOUR
ADMINISTRATOR. 

IMPORTANT DISCLOSURE INFORMATION FOR ALL FLORIDA ACCOUNTS:

AN ACTION FOR BREACH OF TRUST BASED ON MATTERS DISCLOSED IN A TRUST ACCOUNTING OR OTHER WRITTEN REPORT
OF THE TRUSTEE MAY BE SUBJECT TO A SIX MONTH STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS FROM THE RECEIPT OF THE TRUST ACCOUNTING
OR OTHER WRITTEN REPORT.  IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS, PLEASE CONSULT YOUR ATTORNEY. 
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Event Listing (since last committee meetings) 

OTP  Day  Date  Event Type  Location 

  Mon  Jul 27  Committee Meetings  Smithfield Center  

  Tue  Jul 28  Committee Meetings  Smithfield Center  

      Client Appreciation Night  Smithfield Center 

  Thu  Jul 30  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center 

  Fri  Jul 31  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center  

  Sat  Aug 1  Banquet  Smithfield Center  

  Sun  Aug 2  Celerity Cycling Time Trials  Town Streets  

         

  Mon  Aug 3  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center 

  Tue  Aug 4  WCFB  Smithfield Center 

      Town Council  Smithfield Center 

  Wed  Aug 5  Town Staff Meeting  Smithfield Center 

  Thu  Aug 6  Smithfield Foods Intern Presentation  Smithfield Center 

      Fair Housing Seminar  Smithfield Center 

  Fri  Aug 7  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center  

  Sat  Aug 8  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center 

  Sun  Aug 9  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center 

         

  Mon  Aug 10  Wedding Reception  Smithfield Center 

  Tue  Aug 11  VDOT Grant Writing Workshop  Smithfield Center 

      Planning Commission  Smithfield Center 

  Wed  Aug 12  Crimeline Meeting  Smithfield Center 

  Thu  Aug 13  Dominion Power Safety Meeting  Smithfield Center 

  Sat  Aug 15  Wedding & Reception  Smithfield Center 

         

  Mon  Aug 17  Farm Bureau Annual Dinner  Smithfield Center 

  Tue  Aug 18  Business Meeting  Smithfield Center 

      Schoolhouse Meeting  Smithfield Center 

      Crimeline Meeting  Smithfield Center 

  Thu  Aug 20  Business Meeting  Smithfield Center 

  Sat  Aug 22  Wedding Reception  Smithfield Center 

 

Upcoming Events to Note 

OTP  Day  Date  Event Type  Location 

OTP  Thu  Sep 3  Army Band Concert  Smithfield Center 

OTP  Mon  Sep 28  Candidates Forum  Smithfield Center 
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Programming  

 

Kayak Rentals at Windsor Castle Park 

 

 

 

 Biggest sales weekend since opening in 2013 was this Aug 15‐16 with a sales total of $825 in just 

two days.   

 The James River Association did their final evening paddle on Mon, August 17th and it was very 

successful.  We will definitely do this again next season. 

 We have scheduled two sunrise kayak tours on Sunday, September 13th and Saturday, September 

26th.  (Attached flyer) 

 We now have 2 paddleboards in our fleet.   

 

Eco Counter Data for Windsor Castle Park 

Location:  Main Parking (Dan Smith Lane) 

Busiest Days   Sunday August 9th 
(654) 

Wednesday August 12th 
(493)

Saturday August 15th 
(485)
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Daily Data  

Weekly Profile  

Hourly Profile During the Week  

Hourly Profile During Weekend  





Park to Park Trail Update
Isle of Wight County to Town of Smithfield

August 25, 2015



Park to Park Trail

• Approximately 4.2 miles
• Segment 1, Battery Park Road 

• Fully-funded through construction, based on 60% design 
estimate

• Segment 2, Nike Park Road (to Nike Park)
• Fully-funded through construction, based on 60% design 

estimate
• Segment 3, S. Church Street (Battery Park Rd to 

Smithfield Station)
• Funded at 75%-100% w/Town contributions, based on <30% 

design estimate



Park to Park Trail



Park to Park Trail

• Segment 1 and 2 in concurrent development
• Bidding together will save on mobilization and project management.
• Both currently in R/W acquisition
• Both currently at 60% design (90% for Jones Creek Bridge)
• Both currently have environmental permitting (NEPA) complete

• Geotech survey complete
• NOAA, endangered species 
• Army Corp Nationwide wetlands permit (wetlands purchase complete)
• Chesapeake Bay Exception
• DEQ/VDOT/County stormwater (60% design approval)
• USFW/VDGIF, endangered species
• Coast Guard, navigable waterway 
• VMRC, jurisdictional wetlands and coasts



Park to Park Trail

• Segment 1 & 2 Schedule
• Complete R/W acquisition (30-90 days)
• Submit FINAL plan set, including 100% on bridge, w/request to 

advertise
• FINAL plan approval w/Federal authorization to advertise (30-

60 days)
• Advertise (30 days)
• Pre-construction and NTP (30-60 days)
• Construction Spring/Summer 2016
• Construction 12 months



Park to Park Trail

• Segment 3 at “planning level” only, due to road widening 
status and funding availability. 

• IOW is ready to move forward with PE when Urban Funds 
become available.

• Existing KHA contract can be extended for Segment 3, not 
required to go back out for RFP

• Expecting significantly less environmental impacts/permitting
• Exploring options to cross the bridge using existing lane width



Park to Park Trail

Questions?



Proposed Funding Summary and Sequence of Construction 

Locality/Agency: Isle of Wight County 

UPC#: 102951 

Project N arne: Main Street at Rte 10 Sidewalk Extension (Smithfield Sidewalk) 

Description: Total rescoped project estimate includes two (2) of the original phases 
and is based on 30% design completed in 2012 with ARRA funds. 

Funding Summary 

Total Project Estimate $ 840,233 

Current Funding Sources: 


2014 Town of Windsor CMAQ Reassignment $ 250,000 


Town of Smithfield FY14115 CIP $ 100,000 


2017CMAQ $ 165,000 


Total $ 515,000 

Grant Application Request (2014 CMAQ) $ 325,233 

Sequence of Construction 

2014 Town of Windsor CMAQ: 

Town of Smithfield FY 14/15 crr: 
Oct. 2014 - May 2015 PE 

Mar. 2015 - Apr. 2015 RW 

Mar. 2015 - Apr. 2015 Utilities 

Aug. 2015 - Aug. 2016 Construction (Ph.1c) 

50% Project Management 

50% Contingency 

2017 CMAQ Funds: 

Construction (Ph. 1b) * 

50% Project Management* 

50% Contingency* 

Project 
Estimate 

$ (70,000) 

$ (10,000) 

$ (15,000) 

$ (181,136) 

$ (51 ,922) 

$ (15,271) 

$ (429,711) 
$ (51, 922) 

$ (1 5,271) 

Current 
Funding 

$ 250,000 

$ 100,000 

$ 165,000 

Proj. Funding 
Draw Down 

$ 250,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 280,000 

$ 270,000 

$ 255,000 

$ 73,864 

$ 21,942 

$ 6,671 

$ 171,671 

$ (258,040) 

$ (309,962) 

$ (325,233) 

Total $ (840,233) $ 515,000 $ (325,233) 

* as soon asfunds are available after FY16 



 

 

 
 
 

DATE  AUGUST 25, 2015 
 
TO SMITHFIELD TOWN COUNCIL- PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

 
FROM  SONJA EUBANK 
  DEPT OF PLANNING, ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS 
 
SUBJECT HVAC MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR CONTRACT 

 
Each year the town engages the services for HVAC Maintenance and Repair on town 
properties including the Water Treatment Plant AAON heating and cooling products. The 
town has a contract with Atlantic Constructors, Inc for the 2014/2015 fiscal year and the 
town reserves the right to renew the contract for four additional years. The current 
contract will expire September 2, 2015.  
 
Atlantic Constructors anticipates their labor costs to increase 3% this coming year and 
therefore they have requested a change in hourly rate from $65 to $67 for Technician and 
from $48 to $50 for Helper. All other terms and conditions will remain the same.  
 
Staff has been pleased with their work and response time and we are recommending that 
the contract be renewed with requested changes for an additional year.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 





MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT FOR AUGUST 2015 
 
Locality:  Town of Smithfield                Contract #:  13-01 MY2                         Prepared by: Michael Paul Dodson, CFM 
Project Name:  Pinewood Heights Phase II  Contract Completion Date:   08/27/2015   Date:  08/15/2015 
 
 

FINANCIALS 
CDBG Contract Amount: $375,280 Leverage Amount: $589,894
CDBG Amount Expended: $81,000 Leverage Amount Expended: $225,000

 
 

CUMLATIVE CONSTRUCTION PROGRESS 
{INSERT PROJECT SPECIFIC PRODUCTS HERE} 

 
ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITY 

 
Management Plan:  Is project on schedule as shown in PMP?      Yes      No    If no, update will be furnished by:  09/08/2015 
 
When was the last Management Team meeting?  07/14/2015          Next meeting?  09/08/2015   
 
Budget:  Is project proceeding within the approved budget?      Yes       No    If no, revision will be furnished by:       /      /       
 
Technical Assistance Required?      Yes      No    If yes, in what area(s)?        
 
Status:  All purchase offers have been accepted.  The residents at 52, 54, 110 Carver have all been relocated.  The tenant at 52 Carver has been 
relocated and now is an owner in Isle of Wight County.  The tenant/heir at 54 Carver has relocated to a new apartment.  The Town owns 54 Carver 
and it has been secured. Title issues are preventing the closings on 52 Carver but condemnation procedures were approved and have been started 
by the Town Attorney.  The Town also closed on 53 Carver, the owner’s new home being built in Jersey Park that should be ready to close and 
occupy in 15-20 days.  The cabinets and fixtures are being installed. The Town will also be working to close on 110 Carver Street. The tenant at 111 
Carver residents has identified a site for a new home and will be buying a modular unit for that site.  Relocation on this home will occur in late 
September.  The owners of 44 Carver have accepted their offers to sale and we are working on relocation actions now that would place them in a 
new purchased home.   The demolition 53/54 Carver will occur once the previous owner of 53 Carver has completed her relocation.   
 
Are problems anticipated?  None 
 
Other comments: A one-year extension has been sent to the state for grant to ensure time to complete the acquisition and relocation of the two 
homes that have complex title issues (44 and 52 Carver). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Project Specific Products: 
 
Owner-Occupied Acquisition (Goal=2)     
Owner Occupied Homes  

1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver     
Preliminary Acquisition Letters Sent 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
Appraisals Completed 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver  
Review Appraisals Completed 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
Offer to Purchase Letters Sent 2 

 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver    
Offers Accepted 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver    
Properties Closed On 1 
 1) 53 Carver   
 
Tenant-Occupied Acquisition (Goal=4)     
Tenant Occupied Homes  

1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver   
Preliminary Acquisition Letters Sent 4 
 2) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver  
Appraisals Completed 4 
 1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver 
Review Appraisals Completed 4 

1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver 
Offer to Purchase Letters Sent 4 

1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver 
Offers Accepted 4 

1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   3) 110 Carver  4) 111 Carver  
Properties Closed On 1  

1) 54 Carver    
 

Owner-Occupied Relocation (Goal=2)     
Owner Occupied Homes  

1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver     
Household Surveys Completed 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
Income Verifications Completed 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
 



 
Eligibility of Relocation Letters Sent 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
Comparable Units Found and Inspected 2 
 1) 44 Carver  2) 53 Carver   
Households Relocated 0 
  
  
Market-Rate, Renter-Occupied Relocation (Goal=3)     
Market-Rate Occupied Homes  

1) 52 Carver   2) 54 Carver   3) 111 Carver       
Household Surveys Completed 3 
 1) 52 Carver   2) 54 Carver   3) 111 Carver 
Income Verifications Completed 3 
 1) 52 Carver   2) 54 Carver   3) 111 Carver 
Eligibility of Relocation Letters Sent 3  
 1) 52 Carver   2) 54 Carver   3) 111 Carver 
Comparable Units Found and Inspected 2 
 1) 52 Carver   2) 54 Carver    
Households Relocated 2  
 1) 52 Carver  2) 54 Carver   
 
Section 8, Renter-Occupied Relocation (Goal=1)     
Section 8 Occupied Homes  

1) 110 Carver  
Household Surveys Completed 1 

1) 110 Carver 
Income Verifications Completed 1 

1) 110 Carver 
Eligibility of Relocation Letters Sent 1 

1) 110 Carver 
Comparable Units Found and Inspected 1 

1) 110 Carver 
Households Relocated 1 

1) 110 Carver 
 

Demolition (Goal=6)     
Units to be Demolished 

1) 44 Carver  2) 52 Carver  3) 53 Carver  4) 54 Carver  5) 110 Carver 6) 111 Carver  
Units that have been Demolished 0 
  



Lesley King 

From: Boehringer, Elizabeth (DHCD) <Elizabeth.Boehringer@dhcd.virginia.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 201512:11 PM 
To: Peter Stephenson; Ellen Minga; Lesley King; Michael Dodson 
Subject: FW: Governor McAuliffe Announces More Than $8.2 Million in Community Development 

Block Grants 

CONGRATULATIONS! 

E[iLlbeth Boehringer 
P: (804) 371-7065 I F: (804) 371-7093 
Tele-working on Thursday P: 804-921-5701 

From: Template List [mailto:GOVERNORSUPDATE@LISTSERV.COV.VIRGINIA.GOV] On Behalf Of Bhavnagri, Asif (GOV) 
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 11:23 AM 
To: GovernorsUpdate 
Subject: Governor McAuliffe Announces More Than $8.2 Million in Community Development Block Grants 

Commonwealth of Virginia 
Office ofGovernor Terry McAuliffe 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Date: August 18,2015 

Office of the Governor 
Contact: Christina Nuckols 
Email: christina.nuckols@govemor. virginia. gov 

Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development 
Contact: Amanda Pearson 
Phone: (804) 840-0129 
Email: amanda. pearson@dhcd.virginia.gov 

Governor McAuliffe Announces More Than $8.2 Million 
in Community Development Block Grants 

~ Projects include water and sewer service) downtown revitalization) and housing 
rehabilitation ~ 
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RICHMOND - Governor Terry McAuliffe today announced more than $8.2 million in Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding for 12 projects in Virginia. Since 1982, the federally-funded CDBG 
program has been administered by the Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development (DHCD), 
and Virginia receives approximately $17 million annually for this grant program. 

