MINUTES
VIRGINIA OUTDOORS FOUNDATION
QUARTELY MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY, ® FLOOR BOARD ROOM
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
NOVEMBER 14", 2007 1:00 PM

Trustees present: Chairman, Mr. Frank M. Hartz, presiding; Mr. J. WilliarhShgh; Dr. M.
Rupert Cutler; Mr. Charles H. Seilheimer, Jr.; Mr. Jeffrey K. Walker; andNiblly Joseph
Ward. VOF staff attending: Mr. G. Robert Lee, Executive Director; MsiaFa Vance, Deputy
Director; Ms. Leslie Grayson, Deputy Director; Ms. Martha Ljtileputy Director for
Stewardship; Ms. Trisha Cleary, Executive Assistant/Records MandgeAnna Chisholm,
Finance Manager; Ms. Sherry Buttrick, Easement Manager; Ms. Estie $hBasement
Manager; Ms. Laura Thurman, Easement Manager; Ms. Ruth Babylon, EaSpreiatist; Ms.
Jennifer Perkins, Easement Specialist; Mr. Neal Kilgore, EasemenalBiehr. Josh Gibson,
Easement Specialist; Mr. Philip Reed, Easement Specialist; Mankf@td, Easement
Specialist; Ms. Sara Ensley, Human Resources Manager; Mr. BrucarGt8taff Counsel; Mr.
Kerry Hutcherson, Policy Analyst; Ms. Melissa Collier, Stewardship i8jp&¢ Ms. Catherine
Redfern, Stewardship Specialist; and Nancy Ambler, Development CoordinatorinAls
attendance were Mr. Frederick S. Fisher, Special Assistant Attorneyaband Ms. Brett
Ellsworth, Assistant Attorney General.

Mr. Hartz convened the meeting at 1:00 p.m. After introductions, Mr. Hartd ¢dali@ublic
comments. Mr. George Beadles of Chesterfield County spoke pointing out sengesairer
VOF’'s website and offered his opinion on how it could be improved.

Mr. Hartz called for the approval of the minutes of the September Board mektingvalker
asked that agenda C7 on page 13 of the draft be corrected to state that the dwskbesm
approved with a 1.5% impervious surface cap. Bruce Stewart asked that theares$oluti
transfer the Glenarvon easement be amended as written by Fred Fishet, Aysestant
Attorney General. Dr. Cutler moved to approve as amended. Mr. Walker sé@otbthe
motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Hartz announced that Kerry Hutcherson had passed the State Bar exam aatllededr

him. He asked Nancy Ambler to distribute copies of the Annual Report to the Board members
and thanked her and staff for their hard work. Mr. Hartz reported that due to a me#titigew
Attorney General’s office, Brett Ellsworth, Assistant Attorney &alh would be dedicating half
of her time to VOF legal matters. Mr. Hartz also recommended that gtdéfat localities in
writing notifying them of pending easements and requesting an opinion on compliémtieewi
local comprehensive plan. He explained that there had been some dissatisfpcteseekat

the Virginia Association of Counties Annual Conference. Mr. Hartz also annountée thad
been approached by Jesse Richardson, a professor at Virginia Tech, to do agdtoay on a
survey of VOF easement donors first performed in 2003. Mr. Richardson had asked that he
bring it to the Board for approval. After a brief discussion, it was agreeth&ichardson
should make his request in writing to Trisha Cleary, Records Manager. Mr. bidrtha the
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scheduled closed session for discussion of legal matters and consideration of tHaaCGlkasn
proposals would be moved to the end of the day.

Mr. Hartz called on Bob Lee to give his Executive Director’s Report. Mr.dHegan with a

review of calendar year 2007 with the good news that the VOF Board may apm@/e m
easement acreage in 2007 than in any previous year. He went on to say that the mathaews
there are many good easements that will not be completed in 2007 because of hounea res
constraints. He said that he had anticipated the annual cap on tax credits would induce
prospective easement donors to quickly record their approved easements in 2007. &bk report
that has not proven to be the case and that with less than two months left in the ydsnggwo t
of the Board approved easements could remain unrecorded. He offered the shortagedf qua
easement appraisers, problems in the mortgage industry, and caution over the nesviB&R
process as possible explanations for this. Mr. Lee announced that Kerry Huridieigrecently
passed the Virginia Bar and joined the VOF staff as a full-time empldyesaid that VOF has
always had, and continues to have, good legal services from the Office of theAtBeneral,

but asked all of the attorneys that work for VOF to collaborate to try to moldextiedf and
efficient legal services structure. He said he will report further on thi®inodming months.

Mr. Lee concluded by reporting that the General Fund appropriation for VOF hasdesul
expanded staff capacities in the easement and stewardship divisions — the Earesgions.

He said State revenue issues suggest that a number of state programs nugcsees.e Mr.

Lee said he believes it is necessary and prudent for VOF to seek nongoversopgmal as

part of our public foundation charge. He, therefore, recommended the creation of a Resource
Development Committee as the third VOF Board of Trustees Standing Cemmniift. Lee

asked the Deputy Directors if they had any items to report to the Board.

Leslie Grayson updated Board members on the waiting list status. Shedeépatithere are

130 projects of less than 100 acres (7,773 acres) and 104 projects over 100 acres (38,434 acres)
for a grand total of 234 projects and 46,207 acres waiting for VOF attention. Tdamea

pointed out that some of the projects on the waiting list were shifted to 2008 by theranslow

for a variety of reasons. She also said that VOF had never had anything like the @84 proj

held over in one year. Dr. Cutler shared an email he received on Septeffibeatkaid, in

part, “I have previously reported to various of you that | believe that VOF'dl'parael’ policy

has in effect abandoned your constituents in Rappahannock County.” Mr. Hartz said that the
Board would consider the prioritization policy during this meeting.

Martha Little introduced Katherine Redfearn, a new stewardship agsistae Charlottesville
Office. She then invited all of the Board members to contact their closemtakgiOF office to
spend some time with stewardship staff learning how properties are mormitatdow VOF
interacts with landowners.

Mr. Hartz called on Anna Chisholm to lead the discussion on VOF financial seavides
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) report. Ms. Chisholm distributeddhei#l
report for the year ended June 30, 2007. She introduced Wes Clark of Robinson, Farmer, Cox
Associates, VOF's financial advisors, who spoke briefly about the report. Der @sked that

the Finance and Personnel Committee report to the Board at the January 2008 meeting.
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Mr. Hartz called for a discussion of easement prioritization beginning thesdisa by saying

that everyone would like to be able to process every easement proposal that comésadn the
but in light of the waiting list report given by Leslie Grayson, that is just notlgesdiir. Abel
Smith commented that he has heard from several landowners who were furious bedause VO
could not work on their property. Mr. Hartz reported that VOF had suggested to the Piedmont
Environmental Council (PEC) that it fund a position within VOF to work on the nine county
PEC region. The same offer was made to Conservation Partners. Headathatdze has asked
for suggestions on how VOF can solve the problem of too many easement requests and not
enough staff to accommodate the requests. Mr. Seilheimer suggested thaotta offices
should be able to prioritize their own easement applications and not review them with the
Easement Deputy Directors. After considerable discussion, the Boartldgyr consensus that
the system in place should continue with regular updates to the Board and no actakewas t
the Resolution to Establish a Priority for Conservation Easements LargegdtieaHundred

(100) Acres.

Mr. Hartz called for a discussion on a Resource Development Committee. He saidttha
budget shortfalls make it necessary for VOF to explore outside funding sotteggoposed to
form a committee to do just that and report at the January 2008 Board meeting.

Mr. Hartz called on Bob Lee to present the request for partial funding freiaountain

Heritage, Inc., a non-profit conservation organization based in St. Paul, Virgméea, fo
educational publication on the Big Sandy River. He pointed out that VOF helped with the
publication of “The Clinch River: A World Class Treasure”. The group is requge$ii,500.

Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the donation, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously. (See attachment #1.)

Mr. Hartz called for consideration of the 2008 Board meeting dates explainingQratad
received requests from the Virginia Department of Taxation and the Degpairdf Conservation
and Recreation to end the easement year earlier to facilitate pngcessasements through the
DCR criteria and tax credit requests. After discussion, the following datresproposed:
January 24, April 16™ & 17", July 9" & 10", and October 29 & 23“. All meetings would
consider policy and easement proposals with the possibility of an additional nesited)later.
Mr. Walker moved to approve the proposed dates, Ms. Ward seconded, and the dates were
approved unanimously. (See attachment #2.)

Mr. Hartz recognized John Ross of Trout Unlimited in Virginia. Mr. Ross distributed
information and briefed the Board on his organization’s project, 1-81 Coldwater Astar&tion
Effort (1I¥-CARE), to protect native trout headwaters. He also said that they anaibggio
work with the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries to identify tanutor
watersheds for protection. His organization is working to educate landownedingdhe
damage that nutrients and pollution have on cold water streams.