Speaking about today's announcement, Governor McAuliffe said, "In order to build a new Virginia economy, 
we need to use all available resources to improve the lives of Virginians. These projects help provide better 
infrastructure, affordable housing, and revitalize downtown districts to create sustainable and vibrant 
communities across the Commonwealth." 

Speaking at an event in Bassett, Virginia, Secretary of Commerce and Trade Maurice Jones said, "The 
CDBG program continues to help localities across the Commonwealth make the necessary investments to stay 
competitive and thrive in today's economic environment. These funds are critical in order to help our 
communities, particularly those in rural areas, become the best places to live, work and conduct business." 

CDBG grants are awarded through a competitive process. Most projects benefit low- and moderate-income 
persons, and many projects are targeted for the prevention or elimination of slums and blight conditions. 

During this year's competitive cycle, 22 proposals were submitted by 21 localities, and 11 projects received the 
initial funding, with two projects receiving multi-year funding and one project receiving a letter of intent. Multi
year funding projects are those that will receive a contract allocating a portion of the funds this year, and after 
achieving specific performance targets, the project will then be eligible for additional funding. The letter of 
intent project is worthy of funding but lacks key components necessary for the project to be immediately 
implemented, and the grant allows the locality to address the missing key components. 

2015 CDBG Community Improvement Grant Awards: 

Locality Project Name CDBG Award 

Buchanan County Hurley Regional Water Project Phase VI $ 1,000,000 

Town of Damascus Damascus Downtown Revitalization $ 659,400 
Dickenson County Georges Fork Sewer Project $ 1,000,000 
Town of Dungannon Dungannon Economic Revitalization $ 700,000 
Henry County Smith River Small Towns Business 

District Revitalization 
$ 700,000 

T wn of Sm ithfield Pinew od Height Red v lo pment Project 
Phase [\ I 

$ 1,000,000 

Town of Strasburg Strasburg Downtown Revitalization 
Project 

$ 700,000 

Wise County Roda, Osaka and Stonega Sewer Phase II $ 690,000 
Town of Wytheville Freedom Lane Housing Production $ 505,625 

Town of Appomattox Meadowlark Neighborhood Improvement 
Project 
Multi-year Funding 

$ 1,000,000 

Town of Pulaski Kersey Bottom Neighborhood 
Revitalization Project 
Multi-year Funding 

$ ],000,000 

Town of White Stone White Stone Comprehensive Project 
Letter ofIntent 

$ 1,400,000 

### 
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would like to make any statements that have not signed up on items that do not involve 

the public hearing? Hearing none, we will move to Planning Commission Comments. 

Are there any comments from the Planning Commission members? Hearing none, we 

will move to Public Hearing – Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map Change 

Review – Cary & Main (Pierceville) Subdivision – William G. Darden, Hearndon MC 

Builders, LLC, applicants. Could we have a staff report please? 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – Thank you, Chairman. The first public 

hearing tonight is on a possible change to the future land use map in the 

Comprehensive Plan. There is a rezoning application to rezone property that is not 

consistent with the current map in the Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, the 

Comprehensive Plan would have to be changed in a manner that is appropriate to 

accommodate that rezoning. If you refer to the Cary and Main future land use exhibit 

you can see the area and parcels that are subject to this action. They are outlined in 

red. The green background is currently the future land use of Parks and Recreation in 

our 2009 Comprehensive Plan map. The orange background is currently Downtown 

future land use designation which is mixed use commercial. All of those parcels are 

subject by your actions tonight to potentially be changed to Suburban Residential. 

Suburban Residential is a medium density single family detached residential 

designation. It would accommodate the Downtown Neighborhood Residential zoning 

that the applicant proposes for your next action. The project that is the topic for this 

debate is the Cary and Main project. This would encompass potentially up to one 

hundred and fifty-one single family homes on a gross acreage of approximately fifty- 

eight acres. These would be single family detached homes. They would be subject to 

Downton Neighborhood Residential zoning which the majority of the historic district is 

currently zoned. There were a number of comments from outside agencies in your 

packets as well as a staff report. They gave a lot of information about the proposal.  

Chairman Davidson – Mr. Riddick, would you please explain to us where we are 

in the process? 

Town Attorney – Mr. Chairman and members of the Planning Commission, it has 

been approximately ten years since the Town of Smithfield has had an application for a 

major rezoning such as this. The last one was in 2006 or 2007. It was the Mallory Pointe 
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Subdivision. We have an entirely new Planning Commission now. I do not believe 

anyone on this Planning Commission was involved in that. Of course there are a lot of 

new citizens as well. You may or may not be familiar with the process. Tonight there are 

two public hearings that are set for tonight’s docket as action items. The first is on the 

proposed amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. The second public hearing will be on 

the application for rezoning. The public hearing is an opportunity for the public to be 

heard. You have the right to make comments about the applications that are before the 

Planning Commission. We would appreciate it if you agree with what someone has said 

before you then you can simply state that you agree. It is not helpful or best use of 

everyone’s time to repeat the same thing over and over again. If you have new 

comments please make them. The Planning Commission is here to hear your input. It is 

helpful if you would bring up new things that would be of interest to them or of a concern 

to you. This is not a debate. It is not a question and answer forum. It is an opportunity 

for you as citizens to say what you wish about the applications that are pending tonight. 

At the conclusion of the public hearings the Planning Commission may vote but they 

may choose to table this until next month. They will have to vote by next month because 

it is within the one hundred day window. Depending on how things go tonight they may 

choose to vote or choose to defer that action until the next month. You are limited to five 

minutes. The Chairman has a timer and he is going to hold you to the time limit that is 

imposed by everyone. The applicant is going to be given the opportunity to make a 

presentation. They get more than five minutes. It is only fair. It takes longer than that for 

them to put their best foot forward and to make their application clear to the Planning 

Commission members. I think I have covered everything but if anyone has any 

questions I am happy to answer them. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we will hear from the applicant. Do you intend to 

speak one time for both items? 

Mr. Jones – My name is Robert Jones with Jones and Jones PC. I am at 1600 

South Church Street in Smithfield. I am the attorney for the applicant, Hearndon MC 

Builders LLC. I also have Melissa Venable with Land Planning Solutions with me. She is 

much more versed in the actual design of this project than I am as far as utilities, traffic, 

and layouts. She also has a presentation as well. With the indulgence of the Board and 
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the approval of the Town Attorney, I would propose to speak one time to address both 

the Comprehensive Plan and the rezoning for the subdivision. I believe it would be 

difficult to talk about land use change when we are only asking the change for one 

specific use with the conditional rezoning application that is also pending. It is two 

separate line items for the commission but I would ask that we present one time for the 

whole project. We will be available in the second phase to answer questions. We would 

just rely on what we are specifically setting forth both times in the interest of time. This 

project started when Ms. Mary Crocker moved from her home which is commonly 

known as the Pierceville Manor or Pierceville home. She placed it on the market along 

with about fifty-eight acres for sale. Her home is one of the oldest structures in 

Smithfield. It is in pretty bad shape and is deteriorating rapidly. Hearndon came along 

and had some ideas about the property. In their initial discussions with staff and 

members of the town it was stressed to them that one of the most important things 

about this if anything was going to be done was the preservation of that home. After 

what has been a fairly lengthy process so far we are not complaining it is just the way 

things are. We had a number of meetings with staff, representatives of the town, and 

lots of various organizations and individuals. The initial plan that we put forward has 

been morphed and modify to what you have before you. We are asking that the 

Comprehensive Plan be amended to allow the rezoning of the property, as conditioned 

with the proffers, to a single family development up to one hundred and fifty-one homes. 

The proffered conditions which you have before you set forth that the development will 

be substantial in conformity with what the design package that you have. If it were to 

change significantly in the eyes of the town then it would have to come back to the 

Planning Commission and Town Council for those approvals. I think what is important 

as far as the proffers are concerned for the purpose of the rezoning and the amendment 

to the Comprehensive Plan is that this is going to be a development that has a 

Homeowner’s Association. There are many developments that have those. As part of 

the Homeowner’s Association there will be an architectural review committee. It is not 

something that is meant to supersede the town’s ability to regulate development in the 

historic district. We met with the Board of Historic and Architectural Review to go 

through this with them. The idea being that the town’s historic guidelines would be the 
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minimum allowed in this development. You cannot get around the town’s requirements 

so that would be the minimum. Part of this project is outside the historic district but the 

architectural review committee will have the governance of the entire project. The entire 

project will conform to the historic district in the Town of Smithfield. In fact the 

architectural review committee quite possibly is going to be stricter on certain items than 

what would be allowed in the historic district. The proffers set forth some design 

standards as far as finish, roofing, and things of that nature. I will not go over each one 

of those. What I do believe is important in the proffers is that the proffers cannot be 

changed as it pertains to development and historic review without the town’s approval. If 

ten years from now the homeowner’s association wants to change those then they 

would have to come back to the town in order to modify those. It maintains the town’s 

requirement and governance over those proffers. We understand that a number of 

people are opposed to this project. We have tried to meet with many of them and 

address their concerns. We will talk more about that in a minute. I want to stress that 

the reality is that some people would not have a care about what goes there and other 

folks do not want any development at all. They would prefer it to remain green space or 

a park or something of that nature. It is their right to express their opinion before you. I 

believe as the Planning Commission collectively you should listen to everyone’s opinion 

but it is not a popularity contest. If a number of people do not like the project that is fine 

but it is not a popularity contest. The issue is whether the amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan and the approval of a conditional rezoning of this property 

promotes the health, safety, and general welfare of the citizens of the Town of 

Smithfield and the town in general. I do not believe there are any real issues presented 

from the comments that I have heard that say this project would be unsafe or 

detrimental to the health of the community. I do not think that is the issue. There are 

some comments from the VDOT that we received in the last five or six days that Ms. 

Venable can address better than I can. They are issues about the traffic impacts. I 

believe she is able to address some of those. If it is an issue we would ask at the 

appropriate time to reserve the right to be able to address those. If you table this 

process because there are unanswered questions regarding some of these recent 

issues we are able to work with staff and the appropriate agencies to get an answer and 
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address the concerns that were just brought up in the last five or six days. One of the 

items that you will notice that we have addressed is the traffic on Grace Street near 

Christian Outreach. There is a ninety degree downhill turn. It will be straightened out as 

you can see on the conceptual plan to make a traditional “T” intersection. It is just one of 

the items that we are addressing from a safety standpoint. Overall I do not think that is 

the issue. I think the real issue is whether or not this project and the amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan would be in the general welfare of the town. Does it promote the 

town or is it a detriment to the town? One reason that we believe this is a general 

benefit to the town and appropriate is the preservation of the Pierceville Manor. As you 

can see in the proffers we have made a specific condition that upon rezoning immediate 

steps will be taken to preserve or mothball is the word that Frazier and Associates used 

pending the ability to have the structures restored. The idea in the proffers is that the 

developer would attempt to find someone to restore the home as a single family 

residence in an appropriate manner. If he is unable to find that person within a year then 

the developer would take that project on himself. It is beneficial to the town. The reason 

I believe that it is beneficial is because the town has done a wonderful job of restoring 

the downtown area over the past decade. The downtown area that has been revitalized 

from a tourist standpoint is basically from Smithfield Station’s bridge to Grace Street 

along Church Street to about the post office on Main Street. I drive it every afternoon 

going home from work and that is where you see the tourist walking. It is the strip where 

the tourist walk has been done well but it could be better. The shops could benefit from 

more people. This project would certainly bring more people within walking distance to 

the shops. It is about a ten minute walk from this project to the intersection of Main 

Street and Church Street. As far as tourism is concerned there is a second gateway to 

historic Smithfield which is the bypass. When you come in the bypass right now you see 

a closed grocery store and a parking lot. Then you have the historic schoolhouse and 

the church that has been redeveloped. The apartments have been redone. You have a 

strip of not a whole lot. Some businesses are trying to pop up past the post office now. 

The development proposed does not impact tourism in a negative way. I believe it 

would impact it in a positive way in that as you can see from the conceptual plan the 

project comes all the way to Main Street and what is out to Main Street all the way back 
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to Grace Street is a public park. When you drive down Main Street you will see a public 

park. You really are not going to see any homes at all from Main Street. It is buffered 

with trees. It is a long way from Main Street. As you past the intersection where Grace 

Street comes back out there are buildings that would prevent that from being seen now 

anyway. From a tourism standpoint it beautifies Main Street but it does not impact 

tourism in taking away from the historic nature of Smithfield which is why people come 

to downtown Smithfield. It is the historic feel of the town. The other impact that it has is 

on the community itself. I know that one hundred and fifty-one homes is a large project. 

But when you look at the developments conceptual plan from Grace Street you will 

notice that almost every home along that strip has a buffer between it and the highway. 

When you turn down Cary Street there is a buffer along the property line for the 

backyards of the homes currently on Cary Street. When you get to the vacant property 

on Cary Street towards Goose Hill there is a very large buffer. We have taken into 

account the comments we have received from people about what they would see. The 

buffer has been greatly increased. The entrance along Cary Street now has a 

roundabout set there. Anyone pulling out from other neighborhoods are not going to see 

any homes. Again, from the sides that would matter, it is buffered and does not take 

away from the historic character of the town. We are obligated to build homes that meet 

the historic zones mandate based on what we have proffered. The homes themselves 

while not historic will be historic in design. We have tried to work with staff to come up 

with the language that would accomplish that. The project will not be built over night. It 

will be phases of twenty-five homes at the time or something of that nature. We have 

proffered that all of the amenities have to go in up front so it is not half developed and 

not looking well. From the standpoint of impacting the town from that prospect I do not 

believe there are any real concerns. Ms. Venable can address the comments that Mr. 

Saunders has been sending out I think better than I can. I would like to stress that this 

project is going to infuse the town over time with a life blood of new residents that will 

benefit the town overall. They will greatly benefit the commercial district of Main Street 

district. These will be folks that are homeowners that are shopping, going to restaurants, 

and paying taxes in town. I believe this is a project that will ultimately benefit everyone 

because the more people shopping on Main Street the more shops there will be on 
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Main Street which will increase tourism on Main Street. I think it is a benefit all around. I 

am available to answer any questions at the appropriate time. I will now turn it over to 

Ms. Venable. 

Chairman Davidson – Does anyone have any questions for Mr. Jones? Thank 

you. 

Ms. Venable – Good evening commissioners. My name is Melissa Venable. I am 

with Land Planning Solutions. I am the agent on the application before you this evening. 

My address is 5857 Harbourview Boulevard in Suffolk, Virginia. At the June meeting 

there were several questions about market and existing projects that are here in town 

today. I wanted to address those. I want to address the Pierceville Manor and the home 

itself. I may duplicate some efforts of Mr. Jones but I will go through that briefly if I do. 

Some of the comments that you asked me were specifically about the market and 

concerns about two new home condominium communities that sit in town today. The 

communities that you referenced have had very little sales. One has gone bankrupt and 

has been repurchased. They have been problematic for the town and the surrounding 

property owners. It is a difficult situation for sure. I wanted to point out what makes the 

Cary and Main project different. The difference between the builders and why the 

projects are conceivably very different and why we believe this project will be much 

more successful. It starts with Hearndon MC Builders LLC. They have a combined 

eighty-five years of experience. They have not ever had a failed community. They 

understand the markets they enter. They understand their costs fully and most 

importantly they understand the current home buyer. I can only give you what I know is 

reasonable and fair to create a good community that will have a good end result. The 

bottom line I would say it is creating real opportunity for real homeownership. It is 

important throughout the country particularly in small towns such as Smithfield. There 

are three current examples. I invite you to visit communities that they are building right 

now. Dominion Meadows in Chesapeake has an average home sale of $326,000.00 to 

$450,000.00. They are the same size homes that are being proposed in our package. 

Since opening five months ago they have had an incredible sales pace. They have had 

twenty-nine sales and contracts in that community. We are not suggesting that the pace 

would be the same for Cary and Main. I wanted to offer it to you because it is a very 
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high demand area in Chesapeake. There is another project that our pace would be 

more similar to I believe. In Tanglewood, Elizabeth City it opened in 2011. It would sell 

at a more similar pace as Cary and Main. One hundred homes have sold in four years. 

The price points are a bit lower and the house size a bit smaller but that is due to the 

demographics there and its location. In Saddlebrook, Suffolk average sales are from 

$270,000.00 to $340,000.00 with forty-seven closings in two years. Again, that is a 

similar pace to what we are talking about. Hearndon is a local builder. Hearndon has 

consistently ranked nationally as a Top 400 builder. They understand the market. They 

understand jobs and housing needs in the community they are entering. That is very 

important when you start a project like this specifically in the downtown area. I can 

strongly state that the Cary and Main proposed project would not be proposed by 

Hearndon with the amenities and the architectural package and such if there was any 

uncertainty at all. The second question is pertaining to the Pierceville manor and home 

and the guarantees about remodeling the home to bringing it back to a good condition. 

You have received our updated proffers that address this directly and commit Hearndon 

to the preservation of the home to be completed with a one hundred twenty day 

subsequent to the success of the rezoning with $100,000.00 letter of credit posted to 

the town. Further within a years’ time of the property acquisition the developer will 

complete the renovation of the home. As I am sure you have read the proffer language 

is very specific and shall be in accordance with the guidelines set forth by the Board of 

Historic and Architectural Review. We need to address the density and number of units. 

The Downtown Neighborhood Residential zoning we are requesting allows for lot sizes 

consistent with the existing lots found throughout the Town of Smithfield. We are not 

asking for the minimum lot sizes or the minimum widths of this district but instead 

looking at what is consistent with the existing lots and consistent to what today’s 

consumer is seeking to purchase. The number of units proposed affords us many 

things. It affords a new pump station and eliminates the need to use any of the existing 

capacity in the closest pump station adjacent to Goose Hill. It provides for remediation 

of a drainage problem at Main Street. It realigns a difficult curve on Grace Street and 

provides a second ingress and egress at Grace Street with the anticipation of additional 

commercial at a later date on the commercial property that is in front of our site. It 
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extends and loops the water system on and off site to ensure good pressure for both the 

proposed neighborhood and surrounding existing areas. It affords a number of 

neighborhood amenities and parks and most importantly the ability to provide an entry 

park along Main Street for the entire community to enjoy. This would include landscape, 

hardscape, benches, bike racks, walking trails, and connections to two historic 

properties. Both an historic school that is there today and the future renovated 

Pierceville Manor house. It will enhance the southern entrance onto Main Street from 

Route 10 and provide a revitalized pedestrian vehicular gateway on Main Street. They 

are slightly higher densities than what the community behind it is anticipating but it is 

still at the gross density under three dwelling units per acre. In general planning talk 

anything under four dwelling units per acre is considered low density. I know that we will 

hear contradictions to that but suburban low densities are usually four and below 

dwelling units per acre. We are looking at a gross density of 2.8 dwelling units per acre. 

I might further add that the majority of visitors to historic Smithfield come from 

Williamsburg via the ferry or Route 10. It is the bulk of your visitors. You know what that 

entrance looks like today. It is the easier way to get to downtown Smithfield. The 

improvements we are proposing will certainly have a positive ripple effect for the town in 

many different ways specifically the visitors coming in. Lastly, I will touch upon schools. 

Contrary to the letter we received from the Isle of Wight Planning Department yesterday 

in the spring I had requested from the facilities department of Isle of Wight schools 

capacity of the specific schools in this district. I received on April 3rd, 2015 a current 

report of capacity versus enrollment for all nine schools in Isle of Wight. I provided the 

report in the rezoning package. According to that report there are two schools that are 

at capacity which are Smithfield High School and Westside Elementary. The remaining 

schools fall within fifty-one percent to eighty-six percent of capacity. As you know these 

facilities are costly to maintain and each enrolled pupil represents state and local 

funding of about $10,000.00. Simply stated with additional enrollment and additional 

funding we will be better able to maintain these facilities. This was information that I was 

given in April. I am not coming up with those numbers. You should have all that in your 

packages. The traffic impact analysis was done in February. I cannot talk to just 

Smithfield but I can talk to the region as far as Chesapeake, Suffolk, Isle of Wight, and 
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many of the other jurisdictions we work in. For a zoning and traffic impact analysis 

report we can give them general numbers for daycares, churches, and apartment 

complexes. As a rule there are general numbers of trip generations for those types of 

projects. They are the generalized numbers we use for the traffic impact analysis. 

Because the counts were done in February as opposed to doing counts in the middle of 

two snow storms we used generalized numbers. The counts were done on February 

17th. There was a snowstorm two weeks prior to that and it kept the kids out of school 

for a few days. There was subsequently a snow storm after that which kept the kids out 

of school for about a week. Needless to say you did not want me to have the consultant 

use those actual numbers so we used generalized numbers. Speaking to some of the 

folks in Goose Hill since there are retirees in there they used general numbers for the 

intersection of Cary and Goose Hill. For a typical neighborhood you would have two 

working parents and school bus children but in that neighborhood you do not have that. 

There was an over generalization for the trip generation at that intersection. We can go 

back and get the actual numbers in September when school starts. The traffic impact 

consultant was going to talk to VDOT in regard to their comments. As I said across the 

board generalization numbers are accepted at a rezoning but those actual counts can 

be taken for sure. There will not be a big discrepancy. We are talking about levels of 

service of “B” and “C”. Even if those numbers change a little bit they were not close 

enough to change the levels of service to anything less than that. We feel real certain 

that the levels of service if they change at all will improve a little bit but it certainly would 

not change the grade. The grade will stay as it is. I hope that helps clarify a little bit in 

regards to those comments. We received them six days ago so I could not do anything 

except make a public comment in regards to that. I did my research in the last two days. 

It is the information that I was able to gather for you. The proposed units are not going 

to all come at once. We are not going to have one hundred and fifty units appear out of 

nowhere. We are going to be at a pace that will be about two units selling per month. 

This is what we predict with the market and where we are. That is twenty-four units per 

year. This would come on slowly over a six year time period. It will not be a big punch in 

the gut that all of these homes and people are going to show up all of a sudden. It is 

going to be in slow incremental controlled growth. In June I told you how much I enjoyed 
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this town. It is the truth. Not long after I ran into a few of you at a Friday evening event 

with my family. It was well attended but there was room for more. I fear that if you do not 

invite some natural growth that keeps offices and retail shops vibrant then we face 

deterioration. A few more restaurants would be nice. I have heard that from a lot of the 

neighbors. Adding to the downtown residential community seems to be a natural 

progression. I hope you will see the benefits of our proposals. I would ask you for a 

positive recommendation this evening. I am happy to stand by for additional questions. 

Thank you. 

Dr. Pope – Do you know the total net development of this property? You have 

given me the whole acreage but do we know the net development. 

Ms. Venable – Yes. It is about 3.2 dwelling units per acre. The way you calculate 

is a little bit different than most jurisdictions. I have to pull out the right-of-way and 

critical areas such as wetlands and ponds. When we do that calculation the net density 

is about 3.2 dwelling units per acre. 

Dr. Pope – Do you know what that breaks down to in acreage? Do you know 

what that is off the top of your head? 

Ms. Venable – Yes. I have it. The net site area is 45.7 acres. 

Dr. Pope – I am a little confused on the commercial development at the front. Do 

we know how many acres are in that part? Is it fifty- eight acres minus those commercial 

properties? What is the size of that? 

Ms. Venable – The fifty-eight includes that but the net acreage does not include 

that. It is one acre of our property. I am not accounting for the Little’s property. It is one 

acre of those fifty-eight acres that is set aside for commercial.  

Planning and Zoning Administrator – Chairman, I would like to clarify that please. 

I think there is a plus or minus two acres of the small lots in the front that are currently 

commercial. Half of them were removed from the original application to leave them as 

commercial in case something happens with the Little’s Supermarket property. It would 

kind of round that corner off. About half of those were left in the application and they are 

subject to this rezoning to go from commercial to residential. If you look at the exhibit 

that I gave you it shows you which ones are subject to the rezoning. If you look at the 
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ones that kind of round out that corner of the larger Little’s Market property those will be 

left as commercial.  

Ms. Venable – It was a very intentional thing that we did. I think you all know that 

we made an offer to purchase the Little’s property as well so we could have a full mixed 

use community that we were bringing to you. We were not successful in pursuing that 

property. We went at it three times and were not successful in engaging Mr. Little. But 

we feel really strongly that the corner needs to be a commercial corner. I believe that 

eventually it will be a beautiful office building or nice retail that is in line with what we 

see downtown. We did not want to compromise the site. We did not want to back lots up 

to that commercial piece and cause it to be a difficult development. Being true to that 

mixed use idea we aligned the street adjacent to it so access would be simple. We kept 

that whole rectangle open so that there are many opportunities to come whether it is a 

nice small boutique type grocery store, additional shops, or maybe an office building 

that is associated with Smithfield Foods. Regardless of what it may end up being we did 

not want to compromise that site with having residential homes backing up to it. The 

way we aligned those streets was very intentional and carving out some of that property 

to be set aside for commercial so that it could be developed the right way. It was 

intentional. I hope you see it that way. 

Dr. Pope – Maybe I am premature in asking this question but how are you going 

to access that property? Will it be an extension of your road through there or is it coming 

across the Little’s parking lot? Maybe it is not the right gesture but I am trying to figure 

out how this fits in with the rest of this development. 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – I think it is kind of assumed that the Little 

property would be in play when that is developed at whatever time in the future. All that 

would be designed and developed later. 

Ms. Venable – That is right. We would not have a way to access that. We have 

cut our access essentially unless it comes from our main road coming into the 

development. The school sits on Main Street. We cannot compromise the school site so 

access would have to be into the entire parcel which would be from behind the school or 

direct access from Main Street. 
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Mr. Pack - How many different types styles or designs of homes are you 

proposing?  

Ms. Venable - I believe there are seven different homes. The architect from my 

office that had presented this to the architectural review committee did a very good job 

from what I gather. He went through this specifically. I wish he were here tonight. A lot 

of those things were addressed that evening but I believe there are seven different 

homes with multiple elevations for each. As we move forward hopefully getting through 

the rezoning process more can be developed. There is a certain scale of economy. The 

town wants us to put so much forward and we do not want to continue to develop plans 

not knowing what our outcome will be tonight in moving forward.   

Mr. Pack – It is my understanding that there are technically fourteen because you 

can flip flop the house. I am not an architect. 

Ms. Venable – I think each home has two very different elevations. You can do 

things like flip flop them and change materials. You can have many different looks but I 

would say there are a minimum of fourteen elevations.  

Mr. Pack – Will there be any homes built before they are sold? Will there be spec 

homes? 

Ms. Venable – No. We will have a couple of models built but Hearndon does not 

do spec homes. They will do models for a phase and then sell out of those models. 

They will receive contracts and move forward at that point. They do not build spec 

homes. 

Dr. Pope – Will Hearndon be the only allowable builder in the development? 

Ms. Venable – At this time, yes.  

Chairman Davidson – Are there any other questions at this point? We have had 

the staff report and the exhibit. We will now open the public hearing for the Future Land 

Use Map change review. I have a signup sheet and the first one is Mr. Mike Waters. 

Mr. Waters – I live at 308 Grace Street in the historic district. I appreciate your 

time and consideration to my comments. The residents and business owners as well as 

the Planning Commission are all stewards of this historic district with the responsibility 

to maintain its beauty, ambience, and charm for generations to come. My wife and I 

have chosen to embrace these responsibilities. We are asking you to also make this 
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choice by opposing this proposed land use change. I am not alone in asking you to 

make this choice. There are one hundred and eighty-four residents including fifteen 

brick and mortar store front business owners who have signed a petition opposing the 

Comprehensive Plan modification and the Pierceville development project. This petition 

represents an overwhelming majority of the historic district residents who will be 

impacted directly by the outcome of your choice. Nearly every resident of Cary, James, 

and Grace streets have signed the petition as well as numerous residents of Church, 

Main, Cedar, Institute, Mason and Washington streets as well as Jericho Estates. No 

matter how hard a builder tries you cannot make a new home truly look old. While there 

may be a place for the proposed development effort in Smithfield building within the 

historic district is not the right place. This land use change and development would bring 

more traffic traversing the historic district making it less safe and desirable for tourists 

and pedestrians such as bicycles or joggers with an increase of approximately fifteen 

hundred vehicle trips per day. Finally, there are many studies on home value 

depreciation. Some would lead you to believe that the impact of a development such as 

this would be minimal. However, when you read the details of these studies you see 

there are many influences on home values and construction can positively or negatively 

affect a community simply because of what it removes. For example, housing that 

displaces a desirable feature such as a park or green space would likely have a 

negative impact on value. In my opinion, so many new track houses would diminish 

Smithfield as an historic district having an adverse effect on tourism and historic 

property values. There are many nice track home neighborhoods in Smithfield outside 

of the historic district. Adding one at Pierceville would compromise the lure of our 

historic district. I ask that you please give consideration to these concerns as you make 

your decision on this effort. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Thank you. Next we have Mr. Chris Torre. 