Mr. Hartz called for consideration of the easements with the Abingdon Officd.KNgare
presented the following easements.
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Al — Bell of 216.36 acres in Tazewell County — Protection of this property will baterto the
scenic, rural, and open-space character of the area. It borders the MoCamgnéasene end

and the Appalachian Trail at the other. The easement will contribute to thewsater quality

with riparian buffers. Mr. Kilgore reported that staff is working on betteguage to describe

the allowed Industrial or Commercial Activities that will include riesitrg the selling of

agricultural products to existing farm buildings. Dr. Cutler moved to approve theeaseith

the amended language, Mr. Walker seconded, and the easement was approved unasimously a
amended.

A2 — Western Virginia Land and Timber Corp. of 310 or 401 acres in Russell County — Mr.
Kilgore reported that the land owner had recently acquired two additionalpaft¢ahd and

wants to add them to the proposed easement. There may be a problem with the survey as it
appears that the parcels do not meet. Mr. Kilgore asked that the easemenbbedappr
contingent on an accurate survey and that if the survey proves that the parcels do natdouch, t
easements will be recorded. Protection of this property will protect thie stel open-space
character of the area with 200 foot building set-backs from State Routes 611 and 606-and a no
build restriction above the 2,400 foot contour line. The easement also provides 100 foot riparian
buffers on the perennial stream on the property. Mr. Walker moved to approve thent@seme
one or as two separate easements with the same protections. Mr. Seilaeanded and the
motion passed unanimously.

A3 — Harding of 207 acres in Russell County — Mr. Kilgore explained that whilerthe tkd not

meet guidelines, the conservation efforts of the landowners compensate. Timgs$lhadie

been recognized by the Clinch Valley Soil and Water Conservation Distritttef measures

taken to protect the water quality of the Clinch River by fencing livestock obédtrings and

caves on the property. They are requesting three parcels with one avkeastes and a total

square footage of 13,000 square feet for all of the allowed dwellings. Mr. Kilgidréhat

language requiring prior written approval for design and location of any nelivdseavill be

included in the easement. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with the 13,000 square
feet for dwellings, Mr. Walker seconded, and the easement was approved as amended.

Preservation Trust Fund (PTF) easements and applications were cahsidere

PTF1 — Boyer of 380 acres in Shenandoah County requesting $6,000 for reimbursements —
Protection of this property will contribute to the scenic and rural charddfes area, provide a
200 foot no-build buffer to the George Washington National Forest, and a 100 foot riparian
buffer on Passage Creek that excludes livestock. The easement will protaerticeviews for
the driving public on State Routes 678 and 771. Kristin Ford explained that language will be
added to the riparian buffer section that will allow pasture improvement with teztniques

and that the exact location of the building envelopee will be refined. Mr. Hagd dghe
provision requiring that the additional primary dwelling be “located within the d@amplex or

out of view of the public roads in the summer months” protected the scenic views fretatéhe
roads. Ms. Ford replied that the scenic views would be protected and also askedéiat “unl
prior written approval is given by VOF for another location” will be addedldavanore

flexibility on the location without compromising the scenic views. Ms. Ford alsiaieed that
staff is working on the industrial or commercial use language and will noa&ehsat the size of
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the permitted hunting cabins is limited. Kerry Hutcherson asked if the co-holdagengad

been corrected. Ms. Ford responded that all of the co-hold language would be correceed bef

the easement is recorded. Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTF Comettisenended

approval of the easement as amended and the $6,000 in reimbursement funds. Mr. Walker
moved to accept the easement as amended and $6,000 PTF funds, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and
the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

PTF2/PTF3 — Brooking of 132 acres and 164 acres in Orange County requesting $10,000 for
reimbursements — Ms. Buttrick asked that PTF 2 and PTF3 be taken together sice thvey
halves of the same farm. She pointed out a typo on PTF2 explaining that Mildred B. Brisokin
the sole owner of the 132 acre parcel. Ms. Buttrick told the Board that the 132 diore qior

the farm contained the historic house “Rockwood” and the easement will be co-held by the
Virginia Board of Historic Resources. Protection of this farm will providd infan area of
easements around Montpelier and further protect the area of PresidenMiss’'s home.

Ms. Buttrick explained that the 132 acre parcel will not need the 150 foot no timberingksetba
from the Landmark Forest at Montpelier in the management of forest seateritsiioes not
actually border the historic forest of Montpelier. Dr. Cutler asked that “b§taetor” be

removed from the accumulation of trash section. Tamara Vance asked thatrthegwave

the easement and allow staff to work out necessary changes in languagartkasied about

the income documentation for the PTF application. Ms. Buttrick explained that the PTF
application covered both projects. Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTF Cemmitt
recommended approval of both easements and the requested $10,000 in reimbursements with
staff changes in language. The question was raised if the application requineartbialf
information of both landowners for approval. Mr. Seilheimer amended his motion to include
approval contingent on the second landowner’s financial information and that informatien pla
him in the lower two categories of the Financial Need chart and if he does rifyt §u4100 be
awarded to Mrs. Brooking for the first easement. Mr. Walker seconded the ahmeotien and
both easements as amended with $10,000 in PTF funds was approved contingent on receiving
the financial information of the second owner ($7,000 if he does not qualify).

PTF4 - Brubaker Farm Tract of 260 acres in Franklin County requesting $17,000 in
reimbursements for both easements — Josh Gibson presented the properties thatverdnddrha
contiguous except that the landowners donated a 12 acre parcel to the FranklinRadksgnd
Recreation Department for a canoe access point on the Blackwater RevatsoHeported that

the co-holder had changed to the Western Virginia Land Trust because VOF didenatdma

hold agreement with the Blue Ridge Soil and Water Conservation District. trRnotetcthese
properties will contribute to the agricultural, natural, scenic, and water qagthg area. The
riparian buffer and extensive no-build zones will contribute to the protection of teatehed
vertebrate aquatic speciess. The easement provides a 35 foot foresteu bydéerathat

excludes livestock along the Blackwater River. The Farm Tract is ¢isemtbss the river from
another VOF easement. Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTF Committeenrecded

approval of the easement as amended and an award of $10,000 for both properties to be split
50/50. Mr. Seilheimer moved as recommended, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the easements and
PTF funds as amended were approved unanimously.
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PTF5 - Brubaker Mountain Tract of 189 acres in Franklin County — Josh Gibson presented the
second property which will also be co-held by the Western Virginia Land TrustGilbkon said
that the Management of Forest section of this easement will be amendedddideteterences

to the “pine plantation” and add language that will limit clear cutting. Mih&mer moved to
approve the easement with the amended forestry language, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the
easement was unanimously approved as amended.

PTF6 — Glendale Farms, LLC of 375.4 acres in Orange County requesting $7,500 in
reimbursements — Sherry Buttrick presented the amended easement which aldictsoaiala
183.27 acres to the original easement of 192 acres. The amended easemeviewaiill
additional acreage within the Madison-Barbour National Rural Historici@i#tat is listed on
the Virginia Landmarks Register and the National Register of HisRdaices. The amended
easement allows three parcels with one of no smaller than 192 acres, threg gwieiaings of
no larger than 4,500 square feet without prior written approval, and three secondary dwélling
2,500 square feet. Ms. Buttrick reported the landowner had requested the followiggsctzan
the easement: add horticulture to the permitted commercial activitiegniozal of te
minimus from the non-commercial language in the Management of Forest seatidbichange
the riparian buffer from “forested” to “no-plow” and add “no degradation by livestokls.
Buttrick recommended approval of the amended easement with one secondary av2|&t)
square feet and two secondary dwellings of 2,000 square feet. She also said tisentkatea
should be approved contingent on receipt of the full appraisal to assure that there is no
impermissible private benefit to the landowner. The utilities and forestry lgagul also be
corrected. Mr. Robert Bradford, the landowner, addressed the Board and madefiois case
needing 2,500 square feet for all of the secondary dwellings. He said that he waepstteke
property in the family as a working farm and the additional square footagédlovilraore
flexibility into the future. Mr. Seilheimer suggested one secondary of 2,506edgea and two
secondary dwellings of 2,000 square feet with VOF approval for larger. Mr. i§alhaso
reported that the PTF Committee recommended awarding $7,500 in reimbursenfiamts. A
considerable discussion, Mr. Walker moved to approve the easement contingent on teal appra
showing no impermissible private benefit with the addition of “horticulture” t@liogved
commercial activities, deletion oflé minimu%from the forestry language, changing the
forested riparian buffer to no-plow buffer that excludes livestock, correcteégsifianguage,
one parcel with a cumulative total square feet of 7,000 square feet for the mimdagcondary
dwellings, and two parcels with a cumulative total of 6,500 square feet for theypanth
secondary dwellings. Dr. Cutler seconded the motion and the easement was approved
unanimously as amended.