Mr. Torre – I live at 32 Main Street across from the Episcopal Church. I was a 

general contractor. My home office was in San Diego. I had a branch office in Nashville, 

Tennessee. I had a license in Hawaii, Florida, and everywhere in between where I 

needed one. I think the developer has put you folks in a difficult position. He is asking 

for your approval without specifically telling you what you are going to get. From a 
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construction cost point of view that you request from the developer specific drawings, 

plans, renderings, elevations, sections, cuts, and technical specifications so that you 

can tell for sure that once the developer has completed any one of these seven different 

floor plans what the end result will be. There is a lot associated with the cost of a house 

that does not show on the surface. If the developer says that he is going to sell the 

house for $250,000.00 and it is going to be a two thousand square foot house he is 

allowed $125.00 per square foot for his construction costs. From that $125.00 per 

square foot comes all of antecedent cost, development cost, the Planning Commission 

hearing cost, land cost, conceptual development, subdivision maps, architectural plans, 

architectural studies, and soil report. Also the impact studies report fees for water, 

sewer, traffic, schools, architectural fees, plan development costs for the homes, 

engineering fees associated with the development of the parcel, and the engineering 

fees associated with the utilities. He will have to have plans for electrical service, water 

lines, water meters, fire main, fire hydrants, telephone, and cable service, sanitary 

sewer mains, laterals for the homes and all the other infrastructure associated items 

that detract from the $125.00 per square foot of construction costs on a two thousand 

square foot house. By the time all of that is added up and subtracted it from the cost of 

each house what budget is left? What are you going to get? What is he asking your 

approval for? That is just the upfront cost. That is before he ever turns a shovel. That is 

before he starts his grading, building the roads, and curbs and guttering, sidewalks, 

driveways, installing the utilities, and all of those costs that are associated with houses 

are deducted from his construction budget which is driven by the sales price. I suggest 

you get real specific information and see what it is that you are approving. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Mrs. Carolyn Torre. 

Mrs. Torre – Thank you very much for allowing me this opportunity to speak to 

you. I am Carolyn Torre of 32 Main Street here in Smithfield. We moved here a little 

over two years ago. There is not a day that goes by that we do not wake up and deeply 

thankful that the powers of the universe that we are here. I grew up in a charming, small 

New England farm town in New Hampshire. They wrecked it. I just took my thirteen year 

old daughter to see it a week ago. There was pity in her eyes as she watched me 

survey the damages done. The beautiful old brick school house that I attended is 
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rotting. There are old homes moldering in ruin. There are lots and lots of ugly fast food 

operation and big box stores. This must not happen to a place as timeless and 

historically important as Smithfield. Bad planning and bad zoning is where blight like 

that begins to creep up on a town. Before living here we lived in San Diego. People 

think it is paradise but it is not. Over building and tract home neighborhoods line both 

sides of all of the freeways. Topography is flattened out for five houses or more per 

acre. They are far too close together. The schools are overcrowded with not enough 

teachers per student. Any natural beauty is erased too often. Almost no tree is natural. 

Traffic is all you hear everywhere. We fled southern California to raise our daughter in a 

real place with real trees, real history, and a sense of place like Smithfield. This 

proposed development will never feel as if it belongs. It will never look like it belongs in 

this historically significant area. It would detract from it. My husband’s hometown in 

northern California got it right though. They planned its growth so carefully. They fought 

rezoning and overbuilding. They cherished and preserved their history first and 

foremost. They only go back one hundred and twenty-five years or so unlike here. The 

residents and visitors have a timeless beauty of a town in his hometown. It is a town like 

Smithfield with parks like Windsor Castle and the kind of tourist that are eager to focus 

their time and money on downtown. They have visitors who want to come and never 

leave because it is so beautiful and rare like Smithfield. We are lucky to be here. Let us 

not destroy the lovely historic land right here in the downtown area. The town deserves 

better. Present and future residents deserve better. Building out Pierceville so 

drastically would not add to that but detract at best. It would destroy at worst the very 

things that make Smithfield an incomparably, desirable place to live, and raise families. 

This is a place where you can still hear birds in the morning and crickets at night not 

ceaseless and congested traffic. In June the developer’s own representative called the 

unspoiled beauty of this place picture perfect. Who messes with picture perfect? Why? 

Only the greedy or the short sighted or both would do that but not in our town. My family 

has come here but we have been there. We see what it was like when it was done 

wrong or even in paradise when it is not done well enough. We have also seen where it 

has been done well and that is nice too. Let us not be one day wishful for what was.  

We may be sorry to have done what cannot be undone. Thank you.  
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Chairman Davidson – Next we have Beth Haywood. 

Ms. Haywood – Good evening. I live at 224 Cary Street in Smithfield. I am going 

to say it twice because I really would like for you to let it sink in. There is a need to 

maintain a strict balance between residential growth development and services. The 

balance between residential growth and services is something that we really need to 

think about. It is not to say that all development is bad but the question about residential 

growth is what we are questioning. The argument that residential development is 

necessary for the healthy economy of a town is fundamentally flawed. If that were true 

we would have to continue growing forever to avoid an economic downfall. This town 

was colonized in “1634” and currently is considered one of the best small towns in 

Virginia. It is an honor and responsibility to preserve this history for future generations. 

Does the town want to continue with the small town charm or are we trading it in for 

suburban sprawl within town limits? I have heard some comments when I was reading 

over the Planning Commission staff report that one of the strengths that you all propose 

of the Pierceville project is that it would create construction jobs within the town as well 

as provide new residents with benefits and local businesses with town and tax 

revenues. It is true that we would have some new jobs but that would only be during the 

construction of the project. Most people here travel out of Smithfield to work and then 

come back in here. I would like to respectfully disagree with Mr. Jones’s statement that 

this project does not pose a safety concern. Traffic is a safety concern. Hopefully you 

took the time to read the VDOT comments that were posted on your website about their 

concerns with the easements and traffic. I hope you will take that into consideration. It is 

a safety issue with the amount of traffic we have right now. Another strength that the 

committee said was that this proposed project would provide additional water customers 

to offset the impact of the potential loss of Gatling Pointe water customers. I also heard 

Ms. Venable say that they are offering the town this new pump station, drainage 

problem fixes, and a new water system. I am asking again if you are selling out for 

suburban type homes in our town to fix water problems that you are experiencing now. I 

hope you are not selling out our history to fix any kind of water problems that have 

occurred because of maybe poor planning or overspending. The other strength that you 

claim is that this project will halt the demolition and neglect of the Pierceville manor 
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house. I am saying that as a town we have a wonderful historical committee that could 

do that without having to build all of those homes. There are other ways to solve the 

problems with the house falling. There are other ways to grow economically. I am just 

challenging this Board to think that building more homes is the solution to this problem. 

Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Terry Mulhern. 

Ms. Mulhern – Chairman Davidson, members of the commission, our town 

employees, and our elected officials who are present, thank you for giving us the 

chance to speak about this. We have been waiting a long time. I am a proud citizen of 

Smithfield. I chose to move here. Smithfield matters to me. I left Hampton where you do 

not even need a light at night because there is that much light. I chose this community 

for a reason. I am going to challenge you to make sure that you are maintaining that 

small town which is why I chose here. I can kill two birds with one stone since I signed 

up for both public hearings. I am challenging the commission in accountability; follow 

through in ethics and conflict of interest. In accountability the Pierceville property is in 

disarray. I do not even know how you are going to fix it. How did that happen? We have 

rules about that. We have codes against that and yet it happened. The same goes for 

the water runoff, the Little’s property, and all of the unsold houses in Smithfield. 

Development is along the corridors that relate to Main Street, Church Street, and yet 

other areas of historic district are left alone. Mr. Saunders directly knows that I have 

done my best to make my fifteen hundred square foot starter home look like an old 

home, be respectful of water runoff, and yet not everybody does that in our town. I think 

we have to look at ourselves and the leadership we have provided before we can make 

decisions about changing zoning and changing future land use. We have not been good 

stewards of the land that we currently have. I think that is what your interest is. In terms 

of conflict of interest and ethics this is a major project. It is going to generate money. I 

think that is fraught with the chance for maybe a little back door profits. Please take an 

introspective look at who may be impacted. I am a nurse. I would be crazy to say my 

company would not be impacted. Of course it would be impacted by the addition of this 

development. Who is impacted and how it is going to affect the way you vote whether it 

is a town person receiving donations to their campaign or it is within businesses or 
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within members of commissions. I think a real assessment of that needs to be done. I 

know you just submitted your conflict of interest statements to the state. I am going to 

take a look at them. I think you need to take a look to see if they may need to be done 

again. The requirement is twice a year. Do you need to do them more often than that 

based on this project? What that is the ethics and telling the truth when there is a 

conflict of interest and the requirements within the codes for what you should say if 

indeed you feel a conflict of interest. The one thing that strikes me about our town is we 

build a lot of projects but we do not necessarily follow through. We do not necessarily 

ask the citizens if it worked. Look at the corner of James Street and Church Street. It 

does not work. It is horrible if there is ice or snow. Today it was under water. You have 

to drive all the way out onto Church Street just to make that turn. In all of our other 

projects has there been a reassessment done? Have we gone back to try to learn from 

our mistakes so that future development does not create the same errors? I live on 

Washington Street and work on the Peninsula. I do not travel Route 10 unless there is a 

hurricane or Nor’easter or a bad snow storm. What is the traffic impact on the rest of the 

town across the bridge at the Smithfield Station? I do not know. I know what the impact 

is on my house because people race to get to the YMCA or try to cut off a second or 

two when trying to get to Cary Street because they live beyond. There is about a thirty 

foot skid mark right on Washington Street from a driver who narrowly missed a child on 

a bicycle. Look at our accountability, look at what we have built, examine our ethics, do 

some introspection on it, who is benefitting, and what do we need to do to protect the 

interest as a result of that. I also want to say that this is a better project than was 

proposed for James and Washington streets. You have a real chance. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Our next speaker is Mr. Bob Hines. 

Mr. Hines – Thank you, Chairman and committee members. My name is Bob 

Hines. Mark Gay went out and canvassed. You have heard the results. There are a lot 

of people that say they do not want this. These folks are making a sales pitch. The 

bottom line is that it is profit driven. I understand that. There is nothing wrong with 

making a profit and nothing wrong with business. Everybody in here has worked for a 

living at one time or another or may still be. But is profit more important than what 

citizen’s request? Think about what the citizens are asking for. We had this situation 
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some years ago over at Windsor Castle. Where is Joe Luter when you need him? It was 

going to be one major fiasco. People raised cane and it was set aside. I am asking you 

to do the same thing with this. The most I could see going in over there would be fifty 

homes. I understand that it would just raise prices. The heavy concentration just like 

over at Windsor Castle we do not need another Town of Smithfield. We do not need 

another mini Town of Smithfield. Listen to the citizens please. There is a large amount 

of people saying they do not want this. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next is Ms. Betty Clark. 

Ms. Clark – Good evening. I live at 120 North Church Street. I have lived in 

Smithfield all my life. What is Pierceville? To some it is just a piece of land to be 

chopped up with little saltbox houses. To others, Pierceville is a piece of Smithfield’s 

history to be restored and cherished. Once this piece of our history is destroyed it 

cannot be revived. How many almost three hundred year old houses are there in 

Virginia? There are approximately twenty older than 1750 that are on the historic 

houses in Virginia list. I have a copy for you all to see. Pierceville can be a very 

important part of the history of this great state as well as to our town. Can you imagine 

how many thousands of people will come to see this restored property? If it is a working 

farm many school buses within a hundred mile radius will bring children eager to learn 

the inner workings of an original early eighteenth century farm. Can you imagine the first 

time a child sees a cow milked by hand or possibly for the first time tries to milk that 

cow? Maybe that child would like to feed the chickens or the goats. As most of you 

know since the death of my daughter I have owned Mansion on Main Bed and 

Breakfast. I have heard firsthand how much people love seeing and being a part of 

history. Everyone enjoys going through the house and becoming immersed in its 

history. When you ask tourism you will be told that people continually ask if there are old 

period houses to tour. I have been told that a Smithfield 20/20 report indicates that 

almost all Smithfield business owners have signed a survey approving the housing 

development of Pierceville. I was never asked to sign any document. I never saw any 

such document despite owning two businesses in town. Several other business owners 

have told me that they too never saw that document. This town has a fantastic 
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opportunity to create a living legacy for future generations. Ladies and gentlemen let us 

not blow it. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Mr. Tommy Gehring. 

Mr. Gehring – Thank you, Chairman. I live at 215 Cary Street. I have been a 

resident for thirty years now. Thirty years ago when I first moved here there was one 

stoplight in Smithfield and most of Isle of Wight County. It was at Church and Main 

Streets. Now look what we have for all of the growth. The traffic on Cary Street is going 

to increase. Around 1990 a neighbor of mine at 218 Cary Street had a traffic survey 

done. I cannot remember exactly how long it was but there were speeds up to seventy 

miles an hour that were documented. The reason he was able to get this done was 

because he was a spokesman for VDOT back then. He had it done because of the 

speeding on Cary Street. The traffic will increase. The boy who lives across the street 

from me is in his upper twenties now. When he was little he was hit by a pickup truck 

going down the street. He was airlifted to CHKD. If you put a lot more kids trying to 

cross over to the YMCA it is going to be bad. Right now I am dealing with the town on 

drainage and flooding issues at my property. The places that I saw where there are 

retention ponds on the plans are not where the water drains. The water drains through 

my yard. I have pictures of it. A couple of years ago we had a Nor’easter come through 

and where I usually do not have any issues the water was thigh deep. It went under my 

house. Drainage is going to be an issue. The impervious soil will be covered up with 

houses, driveways, and roads. Where will that water go? In the Town of Smithfield over 

near my neck of the woods is all natural drainage going down through ditches and 

culvert pipes. They get clogged up because nobody seems to clean them. You can go 

behind Christian Outreach and see how overgrown that is. Years ago the Sheriff’s 

department used to have people come in and clean that out. It has not happened in 

years. Once you get all of those other houses and drainage issues I just do not see how 

that is going to work. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Ms. Linda Spady. 