PTF7 Harris of 30.8 acres/PTF8 Harris of 44.81 acres/PTF9 Harris of 132 &éE3/Rarris of
158.94 acres all in Spotsylvania County - Kristin Ford presented the Harris faoplysal that

the PTF funds awarded at the September Board meeting be allocated a&igés afltheir
approved easements. No additional dollars are requested. Ms. Ford said that the flandowne
wanted to clarify that no-till cultivation is allowed in the riparian bufier all eight easements
when applicable. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the request with the buffecafeni, Dr.
Cutler seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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PTF11 — Frank and Edith Harris of 190 acres in Appomattox County requesting $38,329 in PTF
funds — Sherry Buttrick presented the PTF application on a previously approveeeasémn

the inclusion of exclusion of livestock from North Creek. Mr. Seilheimer repdrégdite PTF
Committee recommended approval of the amended easement and $6,615 in PTF funds and so
moved. Dr. Cutler seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

PTF12 — Moore of 155 acres in Carroll County requesting $4,000 in PTF funds for costs — Neal
Kilgore presented the proposed easement that will contribute to the open+spaceh

character of the area. Mr. Kilgore reported that the windmill languagéevdimended to assure
domestic and farm usage with VOF approval on its design. He added that thenégsewiges

a residential build zone on the road frontage to protect the important soils on the fpamanR
buffers provide water quality protection. Mr. Seilheimer reported thattRed®@mmittee
recommended approval of the easement as amended and $4,000 for costs. Mr. Abel Smith
moved to approve the easement as amended and $4,000 PTF funds, Mr. Walker seconded, and
the motion passed unanimously.

PTF13 — Moss of 1,327 acres in Tazewell County requesting $9,000 in PTF funds for costs —
Protection of this property contributes to the scenic, open-space, and ruraleshardet area.

The proposed easement also protects area water quality with 35 foot ripareas bofthe

perennial tributaries to Liberty Creek and fencing around three of the fidnoses on the

property. Neal Kilgore reported that template enforcement languadeeaseinstated in the
easement and recommended approval of the easement with a 10-year period tthprimedh
sinkhole. Dr. Cutler moved to approve the easement with 10-years to protect the fourth sinkhole
and $9,000 in PTF funds (as recommended by the PTF Committee), Mr. Walker seconded, and
the easement as amended and funds were approved unanimously.

PTF14 — Pratt of 167 acres in Smyth County requesting $10,000 in PTF funds for costs —
Protection of this property will contribute to the scenic, open-space, and ruiadteharf the

area and protect wildlife habitat and water quality. The easement pro\Z0dsat right-of-way

for the donor’s neighbor. Neal Kilgore recommended approval of the easemerdesdqate

Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTF Committee recommended approving $7,000 in
reimbursements based on a perimeter survey. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approgenthentas
presented with $7,000 in PTF funds, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

PTF15 — Potter of 389 acres in Rockbridge County requesting $4,400 in PTF funds for costs —
Protecting this property contributes to the protection of Buffalo Creek and the unadetgr

aquifers fed by the sinkholes on the property. The easement will protect thevéeasitor the

driving public on State Route 251. Laura Thurman presented the proposal that allows one more
parcel than guidelines but is mitigated by reduced dwelling sizes andbthsiqn that one

parcel can be no larger than 20 acres. Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTFi€emmit
recommended approving the easement and $4,400 for costs. Mr. Walker moved to approve as
recommended, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

PTF16 — Weddle of 451.75 acres in Floyd County requesting $5,800 in PTF funds for costs —

The proposed easement will protect over one mile of the Little River, a Sreaservation
Unit as designated by the Virginia Department of Conservation and Renie&livision of
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Natural Heritage, containing a federally endangered fish and five rar¢eiprage aquatic
species. Josh Gibson presented the easement which fully meets VOF guidelines and
recommended approval. Mr. Seilheimer reported that the PTF Committee recdedn
approval of the easement and $5,800 and so moved. Mr. Walker seconded and the motion
passed unanimously.

At 4:53 p.m. Mr. Hartz asked for a motion to go into closed session to discuss legas matt
accordance with Code of Virginia 8 2.2-3711. Dr. Cutler so moved, Mr. Walker seconded, and
the motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Hartz moved to conclude the closed meeting at 5:15 p.m., Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the
motion was approved unanimously. Upon resuming the public meeting, a roll call vote was
taken certifying that only matters covered by 8§ 2.2-3711 were discussed. Dr.\Gtgteyes,

Mr. Walker voted yes, Ms. Ward voted yes, Mr. Hartz voted yes, Mr. Seilhgmted yes, and

Mr. Abel Smith voted yes.

Mr. Seilheimer move to approve the resolution allowing the amendment of two eésame
Fauquier County, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. (See attachment
#3.)

Mr. Hartz adjourned the meeting at 5:20 p.m. to be reconvened at 9:00 a.m. the following
morning.
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MINUTES
VIRGINIA OUTDOORS FOUNDATION
QUARTELY MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY, ® FLOOR BOARD ROOM
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA
NOVEMBER 185", 2007 9:00 AM

Trustees present: Chairman, Mr. Frank M. Hartz, presiding; Mr. J. William Adogh S\Vr.
Mark S. Allen; Dr. M. Rupert Cutler; Mr. Charles H. Seilheimer, Jr.; Mr. JefréWalker; and
Ms. Molly Joseph Ward. VOF staff attending: Mr. G. Robert Lee, ExecutiwxDir; Ms.
Tamara Vance, Deputy Director; Ms. Leslie Grayson, Deputy Dirgetor Martha Little,
Deputy Director for Stewardship; Ms. Trisha Cleary, Executive AssifiRecords Manager; Ms.
Anna Chisholm, Finance Manager; Ms. Sherry Buttrick, Easement ManagerstiéssTRomas,
Easement Manager; Ms. Laura Thurman, Easement Manager; Ms. Ruth Babytmnefias
Specialist; Ms. Jennifer Perkins, Easement Specialist; Mr. Josh Gibsemé&ra Specialist; Mr.
Philip Reed, Easement Specialist; Ms. Kristin Ford, Easement Spedali®ruce Stewart,
Staff Counsel; Mr. Kerry Hutcherson, Policy Analyst; and Nancy Ambler, Developm
Coordinator. Also in attendance were Mr. Frederick S. Fisher, Special Asgittaney
General and Ms. Brett Ellsworth, Assistant Attorney General.

Mr. Hartz called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. He asked if there wasilalic comment.
Rex Linville of the Piedmont Environmental Council (PEC) distributed a brochureCake for
Conservation” that shows the effectiveness of the Land Preservation Tak Boedhase of
Development Rights (PDR), and Virginia Land Conservation Fund programs and breefed t
Board on PEC'’s activities aimed at raising funds and awareness for coioservat

Brett Ellsworth, Virginia Office of the Attorney General, briefee Board on the upcoming

1704 request from Norfolk Southern Corp. for diversion/conversion to increase capaciti in the
81 railway corridor. She said that she, Martha Little, and Kerry Hutchersomiawith

Norfolk Southern and had told them that they would have to bring the full proposal to the Board
in January of 2008. Kerry Hutcherson distributed copies of the Norfolk Southern pliesentat

Mr. Hartz called for the Warrenton Office easement proposals.

W1 — Conguest “Oakham Farm” of 405.43 acres in Loudoun County — This property offers
scenic views for the driving public on Virginia Byway Route 50. The easement walcptbe

view with a 450 foot building setback and contribute to the water quality of the Ritié with

35 foot riparian buffers on the perennial tributary stream. The Little Riweeprincipal tributary

of Goose Creek, a State Scenic River and a source of public drinking water irath@eareifer
Perkins presented the proposal saying that the easement provides for largsutigrimary
dwellings and one additional secondary, VOF had siting review and approval on all oikthe ne
primary dwellings and the 450 foot setback from Route 50 will protect the viewsHeopublic

road. She recommended approval of the easement as presented. Dr. Cutler moved to approve
the easement, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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W2 — Dillon of 87.81 acres in Rappahannock County — This property is visible from Shenandoah
National Park and has over 1,300 feet of frontage on Route 628, a designated Virginia Byway
Ms. Perkins presented the easement that provides an aggregate of 6,600 squarsvteet fo
primary dwellings and one secondary dwelling. She reported a change withetirendaf “in

any deliberate way” from the Scientific and Educational Study section. éMinener moved to
approve the easement as amended, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

W3 — Heatwole of 105 acres in Culpeper County — Protection of this property will contabute
the water quality of the Rapidan River and the Chesapeake Bay with 50 foot ripafés. buf
The easement also contributes to the open-space and rural character @.thé&iate Ford
presented the easement that allows two parcels with one to be no larger thaestemvacr
primary dwellings of no more than 2,200 square feet without prior written approval, and no
secondary dwellings. Scenic views from the river are protected by a 200 falmdpsibtback.

She requested that language allowing dwellings within the 200 feet of theyraldvired with
VOF siting approval as it may be necessary to accommodate a drainagéofieaiwellings.

Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Walker seconded, and the
motion passed unanimously.

W4 — Jackson of 92.14 acres in Rappahannock County — This property is visible from the
Shenandoah National Park, Skyline Drive, and the Appalachian Trail. The easéln@atect
the views from those landmarks as well as from State Route 231, a Scenic Bymayfer
Perkins presented the easement that also contributes to the water quaétiRappahannock
River and the Chesapeake Bay with 35 foot riparian buffers. She recommended agpiwral
easement as presented. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement &siphésehiien
seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

W5 — Markham Rock, LLC of 177.64 acres in Fauquier County — Ms. Perkins presented the
proposal explaining that the landowners preferred setting an aggregate total of 10,880@estqua

for the four dwellings to allow for more flexibility. The property is locatethin the John

Marshall's Leeds Manor Rural Historic District which is on the Virgicemdmarks Register.

The easement provides protections for the water quality of the intermttesarnhson the

property that flows into Goose Creek with a 50 foot riparian buffer. Mr. Seilnemoeed to

approve the easement as presented, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

W6 — Miller of 135.28 acres in Rappahannock County — Jen Perkins presented the proposed
easement on the property that is visible from Shenandoah National Park, with over 1,800 feet
State Route 211, and containing a portion of Big Branch, a tributary of the Rush River. The
easement will contribute to the scenic open-space lands around Little Waslahligady under
easement. The water quality of Big Branch will be protected by a 35 fooangauffer and
contribute to the water quality of the Chesapeake Bay. Ms. Perkins explaindgc:tbasement
slightly exceeds guidelines as the landowner is requesting two pardelsvaiprimary and two
secondary dwellings. To compensate, the landowners provide a total cap on dweHifxgoO
square feet for each parcel (3,500 square feet for a primary and 1,000 squareHeet for t
secondary). She recommended approval as presented. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the
easement as presented, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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W7 — Wallach of 184.64 acres in Fauquier County — Ms. Perkins presented the easement
proposal on the property that surrounds the Warrenton reservoir on three sides. The property
contains historic Hopefield house which will be protected with no willful demolitiorukzge

and can be enlarged to no more than 8,000 square feet. The easement will protect the water
quality of the reservoir with 50 foot riparian buffers along each bank of any perstnaah on

the property. The easement allows two parcels (one not to exceed five acresldibaeral

primary dwelling, two existing secondary dwellings, one apartment in tengxgarage, and
4,500 square foot farm building review. Mr. Abel Smith moved to approve the easement as
presented, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C12 — The Barracks, LLC of 153 acres in Albemarle County — Kristin Ford preskated t
proposal that contributes to the open-space rural quality of the county and padteatse built

in 1819 with no willful demolition language that can be enlarged to 7,700 square feet. The
property also contains two existing secondary dwellings that can be enlarged to ribanore
2,500 square feet. The landowners are requesting one additional primary dwelling of 4,500
square feet. The impervious surface of the property already exceeds 1%laukatget
equestrian facilities and the landowners are requesting a larger imparamu3 he impervious
surface cap would revert to 1% if the riding arena were ever wyllfathoved. Ms. Ford
recommended determining the existing impervious surface and allowing aoaldti000
square feet for new farm buildings on the larger parcel. Mr. Seilheimer nmeapgrove the
easement as recommended, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C1 — Covington of 400 acres in Fluvanna County — Sherry Buttrick presented the property that
contains approximately a half mile of frontage on the Rivanna River and scenic noewSthte
Routes 601 and 615 with all being protected by a 200 foot building setback. Ms. Buttrick
reported that the landowner had requested a change in the 2,500 square foot secondary to 3,000
square feet. He has also requested an apartment within an existing barn. Ntk €aitt that
language maintaining forested sections in the 200 foot setbacks would be addedderttenta
VOF staff had also requested location limitations on the replacement of dreeréin houses

and the existing secondary should it be replaced to protect the scenic views. thik Baitl

this could be accomplished with a building envelope. Dr. Cutler moved to approve tinemrase
with the recommended changes, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the easement was approved
unanimously as amenced.

C3 — Field “Mickle Knox” of 358.63 acres in Buckingham County — Ms. Buttrick presemted t
proposed easement that allows for no division, two primary dwellings (one hist@ti) exo
secondary dwellings except in the case of converting historic office inteléardyvand 100 foot
forested riparian buffers that exclude livestock along Willis River andi0@teek which will
contribute to the water quality of the James River and the Chesapeake Bay. |iMinfeei

moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

C2 — Eldon Farm Limited Partnership, LLP of 372.31 acres in Albemarle County Butisck
presented the property has 2,500 feet of frontage on State Route 640 and lies within the
Southwest Mountains Rural Historic District and the Chesapeake BashederThe easement
protects the scenic views from Route 640 with a 300 foot building setback and the watgr quali
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of Mechunk Creek with a 35 foot riparian buffer. The easement exceeds guidelineshdue t
existing single-family dwelling has no size limitation but is not visible ftbexmain road. The

new primary dwelling allowed may be no larger than 6,000 square feet, two secondbingd

are allowed at 2,000 square feet, and a garage apartment currently existsilhkim&emoved

to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C4 — Gray “River View Farm” of 109.67 acres in Louisa County — The proposed easement on

this property will provide protection of the water quality and scenic views ohMama River

with a 100 foot riparian buffer. Ms. Buttrick pointed out that the landowner is requesting t

small secondary dwellings not to exceed 1,200 square feet each with sitingdimsiiattead of

one secondary of 2,000 square feet. Mr. Allen moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr.
Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C5 — Henderson/Wood “Cherry Hill Farm” of 733 acres in Nelson County — Ms. Bulttrick
presented the Century Farm that contains a house and outbuildings dating from about 1758 that
will be protected by no willful demolition language. The views for the driving publidowi

protected by 500 foot building setbacks on State Route 655, 300 foot building setback on State
Route 653, and a no build zone above the 700 foot contour line. Water quality will be protected
by a 35 foot riparian buffer on Edmond’s Branch which is within the ChesapeakeaBzay w

shed. Ms. Buttrick reported that the language in the Industrial or Commerdiatiést

governing the operation of a farm museum would be moved into a separate section. Mr. Hartz
commented that he had a problem with the Whereas clause citing water quéidy of

Chesapeake Bay and James River and then allowing cattle in the streanfanibbwiatering

and grazing. Staff recommended removing the Whereas clause citing the Gked2ggeand

James River water sheds due to the livestock (cattle) grazing in thedndferatering in the

stream. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with the deletion of thee@kedzay
Whereas clause and moving the provisions for a farm museum to a separate sectidardvis
seconded and the easement was approved by a vote of 4 to 3 with Mr. Hartz, Dr. Cutler, and Mr.
Walker voting against due to the cattle in the riparian buffer.

C7 — Millview Farm, LLC of 300 acres in Orange County — Sherry Buttrick presémte
proposed easement that provides significant infill to two other VOF easementgland w
contribute to the water quality with a 35 foot no-plow riparian easement on Riga Ren. T
easement allows three parcels, three primary dwellings, three secondHinyggwiarm

buildings of 10,000 square feet unless the property is divided then 4,500 square feet on
subdivided parcels. The easement also allows 4,500 square feet for kennels aed (te
kennels). Ms. Buttrick noted that there are two parcels not included in the eas@nens a 50
acre tract along the road and the other is a 100’ x 100’ parcel under contrac|faoaer
executed by the previous owner of the property. She said that the cell tower has mtilbee
and cannot be built without prior approval of the county. The county has no paperwork on a
request to build a cell tower in that location and has just approved building another cell towe
five to seven miles further down the same road. Ms. Buttrick recommended allbvéag t
primary dwellings of 4,500 square feet with VOF approval for larger, one seconagliyng of
2,000 square feet, add language in the forestry to limit timbering of existingritdesriparian
buffer, and correct the utilities language. Staff recommended including the 100’ ix 10€’
easement when the existing cell tower contract expires. Mr. Seilhagked why the 100’ x
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100’ parcel couldn’t be included in the easement subject to staff's recommendatioviarids

said that, in the past, it had been the practice to survey out existing cell towetdartdrasked

the applicant to speak. Mr. Caldwell said that the cell tower agreemértheiprevious owner

was renewable at five year increments. He said that the previous owner haxbtiiesd by

mail that Community Wireless was terminating the agreement. The psdaiadowner had just
filed the notification and it had just recently come to light. Mr. Caldwell asiadhe easement

be approved as presented with the cell tower parcel left out. He also requddteel diagelling

sizes be approved at 5,000 and 2,500 square feet for future flexibility and one primary and one
secondary per parcel. Mr. Hartz asked that a building envelope for the keniugstiied to

protect the neighbors from the noise. Mr. Hartz asked why the landowner held out the 50 ac
parcel. Mr. Caldwell explained that he held out the 50 acres for financial ligxibir.