Ms. Spady – I live at 221 Cary Street. I am a Smithfield native. I have been here 

since childhood. Sixteen months ago I moved into downtown Smithfield for retirement. I 

am going to speak briefly on four points that I know personally. It is the traffic on Cary, 
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Main, and Grace Streets. These streets are old. They are quaint. They have 25-35 mph 

speed limits. After the YMCA Cary Street turns into a country road. It takes you out to 

Mill Swamp, Wrenns Mill, Moonlight, Orbit, and all of those populated areas and farms 

out there. I can best speak on Grace and Cary streets. The traffic is very heavy. I am 

yet to back out of my driveway without somebody about running over me coming from 

the country into town. There are cars, trucks, school busses, big UPS trucks, 

construction trucks, and equipment. There are citizens with dogs. There are children on 

bicycles. There are children walking and skateboarding oftentimes in the middle of the 

street because Cary Street has a partial sidewalk. It is only on one side of the street. It 

does not go all the way to the YMCA. I feel we already have a dangerous situation on 

Cary Street at least from my standpoint. Cary Street is extremely narrow. If you turn 

from Grace Street you often cannot even get on Cary Street without stopping if you are 

meeting another car. Cars are stopping constantly in front of my house because there is 

a car parked on the street. The first five houses on Cary Street do not have a driveway. 

It is a narrow street. You cannot meet a car. I really cannot see how Cary Street can 

take another car. My third point is that Cary Street does not have any drainage. I do not 

think I have ever been on a street that does not have a ditch. I am a country girl but you 

do have ditches. Cary Street does not have a ditch on either side of the street. On my 

side of Cary Street when it rains we are flooded. The water does not run off. It is a 

problem. I do not see how we could handle more homes with that water drainage 

problem. My final point is that speed is a problem on Cary Street now. I have seen 

people pulled but not often enough. I do not think that they sit regularly on Cary Street. 

Keep in mind that Cary Street is the main corridor out into the country. It goes out to Mill 

Swamp, Wrenns Mill, and all of those places. People are routinely travelling ten to 

twenty miles faster than the speed limit especially during morning, lunch, and evening 

rush hours. It is unbelievable. I wish I had a counter. I think we have a responsibility to 

look at what traffic would look like on that part of our downtown from the bridge where 

Cary Street turns into a country road and from Grace Street down to Main Street. I feel 

like it would be a dangerous situation more so than it is now. I would just like to say that 

it appears that Smithfield residents do not want this because our little town cannot 
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handle it safely as we would like for all of children and citizens to be in this community. I 

just hope that you will consider not putting more traffic on Cary Street. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Our next speaker is Mr. Mark Gay. 

Mr. Gay – Chairman, I would like to defer until last if possible. 

Mr. Mark Hall – I would like to defer until last.  

Chairman Davidson – You are last. 

Mr. Hall – I know. Does he mean after this hearing?  

Town Attorney – Mr. Chairman, he has been recognized. Now is time for him to 

speak. You cannot play a game like that. 

Mr. Gay – I am not playing a game. 

Town Attorney – You signed up. You can speak now or you can speak later. You 

are being called in the order that you signed up. Those are the rules of the Planning 

Commission. You can abide by them or you can choose not to speak. 

Mr. Gay – Thank you, Chairman. I live at 110 Goose Hill Way. There were 

others, as you know, trying to sign up as a moving target in the order which they wanted 

to speak. Others had planned to sign on this sheet but signed on the second sheet. Be 

that as it may what you are going to hear later on is we are not talking about just any 

open space long standing farm. We are talking about attractive land that is part of the 

original land grant of 1634 that was Goose Hill. Captain Pierce bought it from the Goose 

Hill land grant. We are not just talking about a three hundred year old structure but a 

nearly four hundred year old piece of property and the last standing fifty-eight open 

acres. It is very important to collectively think through the best use of that land going 

forward. I have made comments at previous hearings about the green space. We have 

heard comments about the working farm. There is a beautiful cotton farm there right 

now. It is a magnificent cotton field. It adds a lot of environmental and grace to our town. 

It attracts the admirable comments of a lot of folks who visit. We have told you 

repeatedly since early February that we understand that there may be a need to 

develop that property someday. We asked that you do it responsibly so that it 

complements the work of the historic district of Smithfield and Goose Hill. We had that 

discussion on March 8th as I recall. We have not had a chance to re-engage since then. 

What we have done is reached out to see what else could be done with it. Part of it is 
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Parks and Recreation right now. Some of you have seen emails that I sent to the 

County Parks and Recreation that Mr. Bob Fry, our neighbor in Goose Hill, also shared 

with the Peninsula YMCA and with the town Parks and Recreation Committee. Part of 

the activity going on now when we have these large triathlons, special events, and swim 

meets the YMCA is bursting out already. When nobody is looking they park on 

Pierceville and put their tents up. The long bicycle races are healthy. There is a natural 

outgrowth of the YMCA to part of that property that would return a lot more revenue to 

the town over the next twenty-five to thirty years. There is a large way to increase 

revenue and do it in an environmentally responsible way that preserves the unique 

heritage of that property that addresses the traffic, water runoff, and sewage issues that 

we have all been talking about these last four months. I talked to two or three 

Washington Street residents yesterday. I was chastised earlier today because I used 

the word elderly while referring to them. They both reminded me that when they were 

children they went to the circus at the Pierceville farm. They saw the elephants. Both 

wanted to sign the petition even though one has had a stroke and could not use his right 

arm. I walked a bit further to Clay Street and knocked on a lady’s door. She was in her 

gown with a bald head because she had just left her chemotherapy appointment over at 

Port Warwick. I excused myself for bothering her but she wanted me to tell her why I 

was there. She wanted to sign the petition. I lost both of my parents at an early age to 

cancer so I told her I would say a prayer for her tonight. She said she would pray that 

we do not put those houses on Pierceville. I am asking you to consider that we are 

dealing with a very special piece of property and I trust your judgement to do the right 

thing. Thank you. 

Mr. Hall – Thank you. My name is Mark Hall. I am a resident at 7432 Barton’s 

Landing with offices at 405 Grace Street. I am an independent business person and an 

investor in Smithfield both the historic district and the town at large. Regarding the 

application, I would like to express a positive view. Anyone who says that Hearndon is 

developing low income housing is either misinformed or is part of the one percent. They 

are proposing $240,000.00 to $320,000.00 new homes. We would expect to find a fairly 

wide range of people I think in a neighborhood like this. We would certainly expect to 

find people like firefighters, police, paramedics, teachers, and active and retired military. 



Smithfield Planning Commission 
August 11th, 2015 
Page 26 

 

It would be new life for our community. We would have new customers for our 

restaurants, shops, and services. There would be new members for the VFW, the 

American Legion, Rotary Club, Ruritans, Kiwanis, the Arts League, the YMCA, and 

more. This proposal brings with it the opportunity to address four major issues for which 

there are currently no solutions. The first is that we would see immediate improvement 

to the entrance corridor. What Hearndon has proposed would be a great improvement. 

The second is that we could vastly improve the opportunities for development of the 

former Little’s Supermarket property currently looking a little less than inspiring when 

you come into town. Thirdly, we would bring about a situation where we could renovate 

and preserve the historic landmark that was the original Thomas Pierce house also 

known as Pierceville. Lastly, we could bring about a transformative boost of economic 

vitality not just to the historic district but to greater Smithfield at large. This development, 

in my view, would positively impact basically every business in Smithfield. These are not 

issues that are going away. The questions are if not this than what? If not now then 

when? What are we afraid of? In the 1970’s there was no Smithfield Station. There was 

the run down Pagan Pines Restaurant. I use that term very loosely. There was a tiny 

restaurant on wobbly stilts on the other side that the Booth’s ran. Putting it mildly the 

Smithfield Station, marina, hotel, and shops are a massive improvement. Prior to the 

1980’s Gatling Pointe was peanut fields. In the 1990’s where we stand now was a 

rundown eyesore of an old shopping center. Cypress Creek was the Barlow farm better 

known to my family as Shady Lawn. In the 2000’s there was no footbridge across the 

marsh landing at the end of Mason Street. There was not a handsome park entrance. 

There was just a little house there. I would say at this point that I would like to see in this 

development more architectural diversity. I would encourage the Planning Commission 

and the Town Council in any way possible perhaps if there could be a mix of custom 

built houses with the homes that they are proposing and more architectural diversity. I 

think that would be great. There could be opportunities to encourage that within this 

process. But with that said progress is not evil and is not to be feared. Progress is to be 

managed and embraced for the greater good. I said in the beginning that I am an 

investor and a lifelong resident here. I lived elsewhere for a little while but I have been 

here mostly since 1961. I am an independent business person. I also happen to be a 
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business representative to Smithfield 2020. I want to make sure I disclose that. In 

closing, residential development of the Pierceville property would be a good thing. I 

thank you for your positive consideration of the plan.  

Chairman Davidson – Thank you. This concludes the first part of the signups for 

changing the Comprehensive Plan Land Map. Is there anyone else that would like to 

speak on that subject? 

Mr. Kline – Thank you, Chairman, members of the Board and members of the 

audience. My name is Jim Kline. I originally was number two on the list but I moved my 

name to the other list. I bought my house three years ago at 207 North Mason. Three 

years ago, as Mr. Saunders knows, it was one of his problematic homes. We have 

subjected our neighbors to two years of reconstruction and scaffolding but it is pulling 

together. It has made us really believe in the new town motto “Genuine Smithfield”. I 

was looking into the age of my house and my neighbor said that it was built in 1898. I 

told them that the county said it was built in 1935. We spent hours looking through 

county land records, county deeds, and historical sources. We did find out that it was 

built in 1898 but the land on which it sits was much more interesting. It came from the 

Grove built by J.O. Thomas who bought the land in 1873. He built four of our houses 

together. The Grove was built when a house was built by the younger Thomas Pierce in 

an old grove of Oak Trees. They were cut down during the Crimean War but originally 

belonged to the land of Thomas Pierce. He bought what is known as Pierceville in 1730. 

I found out that originally it was patented to Joseph Cobbs. I will read the land deed 

from Isle of Wight County deed book #2. It states: Joseph Cobbs four hundred acres 

dated 4th August 1637 in a branch of New Town Haven (which is now the Pagan River) 

north on Back Creek (which is now Mount Holly Creek) parting from John Vassar’s. I 

would like to point out that Joseph Cobbs, in his will, left his wife four hundred acres 

titled Goose Hill Plantation. I found several other deeds referring to Goose Hill 

plantation being adjacent to that of Arthur Smith. Mrs. Segar Dashiell stated in her book 

that Goose Hill Plantation extended all the way out to the current Waterworks Road. It 

seems like the entire issue preservation of Pierceville skips the reminder that this is a 

three hundred and seventy-eight year old plantation which is one of the first in 

Smithfield. Please consider the history of this plantation not only the house.  
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Chairman Davidson – Is there anyone else who would like to speak to the 

change in the map?  

Mrs. Gay – My name is Susy Gay. I live at 110 Goose Hill Way. I have a couple 

points as we have been talking about everything and discussing this for the last several 

months that I think needs to be brought out. It is interesting when we were talking about 

the buildout a few months ago of eight to twelve years. Now it is six years. There are 

sewage problems. Our property is the third lot going into Goose Hill. It is the original 

house in Goose Hill. The back of our property faces and abuts to the access road 

behind the YMCA and the pump station. At least two times now we have had raw 

sewage pumped onto our property. I think there is a problem with the sewage drain off. 

There are retaining ponds in the plan for the development. This past March a young boy 

in Suffolk died because he fell into a retaining pond. We all know that a lot of times that 

parents may not be closely watching their children as they should be. You are going to 

have a lot of kids in that area if you put one hundred and fifty-one houses in that area 

and have retaining ponds. Think about that.  As far as historic details, I agree with Mr. 

Hall on talking about architectural diversity. How many houses in the historic district 

have real chimneys that work? I am not sure there are many of these houses in this 

development that have any chimneys. There are some really interesting ones in 

Smithfield too if you really look. There is one that is round. I love that one. Let us talk 

about the park that is going to be near the schoolhouse on Main Street.  As you drive up 

the little hill there you are going to see a park. It is lovely and good for tourist but what 

about all the people who are on Cary Street and in Goose Hill who will see everything 

else. The people on Mill Swamp Road will drive down every day and see it with all the 

traffic problems. They are concerned about the traffic problems. How come the 

residents in the historic district have to comply with the requirements of that historic 

district and the town and the developer does not have to? It is something that we have 

heard talked about several times. According to some figures that I heard there are 

around eight hundred approved lots in and around Smithfield at this time. Some of them 

are in the county. No one is building on those. They are not selling. My last comment is 

about retirees in Goose Hill. I take exception to that. My husband and I both have 

business licenses here in Smithfield. There are a lot of other people in our 
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neighborhood who work hard for where they are and what they do. Even those that are 

semi-retired or fully retired come back and forth out of Goose Hill quite frequently during 

the day. We have a lot of people bike riding and walking in Goose Hill. They love the 

area. Think about what you are going to do if you allow a developer to come in and put 

a bunch of houses on it. It will change Smithfield forever. Thank you. 