Seilheimer commented that he was concerned about the cell tower provision and had been under
the impression that the current landowner had no choice in the matter. Mr. Sailkaidthat

he wanted to see the small cell tower parcel included in the easement and@aidvrell to do
everything in his power to see that the cell tower contract not be renewed. &trasked Mr.
Caldwell to call the previous landowner and/or the attorneys to find out what the agadice s

The easement was tabled for further information and consideration. Mr. Fish@al Spe

Assistant Attorney General, reported that Mr. Caldwell is going to cohagirevious owner

and the attorney for Community Wireless to confirm the status of the cell towgact. He
reported that it appears the impediment to his title is dead by action ofltteevee company

and recommended approving the easement including the 100’ x 100’ parcel contingent upon the
landowner agreeing to terminate the cell tower contract as soon as he Ihascadugthat. After
further discussion, Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with the 100’ x 100’ parcel
included and providing that Mr. Caldwell agree to terminate the cell towelacbas soon as he

is able and the landowner provides the cell company’s release. Mr. Walderdsdand the
easement was approved as amended by a vote of 5 to 2 with Mr. Hartz and Mr. Allen voting
against due to the out parcel the landowner omitted from the easement.

C6 — Kilpatrick of 521 acres in Goochland County — Ms. Buttrick presented the proposed
easement on the property that is home to the historic house Springdale, built around 1800, and is
one of the few examples of Quaker residential architecture of the Feeleoal ppmaining in
Goochland County. The easement protects the scenic views from Cardwell RoadB00 foot
building setback and provides 50 foot riparian buffers on the perennial and internrigantss

on the property contributing to the protection of the Chesapeake Bay water shed. fentase
will be co-held with the Virginia Board of Historic Resources and the langugigee

reconciled. The easement allows four parcels, four primary dwellings,48cendary

dwellings, no willful demolition protection on the historic dwellings, an existimgga
apartment, and a provision for supervision of archaeological activities. &tafimended
approval with the reconciliation of VDHR template language and inclusion of VDiGRia
language if the value exceeds $1 million. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve thesptigéim

the recommended changes, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C8 — Perrow of 529.88 acres in Amherst County — Sherry Buttrick presented the prothrerty
1.65 miles of frontage on the James River, the source of public water for the Rithofond.
The proposed easement provides a 50 foot riparian buffer on the river and a 35 foaot riparia
buffer on Stovall’s Creek contributing to the water quality of the Chesapeakedaryshed.
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The property provides scenic open-space for the driving public on Galts Mill Road k=l Be
Creek Road. The easement allows four parcels, four primary dwellings, four sgconda
dwellings, and no willful demolition of the historic brick mill, the attached gdrstore, and

miller's house. Ms. Buttrick recommended “when non-compliance with the terms of thi
Easement causes injury to the Property” be deleted from the Enforcemenganguexting to

VOF template language. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approved the easement with the
recommended amendment, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the easement was approved unasimously
amended.

C9 — Pool of 131.3 acres in Halifax County — Ms. Buttrick presented the property oivan act
agricultural family farm. The property contributes to the scenic and opea-gpat character
of the area. The easement will protect the views for the driving public andocoatio the
water quality of the John H. Kerr Reservoir with a 50 foot riparian buffer on the @eeksond
on the property. Staff recommended returning to the template language udlties. Mr.
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with VOF template utilities languaddled
seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

C10 — Royster “Chance Farm” of 135.62 acres in Albemarle County — SherrgBptgsented
the property that is in the Southwest Mountains Rural Historic District with 2,800ffe

frontage on Happy Creek Road and a section of Happy Creek. The scenic views apéney pr
will be protected with a 300 foot building setback from Happy Creek Road and 35 footriparia
buffers on Happy Creek will contribute to the water quality of the ChesapegkeM&a Buttrick
reported the utilities language will be corrected. Mr. Seilheimer moved to appeogagement
with the corrected utilities language, Mr. Walker seconded, and the easemepprasd
unanimously as amended.

C11 — Schornberg “Keswick Vineyards/Edgewood” of 393.16 acres in Albemarle County — Ms.
Buttrick presented the proposed easement on the property that fronts on State Route 231, a
Virginia Byway, and contains a section of Daniel’'s Branch, an intermitezam that will be

protected by a 35 foot riparian buffer. The views from Route 231 will be protected by @500 f
building setback. The property is located across from Castle Hill, a propestiydis the

Virginia Landmarks Register and the National Register of Historic ®lagks. Buttrick reported

that the winery buildings and structures will be moved from the Buildings andu8&sisiection

into a separate subparagraph. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with the
recommended amendment, Mr. Allen seconded, and the easement was approved unarsmously a
amended.

C13 — Spiers/Jensen/Wilkins of 108.5 acres in Buckingham County — Ms. Buttrick pcedest
forested property that contains a section of Mallory’s Creek and providedevidbitat.
Mallory’s Creek will be protected by a 100 foot forested riparian buffer andilcotaito the
water quality of the James River and Chesapeake Bay. Mr. Abel Smith moved to apgrove t
easement as presented, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the motion passed unanimously

C14 — Winston/Oliver of 130.1 acres in Orange County — Ms. Buttrick presented the proposed

easement that provides two parcels (one of which shall be no larger thandiskg teo primary
dwellings, one secondary dwelling, farm buildings, and a 35 foot no-plow riparian buffer on the
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unnamed stream. The scenic values of the property will be protected by no-thatksetf 250

feet on State Route 669 and 500 feet on State Route 677. Ms. Buttrick reported that tke utilitie
language will be changed to VOF template. Mr. Walker moved to approve tineeshses

amended, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

C15 - Younger of 322.18 acres in Halifax County — The proposed easement will contribute to
the water quality of Sandy Creek with a 35 foot riparian buffer. Sandy Creekifitohe

Banister River and then into the Banister Reservoir, a source of water faywimeoT Halifax.

The forested property provides scenic views to the driving public on State Road 674. elr. All
moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the madion pass
unanimously.

C16 — Reconsideration of Hellman of 144.37 acres in Orange County — Sherry Buttrick
presented the request that the old barn be allowed to be renovated or reconstructe@deasca re
as long as it stays in the same location within its original footprint and addg afl20,000
square feet to the indoor riding ring. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the changes|ér. Cut
seconded, and the amended easement was approved unanimously.

R1 — Burke of 162.2 acres in Amelia County — Phillip Reed presented the property thatgprovide
wildlife habitat and scenic views from Cheathams Road. The proposed easemeotwilute

to the rural character of the area and the 100 foot riparian buffer along Smaeksvllirbelp

protect the water quality of the James River and Chesapeake Bay. Mr.reilhved to

approve the easement as presented, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

R2 — Foley of 510.5 acres in Amelia County — Mr. Reed presented the proposed easement that
will protect one of the larger intact properties in Amelia County. The eagemovides a 50

foot riparian buffer on Long Branch Creek that will contribute to the water qudlibe

Appomattox River, the James River, and the Chesapeake Bay. Mr. Seilheimer mppmdve a

the easement as presented, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

R3 — Lowry of 243.99 acres in Hanover County — Mr. Reed presented the property thidghis a fi
generation Century Farm that provides scenic views for the driving public tenR&tate 715

and contributes to the rural character of the area. The views will be protectedfopt2@®

build buffer along Beaverdam Road (Rt. 715) and Parsons Road. The landowner requires the
ability to graze his cattle in the riparian buffer as he has no other watey suplplestock. Mr.
Hartz said he could not support an easement that cites water quality as a purpdsgand al
cattle to graze in the riparian buffer. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easathéhe

deletion of the water quality Whereas clause, Mr. Walker seconded, and timeetsas

approved as amended by a vote of five to two with Mr. Hartz and Dr. Cutler voting afjeenst

to permitted grazing.

R4 — Wilson of 352 acres in Prince George County — Mr. Reed presented the easement on this
family farm that provides scenic open-space just outside of Hopewell, a highly ialdzesdr

city. This easement will protect significant frontage on State Route 10n& &mad, with a

300 foot building setback. The 50 foot riparian buffers on Chappell Creek will contribae to t
water quality of the James River and the Chesapeake Bay. Mr. Reed distrilaitedfeoin the
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County of Prince George saying that the easement would not be in accordance @it the
Comprehensive Plan for the county. They recommended reviewing the right of whyasvidt
identified in the draft Comprehensive Plan and provide language in the easemeouttat

allow future widening of Route 156 By-pass (Ruffin Road) and Route 10. Mr. Reed reported
that salubria language had been incorporated into the easement and he had wtigetodhe
county advising them of the amended language requesting notice if they had ngntinui
concerns. He said he had not heard from the county at this time. After discussion, Mr
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement contingent upon county support, Mr. Walker
seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

R5 — Reconsideration of Chatham Farm, LLC of 277.53 acres in Northampton County — Bruce
Stewart presented the easement that was approved at the September 2007aneeting
reconsideration because the owners were requesting that the 250 foot building setback fr
Church Creek be reduced to 150 foot setback. To compensate for the smaller sethbao fr
Creek, the owner is offering a 500 foot building setback from Route 619. Mr. Seilheimat move
to approve the amended easement, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

B1 — Albert “Homeplace” of 93.2 acres in Floyd County — Ruth Babylon presenté&dstiod

three easements offered by the same landowner. The Homeplace is a workamygl cakf
operation that has been designated a Virginia Century Farm. The farm proediesviews for
the driving public on State Route 221 which will be protected by requiring the secomdbery
built out of sight of the road. Riparian buffers will protect Howell Creek, a dlaskl trout
stream. The landowner is requesting three years to fence the cattl@oatsgction of the
riparian buffer. The landowner is also requesting a small (1,200 square tmijiaey dwelling
and has added restrictions to keep it out of sight of Route 221 and at least 500 feeivirelm H
Creek. Ms. Babylon reported that language had been added to the buildings and stouctures
the demonstration farm/agricultural fair giving VOF siting approval ofe¢hauildings. Mr.
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the motion
passed unanimously.