Mrs. Joyner – My name is Betty Joyner. I had not planned on speaking either. My 

husband and I have owned a home on Cary Street in Smithfield for fifty-six years I feel 

like I have a right. We lived there for ten years. I will not go into the traffic problems 

because everybody has heard about that. One thing I have not heard anyone speak of 

is crime. I live in the county now. Gatling Pointe is on one side of me and Gatling Pointe 

South is in front of me. When they had those nice homes built there we did not think 

there would be any crime. There is crime there. We have a fifty-eight acre farm. Young 

people from Gatling Pointe come over and destroy our property. If you put a hundred 

and fifty-one homes on this property there will be crime. There will be young people that 

need some place to play not just a small playground. They get bored especially in the 

summer when the parents are working and they are home. They have to have 

something to do so be prepared if you approve this to have more crime. Be prepared to 

have to spend more money to fix up things that they destroy because it will happen. We 

also saw in the Smithfield Times that there are drug problems. We already have that. I 

live close to Battery Park and we have it there. Anytime you bring in people from outside 

you have to think about the crime issues. We have nice restaurants and nice facilities. It 

is a nice town the way it is now. I knew the Delks when they lived there. They had cows 

on the farm. The Littles and Delks are wonderful people. I have no problem with what 

they are trying to do but I ask you to reconsider to find something else for this property. 

The children need playgrounds. Cary Street needs help as far as sidewalks. Every time 

we try to do something to our home we have to come before the town to get it approved. 

We tried to put a new roof on our house but we could not because it was a tin roof and it 

had to stay that way. Everything that we do to our home cost us money. As property 

owners we want to adhere to what the rules are. Obviously, the people who owned 

Pierceville did not adhere to the rules. I would ask you to reconsider this and come up 

with something better to do with this property. Thank you. 
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Mr. Joyner – I have something to add. My name is L.D. Joyner. I own 206 Cary 

Street. I was raised in Smithfield. I have lived around this area all my life. In the early 

1940’s I lived with my parents at 204 Cary Street. I went to Smithfield High School when 

everybody knew everybody black and white. It did not make any difference. Everybody 

knew everybody in town. It went from that to a better stage and the people progressed. 

It was great. Then we became a place like Williamsburg which was great also. We 

brought the tourist in. They brought money into Smithfield. The restaurants and 

businesses profited. Everybody did well. If you bring more people in here there is no 

telling what kind of people will come. You cannot control that but I agree with what a lot 

of people have said. I agree with what Mr. Hall said about the businesses and 

everything but we want to keep Smithfield as is. People come to Smithfield because 

they love to cross the bridge or come to Smithfield to see Smithfield not for what it is 

going to be but for what it is right now. If we do a lot more progress or whatever you 

want to call it what will it become? Will it become a Newport News, Hampton, or 

Portsmouth? That is not what we want. Thank you. 

Ms. Cole – My name is Paula Cole. I live at 334 Grace Street. I have a business 

at 337 Main Street. I am truly concerned about the preservation of historic Smithfield. I 

do not see a track home development downtown as being a positive for Smithfield. If 

anything I would think that we would first need to make a plan before we even talked 

about how many homes and if they would be in line with the historic design. It would 

seem to me to make more sense to focus on preserving the farm house. I like the idea 

of making it an area of bringing in the animals, preserving the barns and the grounds for 

children and adults to learn about the history. If we decide to put homes in there would it 

not be better to have them fall in line with the historic homes that are there now. They 

could be more customize homes and customize lots. Every home could be different. We 

do not have a track home area. Why would we want a track home area bringing in that 

many homes without a plan to begin with? Thank you. 

Ms. Gardner – My name is Kim Gardner. I live at 233 Cary Street. I also have a 

swamp in my driveway that technically should not be there. I was told by my neighbor 

who works for the town that my driveway should have been built higher. He was told 

that by the town engineer. I do not know why that has not been addressed but I am not 
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going to go into that. I realize this is not a Planning Commission problem. It is a county 

problem but Westside Elementary has eight hundred students. Have any of you tried to 

go in and out of Westside’s parking lot? It is not built for eight hundred students. The 

parents, teachers, and the buses share a parking lot. The traffic going down Main Street 

towards the courthouse gets back up because cars cannot get in the parking lot. Cars 

cannot leave the parking lot because traffic is so backed up. It is the same thing in the 

afternoon. I live close to school so I take my son to school. I am not going to put him on 

a bus for forty-five minutes before school starts which will be another problem. We have 

high school students that are getting on the bus before 7:00 a.m. Some of them are 

getting on at 6:00 a.m. because there are so many kids. We are sharing buses between 

all of the schools. We have kids so far out they are riding the bus for more than an hour 

to get to school and we are going to add how many kids to this bus route. What are we 

thinking here with one hundred and fifty families that are potentially going to be young 

families with young children? The student/teacher ratio at Westside is eighteen to one. It 

is over the state average by three students already. While Hardy Elementary and 

Smithfield Middle School are at average the high school is sixteen to one and Westside 

is eighteen to one. I also would like to say that Westside floods. I have been there and 

seen the flooding in the hallways. I have seen the flooding in the classrooms. We have 

a school where children have to leave classrooms because the ceiling and floors are 

wet. They have to reroute them through different hallways to exit the school at the end 

of the school day because the floor is wet. Again, I realize that is not a Planning 

Commission problem. How can we consider putting more kids in there when it is a 

safety issue? There is mold in the ceiling. You can see it when you walk in the door. Our 

kids are sick. There is a lot of sickness at Westside. If you did a study on that you would 

be surprised. It is a safety issue. We are going to bring more kids in and put them in a 

school that was built in the 1960’s. We will have to build another school which means 

we will all be paying taxes for another school to accommodate all of the children. This is 

my biggest concern along with the water on Cary Street. Thank you. 

Mr. Game – My name is David Game. I live at 130 Goose Hill Way. I spent a lot 

of time this afternoon coming up with this five minute speech. I am a bottom line kind of 

person. I have only lived here for two years. I am trying to figure out what this is really 
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all about. I kind of came to the conclusion that I think is resonating with a lot of these 

people and that is that they love this town. The things that they love about it are things 

that they really do not want changed. I do not think that is necessarily a function of fear. 

It is a matter of embracing the history of what has been here. They want to preserve it 

and hold on to it as long as they can. People are at an emotional level talking about this. 

They are pleading with their last effort to try to get you to say no. When I look at what is 

going on in the proposal, honestly, I am not going to bash the builder. I think not very 

much of this has been about the builder. Nobody is saying these are low income houses 

and that it will be a trashy place. They are just saying that as leaders of this community 

in a Planning Commission position you need to be leading. They are not quite sure what 

they want this to be yet. They have some ideas about what it ought to be. What they 

seem to be putting together here is that this is not it. This property has been sitting here 

for hundreds of years. It will not hurt us to wait a couple of more years just to be sure we 

get it right.  That is one main point that I wanted to make. The other point is I am a 

technical person. I scoured through all the data that was there. It is not all that bad. 

There are some things that are misleading though. I would ask you to do some common 

sense calculations on some of these things. For example, they look at things like it 

generating $420,000.00 in taxes. Do some real broad calculations about what it is going 

to take to support one hundred and fifty homes. You will find that the $420,000.00 is 

going to go real fast. I could go through those because I have them in my document but 

my point simply is that I would like to hear some more objective discourse. Here is the 

good and here is the bad and let us weigh these things. I do not want to offend anybody 

in the Smithfield 2020 group. I do not even know anyone in that group but it seems like 

everything they were saying was just trying to come up with positives. To be a leader for 

this community you need to look at the positive and the negative and weigh those things 

out. A little more discourse with balance in it than just positive statements about why 

this is a good thing. Everything is not one sided. This is not one sided. You have a 

difficult decision. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Would anyone else like to speak on the future land use 

change review? Hearing none, the public hearing is closed on the Comprehensive Plan 

Future Land Use Map change review. We will have consideration. I would recommend 



Smithfield Planning Commission 
August 11th, 2015 
Page 33 

 

that we table consideration until we finish the second half unless there is someone who 

has statements to make at this time. We have been going for almost two hours. I think 

we should take a short break. 

Dr. Pope – Can we hear the second set of comments because I think they are 

going to be few and far between. Perhaps I am wrong. 

Town Attorney – No that is fine but it is the Chairman’s prerogative to take a 

break. 

Chairman Davidson – We will take a brief recess and reconvene at 8:30 p.m. 

The Planning Commission recessed at 8:22 p.m.  

The Planning Commission reconvened 8:30 p.m. 

Town Attorney – We need a motion to table consideration until later in the 

meeting. 

Mr. Pack – Chairman, I would like to make a motion that we move the 

consideration for the public hearing portion of the Future Land Use Map until we have 

the public hearing for the rezoning review for Cary and Main Subdivision. 

Mr. Swecker – Second. 

Chairman Davidson – A motion has been made and properly seconded that we 

table consideration until we complete rezoning review on Cary and Main Subdivision. All 

those in favor say aye, opposed say nay. 

On call for the vote, seven members were present. Mr. Bryan voted aye, Dr. 

Pope voted aye, Mr. Pack voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, Vice Chair Hillegass 

voted aye, Mr. Torrey voted aye, and Mr. Davidson voted aye. There were no votes 

against the motion. The motion passed.  

Chairman Davidson – The motion passed. Next we have the Public Hearing: 

Rezoning Review – Cary & Main (Pierceville) Subdivision – William G. Darden, 

Hearndon MC Builders, LLC, applicants. Could we have a staff report please? 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – I will add a little more from the first one. 

This relates to the one hundred fifty one detached home proposed subdivision of the 

Cary and Main project. The first public hearing related to the change in the Future Land 

Use Map. Some parcels are from Parks and Recreation and other parcels are from 

Downtown to Suburban Residential future land use. This public hearing relates to the 
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actual rezoning of the property. If you will refer to your exhibit in the rezoning portion of 

your packet you will see the outline of the lots that are shown that are subject to this 

proposal. The larger portions of lots with the green background are Community 

Conservation which is our lowest density residential zoning district in the town. It also 

accommodates agricultural. It is the closest thing to an agricultural zoning district that 

we have in the town. The lots with the purple background are currently zoned “D” for 

Downtown which is a mixed use zoning district which is downtown on Main Street. The 

proposal would have you rezone the subject properties to Downtown Neighborhood 

Residential (DNR) which is our most dense single family detached residential zoning 

district. It is not our most residential district but it is our most dense detached residential 

zoning district.  

Dr. Pope – How many units per acre? 

Planning and Zoning Administrative – I want to say it is up to five per net 

developable acre although what is proposed is a conditional rezoning. This rezoning is 

subject to being in substantial conformity to what is proposed. The density would not go 

over one hundred and fifty-one single family home regardless of the fact that the 

underlying zoning district itself would accommodate more. It is up to five per acre. 

Chairman Davidson – To be fair does the applicant wish to read further 

statements? 

Mr. Jones – My name is Robert Jones. I live at 1600 South Church Street. I am 

the attorney for the applicant. You have heard the comments from me and Ms. Venable 

earlier. We would ask to have that stand for this portion of the hearing. I do not believe it 

would be appropriate to start a question and answer session where we would address 

the comments that we heard from the audience at this point. I do not think it is the way 

these meetings work. We would address those at the appropriate time with staff or a 

work session as we work through them. We will stand on what we presented earlier.  

Chairman Davidson – I now declare the public hearing open on the rezoning 

review for the Cary and Main subdivision. I have a list of speakers. You are limited to 

five minutes. I would ask if you are going to continue to say the same thing over and 

over that you would defer. If you have new information we would be glad to listen to 

you. The first speaker is Mr. Dennis Arinello.  
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Mr. Arinello – Good evening. I live at 113 Goose Hill Way. It is fortuitous for me 

tonight because one year ago today we moved from Virginia Beach to Smithfield. I am 

speaking on behalf of the seventeen residents that are living in Goose Hill. One 

neighbor of mine Mr. Robert Fry that lives at 125 Goose Hill Way could not be here 

tonight. He took the time to write a letter to the Board. I will provide that after my 

comments. I want to summarize what the residents of Goose Hill are concerned about. I 

would like to thank the commission for your service, leadership, and more importantly 

your compassion to finding the right solution to make this town better. I have seen 

nothing but total professionalism from this Board and what goes on in this town. It is not 

a question about Hearndon and the builder. I was one of the folks that the architect 

visited at my house. I have seen her once or twice in town on a Friday evening and 

chatted. They have been professional. It is not about the quality of what they build. It 

comes down to one big question whether this land will be developed. All of us who 

reside at Goose Hill Way and the neighbors from Cary Street, Grace Street, and Main 

Street truly recognize that it will. It is about how this property is going to be developed. I 

think the commission knows that we simply do not recognize the density of the land and 

the property with Suburban Residential with medium density. Mr. Fry talks about a 

characterization of Smithfield of being “Genuine Smithfield”. Are we really building to 

fulfill a developer’s profit? Are we building for the purpose of what this town has been 

built on and trying to maintain the historical significance of the town? From an economic 

perspective we all understand what development brings to the town. The majority of the 

historical district businesses that you have heard from tonight anticipate a positive 

economic impact. The concerns are about the cultural impact which has been raised in 

the previous session. It is going to be developed. We all understand that but we have a 

chance to determine what should go on this property. I appreciate Hearndon’s 

characterization about knowing the health and wellbeing of the property and the town. 

Let me take a page out of the playbook of Isle of Wight 2040 and Smithfield 2020. I 

went back to the town’s citizen survey results of August 2009. I have two concerns. One 

is the Frazier study and the other has to do with one of the results of this study. In 

regard to encouraging continued growth in the town there was a definite split back in 

2009. Forty-four percent of the constituents that responded talked in terms of strongly 
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agreeing that there should be some growth. There were fifty-six percent that disagreed. 

With regard to sufficient existing housing to meet the need of the citizens of Smithfield 

over seventy-five percent of the citizens in this study strongly agreed that there was 

already adequate housing. However, I would be remiss in not pointing out that 

conversely there was a split in the number where fifty-four percent questioned that there 

was not enough affordable housing to serve low and moderate income residents. Fifty- 

seven percent stated that affordable housing should be a requirement for any new 

development. We talk about Hearndon understanding the characteristics of “Genuine 

Smithfield” what happens when we phase and do not sell? What do we inherit? I am 

worried about the affordable housing piece. I am worried about the grants and 

understanding the laws that afford the builder, if not properly subsidized, to get 

subsidization and the taxation benefits that he gets and we get stuck with the houses 

we cannot sell. In the July 29th Smithfield Times they quoted the Frazier group where 

they talked about the one hundred and fifty-one houses and the restoration of the 

property. The developer said that they would be passing the home off for someone else 

to repair. 