B2 — Albert “Weddle Tract” of 69.3 acres in Floyd County — Ms. Babylon presemed t

seconded Albert property reporting that this easement has the same laegaadieg the
demonstration farm/agricultural fair amended language because the landowmatr has
determined which parcel she will donate to the county. The property provides sa@m&page
views for the driving public on State Route 807 (Canning Factory Road) and State Route 716
(Cox Store Road) and contributes to the rural character of the area. The landaegeesting

a small (1,200 square feet) secondary on 69 acres. Staff recommended approdsgniene

with the amended language and no secondary dwelling. Mr. Walker moved to approve with the
staff recommendation, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the easement was approved unaniriously wi
VOF siting approval of any agricultural fair buildings and no secondary dwelling.

B3 — Albert “Rakes Tract” of 84.5 acres in Floyd County — Ms. Babylon presdmaehitd

property offered by Nola Albert. Ms. Babylon explained that Mrs. Alberirally wanted to

place 95 acres under easement but needed two parcels because she had promisad it#acre
middle of the property to the family of the original owner. Mr. Hartz expresseemcsnabout

future owners of the 12 acres left out of the easement who could build a condominium complex
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on the 12 acres and spoil the purpose of the conservation easement on the 84 acres. He asked if
the landowner would consider placing the whole parcel under easement if the Boanctd

two parcels. Ms. Babylon said the landowner would love to have a 95 acre easemamo wit

parcels (one no larger than 12 acres) and two single-family dwellings andmeoded

approving the easement as amended. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as
recommended by staff, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as
amended.

B4 — Hale of 340 acres in Wythe County — Ms. Babylon presented the propertyrttzanhs

productive forest on the side of Cove Mountain and extends to the top of the mountain at an
elevation of 3,400 feet. DCR’s Division of Natural Heritage has identifieceghebitat of small
outcrops with acidic outcrop barrens in the property’s upper elevations. The eadewmsma
division, no dwellings, non-residential buildings and structures or farm buildingsaodywill

protect the rare habitat with no commercial timbering, buildings, or eattiralisy activities

above the 3,000 foot elevation. Ms. Babylon reported that the Buildings and Structguagjéan

had been strengthened to prohibit the replacement of the existing primitive buildivgsare

ever removed. Dr. Cutler moved to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Allen seconded, and
the motion passed unanimously.

B5 — Hare of 668.43 acres in Bedford County — Josh Gibson presented the property located
between State Routes 638 and 665. The scenic views of the property will be protected by 500
foot building setbacks on the state roads, a no-build zone above the 1,100 foot contour line, and a
requirement that no new dwellings be visible from the state roads. A portion of theyepe

visible from the Blue Ridge Parkway and the Peaks of Otter. The easeloestfalir parcels,

four primary dwellings, four secondary dwellings, and farm building siting appi@véarm

buildings over 2,500 square feet. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement asdpresent

Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

B6 — Ingles Ferry Farm of 313 acres in Pulaski County — Ruth Babylon preseantbistibiic
property that has been continuously owned by the Ingles family since the/60d- The
actively managed farm contains prime farmland and woodlands lying alongth&iNer for
one mile. This American Heritage River will be protected with 100 foatiap buffers on
Hazel Hollow and New River. The property contains Ingles Ferry Tavieichws listed on the
Virginia Landmarks Register and National Register of Historic Plaths easement may
contain several Native American sites of archaeological interestififmewo-held with the
Virginia Department of Historic Resources. The landowners are reqgiéstir parcels so that
the five acres surrounding Ingles Ferry Tavern may be donated to the codiéaee one
parcel for each of the three family members. Mr. Seilheimer moved to apghsogasement as
presented, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

B7 — King of 127 acres in Floyd County — Josh Gibson presented the property that provides
scenic open-space views for the driving public on U.S. Route 221 and contains a section of the
Little River that is known to contain two rare aquatic species. The easenigmbteict the

water quality of the Little River with a 100 foot no-plow riparian buffer thatuees livestock

from the river. Dr. Cutler moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Abel Smith
seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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B8 — Moses of 229.42 acres in Giles and Craig Counties — Ruth Babylon presenteddhyg prop
that is bounded on three sides by the Jefferson National Forest and fronts on both sides of Sta
Route 601 (Laurel Springs Road). The property is visible from the Appalachiamidédthe
popular overlook “Kelly’'s Knob”. The easement will protect the water quality o¥€2IHollow
Creek with 35 foot riparian buffers to exclude livestock within ten years of r&band Ms.
Babylon recommended approval with two parcels, four dwellings with an aggreigatef tho
more than 11,500 square feet with no individual dwelling larger than 4,000 square feet, no
dwellings visible from the Appalachian Trail or Kelly’s Knob, and dwellingsschosen to
minimize visibility from Laurel Springs Road. Dr. Cutler moved to approvedbement
amended to staff recommendations, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the easempptavasl a
unanimously as amended.

B9 — Sizemore of 193 acres in Giles County — Ms. Babylon presented the mostly wooded
property contains over a half mile of Little Stony Creek, a Class Il WibdifTStream, that will

be protected with a 100 foot riparian buffer. The landowner plans on developing the property as
a religious retreat and has designated a building envelopee for the dweddugs,dnd chapel.

He is requesting one division but has held out 26 acres for seven building lots and regeired gre
space. Staff recommended approving the easement with no divisions. Mr. Hagtsespr
concerns over the hold out parcel saying that he could support the proposed easement if the
landowner would donate the 193 acres with no division and no buildings. After discussion, Dr.
Cutler moved to approve the 193 acre easement with no division and no buildings, Mr. Walker
seconded, and the motion passed by a vote of six to one with Mr. Seilheimer voting against due
to the possibility of dense development occurring on the property without an easemermdo prot
it.

B10 — Terry of 590 acres in Roanoke and Montgomery Counties — Ruth Babylon presented the
proposed easement on the entirely wooded property that extends to the top of Poor Mountain, the
highest point in Roanoke County. The property is visible from the Blue Ridge Parkwath&om
“Poor Mountain Overlook”. The scenic values of the property will be protected witlnaésil

building zones and a no-build zone above the 3,500 foot contour line. The water quality of Big
Laurel Creek, a pristine stream supporting native trout, will be protected &b foot riparian

buffer. Big Laurel Creek is designated one of Virginia’s “Excepti@tate Waters” by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. Staff recommended approval with restoratiddrof V

template language. Dr. Cutler moved to approve the easement as amended kiir. Wal

seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

B11 — Reconsideration of Milton 197.89 acres in Montgomery County — Josh Gibson presented
the easement that had been approved at the June 2007 meeting contingent on an accurate survey
If the survey documented less than 200 acres one of the two secondary dwellings would be
eliminated. The landowner is requesting that the two secondary dwellintjsvibeda Dr.

Cutler moved to approve the easement with two secondary dwellings, Mr. Allen secdled,

the motion passed unanimously.

B12 — Reconsideration of Moore of 894 acres in Botetourt County — Ruth Babylon prekented t
easement that was approved in June 2007 with the request of the landowner to allow one
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additional aircraft hanger of no more than 12,000 square feet. The property curasniiye

aircraft hanger and the landowners don’t want to tear down a perfectly usefutdpinldirder to

have a larger aircraft hanger. To compensate for this request, the landolvreztuge the

number of secondary dwellings from four to two and give VOF prior written approval oriehe si
for any new dwelling and the new aircraft hanger. The provision of no new dwellibig vis

from Poor Farm Road will be removed. Mr. Walker moved to approve the easement with the
proposed amendments, Dr. Cutler seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as
amended.

B13 — Reconsideration of Temeles of 219.94 acres in Bedford County approved at the September
2007 meeting — Ruth Babylon presented the reconsideration due to Wachovia ‘s unwilliagness
subordinate their interest in the existing dwelling. Wachovia insists thatigtimg house and

one acre be removed from the easement. Staff recommends approving the eagbriest

parcels and only two dwellings. One parcel would have no dwelling but could be sold with the
existing dwelling and surrounding one acre. Martha Little pointed out that th@esatsas
recommended should be approved contingent on maintaining the right of way to timg existi

house. Dr. Cutler moved to approve with staff recommendation contingent on the nglty, of

Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

Dr. Cutler left the meeting at 1:00 p.m.

T2 — Cater’s Grove of 400.93 acres in James City County — Estie Thomas prdsemegpéerty
currently owned by Colonial Williamsburg and listed on the Virginia Landmaeigsier and
the National Register of Historic Places. The easement will beldwitl the Virginia
Department of Historic Resources. The historic property will be protegtddfined building
envelopees and recreational areas. The property contalmedfliry archeological sites, a
Native American ossuary, an"18entury Burwell cemetery, the site of"l&entury slave
quarters, the site of Wolstenholme (&' E&ntury town that was part of Martin’s Hundred), over
one mile of frontage on the James River, 25 acres of wetlands, 224.5 acres in the Garter’
Agricultural District, and Grices’ Run Natural Area (designated by BCHvision of Natural
Heritage for its old growth southern forest). The easement will proteset theources and the
historic core of the property. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easementeasgulelir.
Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

S1 — Aylor of 120.33 acres in Augusta County — Laura Thurman presented the propestg that
working cattle farm and provides scenic open-space views from State B8litasd 679. The
easement will protect the rural and agricultural character of tiae &e. Thurman reported that
the attorney for the donor had added language regarding multiple tax parcels anchgad cha
“private utilities” to “utilities and private roads” in the Building and Struetusection. Mr.
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion
passed unanimously.

S2 — Bratton of 415.57 acres in Highland County — Ms. Thurman presented the proposed
easement that will help preserve the rural and scenic qualities of Higitamdy, enhance the
water quality of the Jackson River with 50 foot riparian buffers, and protect scemgcfuoen
State Route 220, a Virginia Byway. Ms. Thurman reported that the language ipgros# of
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the shale to maintain farm roads on the property had been removed. She also said that she had
submitted the easement to Melissa Dowd, Attorney for Highland County, fowrbuiehad not

heard from her. After discussion, the Board directed Fred Fisher, SpeciabhAs8isbrney

General for VOF, send copies of the easements approved in Highland County AttorneyMr
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended contingent on receivinggonfir

from the county that the easement complies with the comprehensive plan. Mr. S¢alkeded

and the motion passed unanimously.

S3 — Bullpasture, LP of 1,778 acres in Highland County — Ms. Thurman presented the proposed
easement that contributes to the open-space and scenic views in the McDoWedieBadrea

and State Routes 250 and 678. The protection of this property will contribute to the water
quality of the Bullpasture River with 50 foot riparian buffers. Ms. Thurman reportethéhase

and extinguishment language had been restored to VOF template. Mr. Seilheimeranoved t
approve the easement as amended contingent on receiving confirmation from ti¢haiuhe
easement complies with the comprehensive plan, Mr. Allen seconded, and the matoh pas
unanimously.

S4 - Ford of 120 acres in Rockbridge County — Kristin Ford presented the easement that would
provide scenic and open-space views for the driving public on State Routes 670 and 672. The
property is currently used for agricultural production. The easement would contoilbiuige t

water quality of the Maury River, the James River, and the Chesapeake Baiparian buffers

on Woods Creek. Ms. Ford reported that additional language in the riparian batftos

would be added to the easement to protect the most important spring and karst dreas on t
property by requiring that livestock continue to be fenced out of those areas. Mr. Wallazt

to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Seilheimer seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

S5 — Frankford Farm, LLC of 235 acres in Clarke County — Ms. Ford presented the proposed
easement on a working cattle farm that provides scenic and open-space vigesiforing

public on Shepard’s Mill Road. Ms. Ford said that the landowner is requesting two pargels, f
primary dwellings of no more than 4,500 square feet, two cottages of no more than 600 square
feet and offering a 200 foot building setback from Shepard’s Mill Road and 100 foot no-plow
buffers on Wheat Spring Branch. Staff recommended approving the easethemtonprimary
dwellings, two secondary dwellings, and that the two cottages would be built within 200 dee
primary dwelling or a 13,000 square foot cap on the four primary dwellings. Afteisdien,

Mr. Walker moved to approve the easement with a 13,000 square foot total for the four
dwellings, that the two 600 square foot cottages which must be located within 200deetodf

the four dwellings, and with language that would return the mineral rights laatu&@F
template. Ms. Ward seconded and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

S6 — Harris of 405 acres in Rockbridge County — Ms. Ford presented the property thayis highl
visible from State Routes 612, 611, and 644 and contains portions of North and South Buffalo
Creeks. The scenic values of the property will be protected by defined buildingpeesel The
water quality of Buffalo Creek will be protected by a 50 foot riparian buaffielr 100 foot buffers
around the sinkholes on the property. After discussion, staff recommended approving the
easement with the railroad tract and cars included in the .5% impervious cap and coatirgent
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complete legal description. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve with staff recomtioasddr.
Walker seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

S7 — Kingfisher Farms, LLC of 174.62 acres in Rockbridge County — Laura Thurman @desent
the property that provides scenic and open-space views for the driving public ondsiize R

717 and 622. To protect the scenic values of the property there will be no buildings allowed
within 500 feet of the centerline of Route 717. The proposed easement will contribute to the
water quality of Mill Creek with 50 foot no-plow buffer. The sinkholes on the propelitgiao

be protected be a 50 foot no build zones. Mr. Allen moved to approve the easement as
presented, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

S8 — Mason Simpson Trust “River Ridge Ranch, LLC” of 296.85 acres in Bath County — Ms.
Thurman explained that this easement was originally presented at thenlS&p2©07 meeting

and had been approved conditionally. She reported that the use, notice, extinguishment, and
utilities language had been corrected and the easement now included the hodes thaitved in

the September version. The house that stands in the hole has been added to the aggregate square
footage for the permitted dwellings. Ms. Thurman recommended approval. Mr. Aitkel Sm

moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

S9 — Swisher of 148 acres in Rockbridge County — Laura Thurman presented the praperty th
contributes to the open-space, scenic, and rural character of the county. Thedpeageseent
will protect the scenic views for the driving public with a 250 foot no build setback frdm Sta
Routes 602 and 622. Alone Mill Creek will be protected with a 50 foot riparian buffer and the
sinkhole will be protected with a 50 foot no-build zone. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the
easement as presented, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

S10 — Teague of 736.88 acres in Highland County — Ms. Thurman presented the proposed
easement that allows only three parcels, three primary dwellings of nahmaré,500 square

feet, three secondary dwellings of no more than 2,000 square feet, camp struckuags wit
aggregate of 10,000 square feet, farm building review at 4,500 square feet, and a 300 foot
setback from U.S. Highway 220 for dwellings. The easement will contribute veatiee quality

of the area with a 50 foot forested riparian buffer on Stony Run and a 35 foot no-plow buffer on
Peaks Run. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as presented contingeiiiog re
confirmation from the county that the easement complies with the comprehplasiy&r.

Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

S11 — Whitmore of 295.54 acres in Rockbridge County — Ms. Thurman presented the property
that is a working farm owned by the same family since 1868. The proposed easdment wi
contribute to the scenic, open-space, and rural character of the area wittoatEi@eiling

setback from 1-81 and a 250 foot dwelling setback from secondary roads. Waitgrwjilldde
protected by 50 foot riparian buffers on Cedar Creek and its perennial and intermittent
tributaries. The easement also protects the cave on the property with a 100doid zone.
Protecting this property will contribute to the scenic views for the driving gohli-81 and

State Route 609. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Walker
seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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S12 — Wincofa FRP & GGP, LLC was withdrawn from consideration.

S13 — Reconsideration of Martin 220.57 acres in Rockbridge County — Ms. Thurman presented
the property that is a working dairy farm containing 80% soils classifipdras or of statewide
importance by the county soil scientist. The landowners are requesting a 10,000cmuare f
agricultural building in a specific building envelope that will be approved befereatement is
recorded. Staff has requested that the Boundary Line Adjustment (BLA)dmelachto apply

only to other VOF easements. Mr. Allen moved to approve the easement as amended| Mr. Abe
Smith seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

T1 — Bellows of 500 acres in Lancaster County and Kilmarnock — Estie Thomastprethe
heavily wooded property that is one of the last large parcels of land adjacentoorihef
Kilmarnock and provides scenic open-space views to the driving public on State Routdh200. T
easement will contribute to the water quality of the Chesapeake Bay witbdtQ@ofplow

riparian buffers on the creeks and gullies draining into the Eastern Brar@h©@bitrotoman

River. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Walkeleseand

the motion passed unanimously.