Chairman Davidson – Your time is up.  

Mr. Arinello – Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Ms. Sharla Braunhardt. 

Ms. Braunhardt – I live at 101 Goose Hill Way. I am against the rezoning and the 

development as proposed. A developer makes his money based on the number of units 

sold. The more units sold the more money in his pocket. High density is in the 

developer’s interest and not ours. High density development does not belong in historic 

rural communities. It belongs inside a large city where infrastructure exists to 

compliment the urban lifestyle. Certainly track homes have no place in or near a historic 

district. I chose to live in this rural historic community fourteen years ago. I have not met 

a single person who moved here in the hopes of living near a high density track home 

development. They moved here to get away from that. The developer’s proffers he is 

offering are just under $2,500.00 per unit for the proposed one hundred and fifty-one 

units. It is only $378,000.00 which is supposed to cover rescue squad, fire, police, traffic 

concerns, stormwater issues, and many more. This seems strange that the developer 
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does not think that this prime historical location is worth more. Our taxes will 

undoubtedly increase to offset the huge burden of this high density development. How 

does this make sense? I had something I wanted to say about the historic buildings on 

this property but Ms. Betty Clark was so eloquent in what she said that I will let that 

stand. Another ludicrous thing about this proposal is the traffic issues. According to the 

developer flawed traffic analysis is to restripe a lane. He wants to add three hundred 

cars to the downtown historic area and he proposes to restripe a lane. The analysis is 

flawed because the majority of the traffic counts are estimates not actual counts and 

two years of traffic numbers are totally left out. This ridiculous analysis insults our 

intelligence. Where is the common sense? Where do I go to recoup my lost investment 

on my home? The Smithfield 2020 report suggest that I will not lose money in my home 

but it uses data from 2007 and 2009 which was before the effects of the economic 

collapse of the real estate market. What cannot be ignored is the ever growing number 

of residents and business owners who are dead set against this development. Well over 

ninety percent of residents have voiced their strong opposition to this zoning change 

and development proposal. People are calling every day to ask to sign the petition. If 

common sense is applied this all will be resonantly denied. Are you going to ignore our 

voices? Thank you very much. 

Chairman Davidson – Do you have something new to add Mr. and Mrs. Torre? 

Mr. Torre – No we do not. 

Chairman Davidson – Ms. Spady, do you have anything to add from your 

previous comments? 

Ms. Spady – No I do not.  

Chairman Davidson - Next we have Ms. Amy Witten. 

Ms. Witten – Good evening Mr. Chairman and members of the Planning 

Commission. I live at 227 James Street. We bought our home last spring in 2014. We 

love Smithfield. We are very excited to raise a family in this small historic town. We 

know our neighbors. We feel safe here. We also lived in San Diego for a while and 

decided that Smithfield is the kind of place where want to raise a family. Rezoning the 

Pierceville land to have it developed would truly be a tragedy that would lead to 

increased traffic, unsafe for children to play, and take us further away from our 
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agricultural roots as a community. We have a couple of ideas for your consideration to 

keep it zoned for Community Conservation. We thought about a community garden, 

public outdoor pool, splash pad as an extension of the YMCA, a space for historical 

reenactments, or farming demonstrations. There could be an open air market with a roof 

to replace the current Farmer’s Market tent. If this property gets developed we feel that 

it would detract from the historic district by just being another development even though 

the home may be restored. Please vote to keep this beautiful piece of land zoned as 

Community Conservation so future generations can enjoy it. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Mr. Richard Rudnicki with Isle of Wight 

County Planning. 

Mr. Rudnicki – Good evening. I am the Assistant Director of Planning and Zoning 

for Isle of Wight County. I sent you an email outlining our points. The cash proffer 

amount of $2,496.13 is short of the cash proffer study developed by the County. It 

neglects multiple areas of impact created by this development. There has been no cash 

proffers identified for the school system. Based on the cash proffer study, this 

development would generate twenty-seven elementary students, ten middle school 

aged students, and twenty high school aged students. Using the June 2015 school 

capacity numbers, we have determined there is already an overage at the elementary 

schools. Therefore the proffer amount of $4,504.00 per unit for the elementary schools 

should be considered. Based on those current enrollment numbers, Smithfield Middle 

and High schools are at capacity. Based on the Boards position relating to this we 

would not consider those proffers appropriate. The proffer statement says that proffers 

related to EMS and fire services would go to the town. It should be clarified since the 

County provides those that the proffers will go to the County. The proffer statement 

does not account for impacts to libraries, animal control, or courts which are all services 

directly impacted by this development. The total related to that is $675.56 as I outlined. 

Based on the changes the total cash proffer amount should be $7,675.69 to directly 

reflect the impacts created by this development. One of the speakers stated that 

schools are not the town’s issue. It is really an incorrect statement. The town may not 

pay for the schools but if you are considering a development which puts children into 

the schools every citizen of the town is also a citizen of the County and those schools 
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should be considered very carefully. We have concerns about affordable housing which 

I heard mentioned. There should be some consideration for that. The reality is the price 

range listed is not a reasonable expectation for most first time homebuyers. If your 

target market is beyond that then that is fine. If you consider it to be entry level then that 

is not realistic. We also had some design considerations related to both the layout and 

the architectural guidelines which you saw. If you have any questions specific to those 

numbers I will be happy to address those at some point. Thank you.  

Dr. Pope – He left out a comment from his email. 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – He said that he would just hit the high 

points. 

Chairman Davidson – We can talk about that when we get to consideration. The 

next speaker is Ms. Beth Haywood.  

Ms. Haywood – Good evening again. I live at 224 Cary Street. I would like to 

speak a little more about the schools. Yesterday I received the maximum capacity for 

the schools that was emailed to me from Mr. Anthony Hines. According to his numbers 

Smithfield High School currently is at one hundred and eight percent capacity. To think 

that we are going to incorporate more students into schools that are already 

overcrowded gives us more things to think about. Considering that Carrollton 

Elementary and Hardy Elementary school funnel into Westside Elementary School 

which is at one hundred percent capacity. If you look at the schools long range plan for 

what their development is they do not have a plan to build another high school. 

Currently it is in their plan to build an elementary school but it may not happen until 

2018. Working for the school system, I know the plan does not always come through 

because of lack of funding and lack of tax money from the state and local level. Last 

year at our school in their Capital Improvement Plan they had to repave our parking lot. 

It did not happen. Just because it is in the plan for the future it does mean that it is 

actually going to happen. I just want you to take into consideration how much the 

schools are already crowded. It is just another cost and service that is provided because 

of residential development. For an entry level home for a teacher I could only afford 

about a $150,000.00 for a house. To say that these homes are for firefighters, teachers, 

and entry level homebuyers that is not correct. I cannot afford that kind of housing. 
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There is something else to take into consideration for the people coming into the town. 

Are they going to be willing to pay County and town taxes and a Homeowner’s 

Association fee on top of what you are already paying? Please say no to the rezoning. 

Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – Our next speaker is Terry Mulherin. 

Ms. Mulherin – I live at 206 Washington Street in Smithfield. I think you should 

consider a rezoning to put all of that property within the historic district. Now that we 

know it is from the 1600’s I am appalled that it is not actually under that already. I am a 

nurse with a fifteen hundred square foot home at $200,000.00 and falling in value but 

my taxes are not. I do not know who can afford a $300,000.00 starter home who is a 

nurse. With regards to refurbishing the Pierceville property, I am concerned if you do not 

find a suitable person within a year. I do not know what the laws are. If the laws are that 

you can then condemn it and build what you want on it then that is worrisome. Please 

make sure that no matter what the Pierceville property is protected. I am not anti-

development. I am definitely not anti-starter home. I had a three story house with 

multiple acres in Pennsylvania before I moved here. I could not afford a starter home in 

this area when I first came here. We are not anti-development. I think the density is 

wrong. I would like to see it spread out further. I had no idea that all of Smithfield was 

Suburban Residential. I thought that was a small portion of Smithfield so that was 

surprising to hear. I do not know anything about traffic. Now I know a lot more about 

traffic assessment than I ever wanted to know because I did not trust the reports. 

Please research and look at the limits to what they have done. I knew they had to have 

estimated the numbers based on what I was able to find on a cursory review. Please 

research the crime prevention neighborhood. I think you need an additional opinion 

related to that. On Washington Street nuisance crime is annoying and the police do not 

report that. If we call them they ask what we want them to do about it. One day 

someone tried to rob me in front of my house. I had been here six months. I took care of 

that since I am a fifth degree black belt. When that happened they asked what they 

should do about it. I thought maybe I should buy a gun. The people in Goose Hill are not 

all retired. Some are semi-retired and two of them are colonels. Downtown Residential 

has the potential to develop into unreasonable architectural style street designs. We 
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have bad runoff. I cannot wait to see what you do with the runoff because it is already 

horrible there. Mr. Fry eloquently concluded that the residents of Goose Hill are our 

neighbors. What happens to this development matters to me. I would like to see less 

density. I would like you to consider the whole area as being in the historic district given 

what we now know about the deed itself. Thank you for respecting our opinions. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Ms. Betty Clark. 

Ms. Clark – Good evening. I live at 120 North Church Street. Some people think 

that having three houses on each of the fifty eight acres of Pierceville farm is a good 

idea. These people think that development will help business and help pay the 

expensive water fees. It might help the water fees but it definitely will not help business. 

Most of the businesses in historic Smithfield are oriented to tourists who come to our 

town for a day or two to shop and soak up the flavor of small town beauty. I hear many 

tourists in my antique shop say they love Smithfield because it is so quaint. With more 

people and more traffic in town we will lose the quaintness. Smithfield depends on 

tourism business which is the second largest source of revenue. If we become a denser 

community which overwhelms resources we make our area less desirable and change 

the character of our popular destination site. When we damage our vital tourism 

business then we all lose. There are many residents in Smithfield that do not shop in 

Smithfield. Why should we think that these people crowded into small houses will be 

any different? The developer says they are starter houses. These people will shop at 

Walmart not our shops. Perhaps we should question where the jobs will be found for 

this many people. If they are working in Newport News they will shop in Newport News 

before they come home. While this proposed land use may look good on paper it has 

the potential to harm not help the specialty shops in our town and detract from the basic 

character of Smithfield. Would it be possible for the people in favor of this development 

to stand? Would it be possible for the people not in favor of this development to stand? 

Ladies and gentlemen, I think your community has spoken. 

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Mr. Tommy Gehring. 

Mr. Gehring – I will pass. 

Mr. Mark Gay - I will pass.  

Mr. Joyner – We will pass. 
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Mr. Hines – I will pass.  

Chairman Davidson – Next we have Mr. R.B. Braunhardt. 

Mr. Braunhardt – I live at 101 Goose Hill Way. I am a retired air force fighter pilot. 

I am a Colonel. I have been a military staff planner for forty-five years. Someone asked 

earlier what we were afraid of. The answer is not very much ever. I would like to talk 

about the traffic impact study and the Smithfield 2020 evaluation.  I have no intent to 

attack anybody’s integrity or honesty but when you look at something that has bad 

information and facts in it and it skirts the line between accuracy and truth then I have to 

speak up. The traffic study was paid for by the builder and not an impartial bystander. It 

should be suspect to any casual observer much less the Planning Commission. A fatal 

flaw in that entire traffic study is the use of estimates. In three different places it says 

19,000for traffic in a year. What are the odds that they are statistically, astronomical 

coincidence that it is a real number? It is an estimate. For 2011 and 2013 it has the 

exact same number. It gets worse. There are no traffic counts for 2014 and 2015 or for 

Main Street for 2014. What did they use to come up with a number? We have no 

visibility on that whatsoever. Anything after that in the traffic survey is suspect and 

should be thrown out. It should not be considered by this commission. There is the fact 

by VDOT’s own numbers for every house there are ten trips per house. There are 1,510 

trips in a twenty four hour period. People do not drive twenty four hours a day. You have 

three places where you can get in and out of this new housing development. You are 

going to sit there for an hour or more trying to get out. There is the lesser flaw such as 

sighting traffic survey data done in February during an unusually cold period. This is not 

exactly the height of tourism season in Smithfield. No honest and accurate appraisal 

can be developed which reliably represents the traffic conditions. It certainly cannot be 

the basis of computations that this group should consider. Please refrain from 

considering the bogus information and conclusions of this supposed traffic study in your 

deliberations. Any other Smithfield government agency, entity, office, that looked at this 

and considered it in its response to you then it needs to be pulled and reevaluated. 

They cannot use that data. It is not accurate. I will now move to the Smithfield 2020 

evaluation. I surely hope the Smithfield 2020 evaluation was not paid for by taxpayers. I 

caution the Planning Commission to not use this in any shape or form in its 
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deliberations. If you thought the traffic study was flawed then this is worse. I can sight a 

couple of examples. I would do a lot more if I had time to substantiate my claim. A claim 

backed by facts. There are two large flaws that combine to make the report 

unacceptable to all but a supporter not swayed by made up data, inaccuracy or lack of 

intellectual honesty. It includes a 2009 study that has nothing to do with reality. A 2009 

study is 2007 or 2008 data. It has nothing to do with this new world order, the housing 

bubble, or anything else in this economy. It is bad information. Worse is the one little 

problem that it uses metropolitan data. This is not a metropolitan area. The definition of 

metropolitan data by the Management and Budget Office is 50,000 or more people. 

They used that to tell you what all the numbers are and that you are going to have 

money and jobs. It is false data. It cannot be considered. It should not be considered. 

They used one source from 2007 to justify the fact that affordable homes will not hurt or 

lower appraisal values of the homes around here. The 2007 study is federally 

subsidized rental housing. Think about that. 

Chairman Davidson – Your time is up. 

Ms. Torre - Do we not need this information sir? 

Chairman Davidson – Five minutes is the rule. 

Ms. Torre - Yes it is the rule but sometimes rules need to be broken. 

Chairman Davidson - We have a procedure. 

Ms. Torre - I feel that if he has valuable information then we have to right to 

request it. Can we make a motion as a group? 

Town Attorney – No Ma’am. You are out of order. 

Chairman Davidson – You are out of order. 

Ms. Torre - I feel it is erroneous to do this.  

Chairman Davidson – Please sit down. Our next speaker is Mr. Mark Hall. 

Mr. Hall – I am a resident at 7432 Bartons Landing with business offices at 405 

Grace Street in Smithfield. I appreciate the input from the County regarding proffers. I 

would like to encourage further consideration between the town and the developer. I 

would like to address two things from some of the discussion which I think are 

reasonable to bring to light. One is architectural review and the other is density. In terms 

of architectural review all of these properties will come under the guidance and review 
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of the Smithfield Board of Historic and Architectural Review. They will be judged on both 

their designs, materials, and everything in the guidelines for appropriateness in terms of 

the historic district. It is a lot more than you can say for Goose Hill which is not in the 

historic district. It is adjacent to the historic district. But on this property modern homes 

on one acre lots would certainly not be any more appropriate than what Hearndon is 

proposing. In fact they would be completely inappropriate. Has anybody looked at the 

architecture and the density on Main Street? There is house after house. It is the way it 

was developed. It is the way history made it. There are zero lot lines there. This zoning 

actually allows for five houses per acre. You have more than that on Main Street. This is 

a more reasonable approach. The density is less than they could be asking for. There 

are a lot of merits to it. If not this then what and if not now when. Modern homes on one 

acre would not be appropriate. I am an investor and a business person in Smithfield. I 

have the opportunity to lease space to a lot of business owners. It is my view and strong 

opinion that tourism alone will not support economic vitality in the historic district. It 

needs to be a combination and a balance of local trade and tourism. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson – That is everyone who signed up. Does anyone have 

anything new to add? 

Mr. Hines – My name is Robert Hines. I live at 216 Washington Street. I move to 

the County in 1979 and have been downtown since 1986. Since then two hardware 

stores, drugstore, print shop, and two gas stations have disappeared. There are still 

businesses but there are a lot of them that are not there now. Does each of the 

commission members have a copy of the petition with the names and addresses? 

Chairman Davidson – Yes. 

Mr. Hines – Please look at it. Everyone is on there from the people in Goose Hill 

to the small homeowners on Cary Street and Riverview. There are all incomes from the 

bottom to the top. It is the common folk. Thank you. 

Chairman Davidson - Is there anyone else who would like to speak? Hearing 

none, the public hearing is now closed. We are going to have our time now. We have all 

listened to you so now it is our turn. We have consideration on the Comprehensive Plan 

Future Land Use Map change review. I would like to hear the thoughts of the other 

commissioners. 
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Dr. Pope – I think nine months ago when we looked at the future land use map 

for future expansion of the town and the surrounding county areas we had made a 

decision about certain areas such as this. We said that we were going to look at a 

proposal on how we would want for this area. I thought we were not going to change 

anything on the future land use map or recommend rezoning unless we had a complete 

packet with exact details of what was going on with certain land parcels across the 

town. I think that is the way we left it nine months ago. I am making sure I am correct on 

that statement. We said we would consider keeping this as Community Conservation 

unless a development of some sort came before us that had all of the pieces that were 

perfect to say we would develop this property whether it was this or other pieces within 

the town. I thought we were not going to even entertain a discussion on that if we did 

not have everything in the packet that supported that. 

Chairman Davidson – We have an application from the builder for the rezoning. 

What is your question Dr. Pope? Do you feel the package is not complete? 

Dr. Pope – I feel the package is not complete as proposed based on what we 

discussed nine months ago about looking at large parcels of land whether it be 

commercial development that we are asking to change or anything else. We said we 

were going to look at very specific pieces of information and make sure that all of the 

parcels were correct. This was before this development even came into existence. We 

talked about this when we looked at the future land use map whether it was this 

property or the back side of Windsor Castle Park from Cedar Street back over to 

Jericho. I think there is a piece of property over there. It is a field. We looked at several 

of those. I thought we decided that no major development areas within the town unless 

the packet was complete. It is the way I interpreted it nine months ago. 

Chairman Davidson – It is very possible that we did discuss that nine months 

ago. We have an application from the builder for the rezoning. We are here to discuss 

that tonight not what we discussed nine months ago.  

Dr. Pope – Based on that I do not think there is a complete picture in front of me 

that allows me to support changing anything.  

Mr. Swecker – With all the information and listening to what the residents have to 

say I do not think I can make a decision right now to change it or leave it. I think we 
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need to have a work session. We have to listen to these people because they pay the 

taxes not the developer. We are going to have to pay for a lot of this down the road. We 

do not have to make a decision tonight. We should table it. I think we should have a 

couple of work sessions and come back next month after we have looked at everything 

to make a clear decision.  

Mr. Torrey – I agree. I am not completely convinced that we are ready to change 

this yet. I do not mean it could not happen in the future but I do not think it is ready yet. 

They have done a great job of painting a great picture of what it could be. I think a lot of 

it would be good. I just do not think the complete package is here for this particular 

piece of land. 

Vice Chair Hillegass – I would hate to rush this and get it wrong. I would like to 

take more time. 

Mr. Pack – How many homes are currently in the historic district? I pulled up 

Google maps and tried to count the homes. I am in the neighborhood of one hundred 

and eighty-seven homes between Cedar Street, Washington Street, James Street, 

Grace Street, and the area that is considered the historic district. We are real close with 

this proposal at doubling the amount of homes in the historic district. I am not opposed 

to developing this piece of property. Is one hundred and fifty-one homes the right 

number? It probably is not. I used to live at 321 Grace Street. It is a cool area to live. It 

was a little too close to the road for young kids so we moved. My home on Grace Street 

was a pretty typical parcel. It was a narrow lot but deep. My home was 2500 square feet 

or something like that. It was nice with a very small driveway. It was pretty typical of 

downtown Smithfield. Across the street was a home that was considerably larger and it 

set on six or eight lots. It was the home that Mr. Gwaltney used to own with the brick 

fence. My next door neighbor had two lots. Mr. John Payne has two lots. Down the 

street where Ms. Renee Bevan used to live there were three lots. She used to have a 

little carriage house with a pool behind it. Each home was of similar style but they were 

different homes with different lot sizes and that is what made the neighborhood really 

cool. When you look at what this developer brings to us there are a lot of good things. I 

am not going to discount those. Improving our entrance corridor from Route 258 and 

Route 10 is something that this town would love to have. Anybody that comes to town 
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from I-95 generally comes that way. It is not the best entrance into our town so we 

would love to see that done. His plan to preserve the Pierceville property may have 

some flaws but there is a plan. There is currently not a plan. The Town Council which I 

am a member of is working on a plan but there is nothing in motion. If we did our best 

and Town Council gets it done while abiding by the laws we are a minimum of a year 

from having a court order to have it done. There is some benefit to preserving it. The 

product that they are putting in there I do not think it is conducive to what we currently 

have in downtown Smithfield, Grace Street, and Washington Street. I am supposed to 

tell you what is and I do not know. When I look at this project I am not against it being 

properly developed. It is our last large chunk in downtown Smithfield. Honestly if 

someone wanted to put a sport complex in I would look at that too. I think this is not a 

proposal that I can approve tonight or stand behind. We do not vote in September. This 

is automatically forwarded to Town Council and recommended by the Planning 

Commission if we do not tell them in September. We can certainly wait until September 

if you need more time. It was said tonight that if it was empty for a couple hundred years 

then a couple more years to make sure it is right is not a bad strategy. As we move 

forward if there are other proposals on the table whether it be ball fields or a different 

developer or Hearndon comes back with a modified proposal let each proposal stand on 

its own merits. Let this property be developed correctly so when we move forward we 

know that we did right thing. The reason that all of us serve on this commission is 

because we care about what goes on in this town. We want to make sure that it is done 

right. I hope that we make the right decision when we move forward. Do not rule 

anything out. Is the traffic study flawed? I do not know. I have heard a dozen different 

answers. VDOT sent us something in our packet but it does not say anything as far as a 

recommendation. With the product that is being put in it does not represent to me 

walking down Grace Street or any of the other neighborhoods that border Main Street.  

Mr. Bryan – It has not been mentioned but the first thing that initiated all of this 

was the situation with the property owner. She did not let the property fall in disrepair by 

choice. She came to us because of the actions that were being taken by the town to 

bring the property up to code. I am not sure she is capable of doing that from a financial 

standpoint. The reason she requested this rezoning was to give her the option to let the 
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property be developed. I do not believe that it is within her means to correct the property 

and maintain it as a historical property the way a lot of people are suggesting. People 

are talking about leaving it Community Conservation or Parks and Recreation but that 

does not resolve anything. Leaving it as is you still have the dangerous traffic on Cary 

Street. You will still have the flooding. It does not resolve anything to leave it the way 

that it is. Some are suggesting that the town would take it as another park or recreation 

facility but the town is having enough strain maintaining Windsor Castle currently as is. 

We do not want another park. My position is that I am not really approving what is being 

offered as the development currently but as far as giving the property owner what she 

would like to do with her property is what she is doing here. We would all like to have 

some leeway with what we do with our property. She is looking at her choices as to how 

to resolve the issue of the dilapidation of the property and her ability to maintain it. A lot 

of us want to impose our ideas upon a property owner. If you feel you have a say in how 

it should be done then you should have some financial assistance to make that happen. 

That is not going to happen. My position right now tonight is that I am ready to vote on 

rezoning that property and adjusting the future land use but I am not ready to approve 

the development as proposed. 

Chairman Davidson – I pretty much agree with Mr. Bryan. I have heard a lot of 

people want to leave the property as it is but the owner of the property wants to sell it. 

She wants two million dollars for it. Unless you all are willing to give her the money then 

we have to look at different considerations. I also have questions for the builder as far 

as some of the elevations, site plans, and whether they agree with what we look for in 

historic Smithfield. One thing that was brought up is that Pierceville as presented with 

their Homeowner’s Association does not report to the Board of Historic and Architectural 

Review Board. It is not true. In fact there were a lot of things said tonight that are not 

true. One of them was increased crime. The statement from the Smithfield Police 

Department does not find that there would be increased crime with this neighborhood. 

We have an email saying there would be three hundred students dumped into the 

school district. Isle of Wight which we received yesterday that we requested in May 

comes up with fifty seven students. I also agree with Mr. Bryan that I am of the opinion 

that we should change the future land use map but I also have reservations on the 
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actual development without further meetings and more information. Next we have is the 

Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map Change Review – Cary & Main (Pierceville) 

Subdivision – William G. Darden, Hearndon MC Builders, LLC, applicants. I would like a 

motion for or against. 

Town Attorney – You can be for or against or you can defer. There are three 

options. 

Mr. Pack – Chairman, I would like to make a motion that we leave the future land 

use as designated as Parks and Recreation. As each proposal comes along we will 

allow it to stand on its own merits. 

Mr. Swecker – Second.  

Chairman Davidson – A motion has been made and properly seconded that we 

leave it as Parks and Recreation. 

Town Attorney – Let me clarify the Planning Commission does not make a 

decision on this. It is a recommendation to the Town Council. I just want it to be clear for 

your benefit and for the public as well. Whatever action you take tonight is a 

recommendation. It does not approve or disapprove. It is a recommendation to Town 

Council. 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – I would like to make one other clarification. 

Everything is not currently in Parks and Recreation. Part of it is in the Downtown 

Commercial. If you want everything to stay the way it is you may want to formulate your 

motion that way. We do not want to put anything that is Downtown Commercial into 

Parks and Recreation. 

Mr. Pack – I understand. 

Town Attorney – You have been eloquent in your remarks Mr. Pack. I think the 

appropriate motion would be to either recommend approval of the change or 

recommend denial of the change.  

Mr. Pack – I will restate my motion. I would like to recommend to Town Council 

that the future land use map for Cary & Main remain unchanged. 

Mr. Swecker – Second. 
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Chairman Davidson – A motion has been made and properly seconded that we 

leave the future land use map as stated. Part is Downtown Commercial and part of it is 

Parks and Recreation. All in favor signify by saying aye, opposed say nay. 

On call for the vote, seven members were present. Mr. Bryan voted nay, 

Chairman Davidson voted nay, Vice Chair Hillegass voted nay, Mr. Pack voted aye, Dr. 

Pope voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, and Mr. Torrey voted aye. There were three 

votes against the motion. The motion passed. 

Planning and Zoning Administrator – This means that a yes vote is following the 

motion to not change it. The motion passes 4-3.  

Chairman Davidson – The motion will be referred to Town Council with that 

information. The second part of this is the rezoning. We have a Rezoning Review – 

Cary & Main (Pierceville) Subdivision- William G. Darden, Hearndon MC Builders, LLC, 

applicants. 

Mr. Pack – We cannot rezone without the change in the future land use map. 

Chairman Davidson – That is true but we have to act on it. 

Town Attorney – You have to act either tonight or next month.  

Mr. Pack – I would like to make a motion to recommend denial of the rezoning 

application. 

Mr. Swecker – Second. 

Chairman Davidson – A motion has been made and properly seconded that we 

recommend denial of the rezoning application. Roll call vote. 

On call for the vote, seven members were present. Mr. Bryan voted nay, 

Chairman Davidson voted nay, Vice Chair Hillegass voted nay, Mr. Pack voted aye, Dr. 

Pope voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, and Mr. Torrey voted aye. There were three 

votes against the motion. The motion passed.  

Planning and Zoning Administrator – The motion carries. 

 Chairman Davidson – Our next item is Approval of the June 9th, 2015 Meeting 

Minutes. 

Town Attorney – Mr. Chairman and members of the Planning Commission, I 

would recommend that the minutes be approved with the minor corrections that I made. 

Vice Chair Hillegass – So moved. 



Smithfield Planning Commission 
August 11th, 2015 
Page 51 

 

Mr. Swecker – Second.  

Chairman Davidson – A motion has been made and properly seconded that we 

approve the minutes. All those in favor say aye, opposed say nay. 

On call for the vote, seven members were present. Mr. Bryan voted aye, 

Chairman Davidson voted aye, Vice Chair Hillegass voted aye, Mr. Pack voted aye, Dr. 

Pope voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, and Mr. Torrey voted aye. There no votes 

against the motion. The motion passed.  

Chairman Davidson - We are adjourned. The meeting adjourned at 9:34 p.m.  

 
 
 
_______________________  _____________________________ 
Mr. Bill Davidson    William G. Saunders, IV 
Chairman     Planning and Zoning Administrator 
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