T3 — Henley of 497 acres in King and Queen County — Ms. Thomas presented the property that
is currently in agricultural use and contains “Hillsborough” which is listed on ittggnia

Landmarks Register and the National Register of Historic Places. dperfyris situated on the
banks of the Mattaponi River, a tributary of the Chesapeake Bay. The easelnamitvibute

to the water quality of the Mattaponi River with 35 foot riparian buffers on the mder a

perennial streams on the property. “Hillsborough” is protected by no willful donol

language and may not be enlarged to more than 5,000 square feet. Mr. Seilheimer moved to
approve the easement as presented, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

T4 — Mundy Point Farm, Inc. of 109 acres in Northumberland County — Ms. Thomas presented
the property that has extensive shoreline on Wilkins Creek, Mill Creek, West Yieodgiver,

and South Yeocomico River that will be protected by 100 foot riparian buffers which wil
contribute to the water quality of the Chesapeake Bay. The landowner is askihgriges in

the Buildings and Structures, “(i) the existing single-family dwejlorgany replacement thereof
which shall not exceed 5,000 square feet of above-ground enclosed living area aethe sam
location orat any one of the four alternate replacement manor house sites identified on the
attached platand (ii) one secondary dwelling or dwelling unit such as a guest house or garage
or barn apartment of with none exist on the date of this easement, which such dwdlling sha
exceed 2,000 square feet of above-ground enclosed livingoatgarovided however, that if no
such secondary dwelling or dwelling unit has been constructed at a alternative replacement
manor house sites pursuant to 2 (i) above, the Grantor may also waive the right provided in this
subparagraph (ii( to construct a secondary dwelling or dwelling unit and instead to use the
existing single family dwelling referenced in the subparagraph (i( as a secondary dwelling, but
in such event Grantor may not enlarge that buildingfalics represents the changes.) Mr.
Seilheimer moved to approve the easement with the amended language, Mr. Able Smith
seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.
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T5 — O.D.R. LLC of 238 acres in King George County — Ms. Thomas presented the property that
contains wetlands along Peppermill Creek and the historic rail bed of the obigimgren
Railroad which was built during World War Il to service the Navy Baseaatdden. The

property is privately owned but is managed by a group called the Friends of theeDahlgr
Heritage Railroad. The public may use the trial after receiving aausgtgrom the Friends
group. The easement will protect the property with no division, no structures diefacither
than informational kiosks, a primitive camp site, parking, sanitation, watatiésgiand a safety
wall adjoining the Northern Virginia Shooting facility. Staff recommendsagbrof the
easement with VOF prior written approval for the allowed structures anchioigtai

memorandum of understanding with the Friends group for stewardship. After discud$ion sta
recommended citing a minimum size for the riparian buffer due to the varialbitig property.
Mr. Abel Smith moved to approve the easement with staff recommendations, Mr. Allen
seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

T6 — Parson of 129 acres in Essex County — Ms. Thomas presented the easement tisadrprotec
active agriculture and forest use property that lies within the watersl@ctopacia Creek, a
tributary of the Rappahannock River. The easement contributes to the water quatispbng

best management practices are used in forestry and water resource mahaiygsn&€homas
reported that the easement’s whereas clauses had been revised to eiteheeflues of the
property. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Walkerdseconde
and the motion was passed unanimously.

T7 — Reconsideration of Franklin, LLC of 355 acres in Essex County — Ms. Thomas presented
the property that is in agricultural use consisting of small grain production aed mrdwoods
and pine forest, with shoreline and wetlands on Farmer’s Hall and Margaret begSw
(tributaries of the Rappahannock River), and lies in the boundaries of the USFW & d&equuk
River National Wildlife Refuge. The easement allows three parcels,ghreary dwellings,

and three secondary dwellings. The protection of this property will contribute to tikre wa
quality of the Rappahannock River and the Chesapeake Bay with 100 foot riparianddaffgrs

the edge of Farmer’s Hall Creek. The easement will also help presermgal character of

upper Essex County. Ms. Thomas reported that VOF template language had beed t@she
Enforcement, Documentation, and General Provisions sections. Language hasrabidiee
giving VOF approval of any wetlands restoration done on the property. Mr. Walked nwove
approve the easement as amended, Mr. Allen seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

T8 — Reconsideration of Franklin of 146 acres in Essex County — Ms. Thomas presented the
amended easement which will also protect the water quality of the Rappahanverciarigi
Chesapeake Bay with 100 foot riparian buffers on Farmer’s Hall Creek. Theesasdiows no
division, one primary dwelling, one secondary dwelling, farm building review at 4,500 square
feet, and exclude livestock from the riparian buffers. Ms. Thomas reported tRaexplate
language had been restored to the Enforcement, Documentation, and General Provisions
sections. Language has been added giving VOF approval of any wetlandsigstdone on

the property. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve the easement as amended, Mr. Albel Smi
seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
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T9 — Reconsideration of Griffin of 100.56 acres in King George County — Ms. Thomas pesente
the request to amend an easement approved at the June 2007 meeting. The landowner is
requesting an increase in the size of the permitted 2,000 square feet dwelling to 2,589@stjuar
so they can enclose a “sleeping porch”. Mr. Seilheimer moved to approve thenaeme, Mr.

Walker seconded, and the easement was approved unanimously as amended.

T10 — Reconsideration of Moore “Pleasant View” of 171 acres in Middlesex County — Ms.

Thomas presented the request to increase the square footage of the primangsiveth 4,500

to 6,000 square feet and add two secondary dwellings of 2,000 square feet. Mr. Seilheimer

moved to approve the amended easement as presented, Mr. Abel Smith seconded, and the motion
passed unanimously.

T11 — Reconsideration of White Oak, LLC of 543 acres in Essex County — Ms. Thomas

presented the easement that allows two parcels, two primary dwellings of 4.&06 feet, two
secondary dwellings of 2,000 square feet, farm building review at 4,500 squaf€@efetot

riparian buffers with livestock excluded, and VOF approval of any wetlands testorir.

Allen moved to approve the easement as presented, Mr. Walker seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

Mr. Seilheimer made the Board aware that he intended to donate an easemengttnibatP
Environmental Council and transfer that easement to VOF after he raedimeshie Board of
Trustees.

Mr. Walker moved to adjourn at 2:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Patricia A. Cleary
Executive Assistant
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Attachment #1

VIRGINIA OUTDOORS FOUNDATION
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF MOUNTAIN HERITAGE, INC.

WHEREAS, the Virginia Outdoors Foundation (VOT) supports environmental education;
and,

WHEREAS, Mountain Heritage, Inc. is a non-profit conservation organization dedicated
to the preservation and perpetuation of the social, cultural and natural resources of the
Appalachian Mountains; and,

WHEREAS, Mountain Heritage, Inc. provides educational publications to local
environmental and conservation groups; and,

WHEREAS, Mountain Heritage, Inc. provides educational publications to local school
systems; now, therefore, be it;

RESOLVED by the Virginia OQutdoors Foundation Board of Trustees this 14th day of
November 2007, That the Board of Trustees authorizes a donation of $1,500 to Mountain
Heritage, Inc. for production of the Big Sandy publication.

ADOPTED by a vote of 6 in favor and 0 against.

A .

A
b N e
ATTEST:
G. Robert Lee, Executive Director
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Attachment #2

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION TO SET MEETING DATES FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2008 FOR
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE VIRGINIA OUTDOORS FOUNDATION

WHEREAS, The Virginia Outdoors Foundation (VOF) Board of Trustees typically meets
at least four times a year to consider easement proposals and matters of land conservation
policy; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED by the Virginia Outdoors Foundation Board of Trustees, this 14™ day of
November 2007, That the following dates be, and are hereby, adopted for VOF Board of
Trustee meetings in the calendar year 2006.

January 24™, 2008 Richmond
Policy/Legislation Coordination

April 16® & 17%, 2008 Charlottesville or TBA
Policy and Easement Consideration

July 9" & 10%, 2008 Charlottesville or TBA
Policy and Easement Consideration

October 22™ & 23, 2008 Charlotiesville or TBA
Policy and Easement Consideration

ADOPTED by a vote of 6 in favor to 0 against.

/MQJK D
ATTERT, —

(. Robert Lee, Executive Director
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Attachment #3

RESOLUTION TO AMEND TWO
FAUQUIER COUNTY EASEMENTS

Whereas, Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation has applied {0 the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
to construct an additional underground natural gas pipeline facility (the “Proposed
Emprovements”™) within its existing 40 easement for expansion of its transmission and
compression of natural gas facilities to meet the increased need of the eastern United
States;

Whereas, pursuant to FERC requirements, an additional twenty feet of right-of-way
(“Additional Right-of~-Way”) for access and maintenance will be required to construct the
Proposed Improvements;

Whereas, Columbia Gas appeared at the June, 2007 Board of Trustees’ to present its need
for the Proposed Improvements and VOF staff met with representatives of Columbia Gas
and FERC to review the impact of the Proposed Improvements and Additional Right-of-
Way on those certain properties owned by Piedmont Environmental Council and Joseph
Duncan and Shannon Stimson and subject to VOF open-space casements, located in
Fauguier County;

Whereas, VOF staff has determined that the conservation values of each property will not
be adversely impacted by the Proposed Improvements or the Additional Right-of-Way
and will not result in a diversion or conversion of the land from open-space;

Whereas, the landowners and Columbia Gas have jointly asked the VOF Board of
Trustees to amend the respective open-space easements relative to their properties to
confirm that the Proposed Improvements and Additional Right-of-Way will not violate
the terms of the open-space easements;

Whereas, in exchange for the grant of the Additional Right-of-Way, Columbia Gas’
intends to subordinate its existing easement rights and Additional Right-of-Way rights to
each of the VOF open-space easements covering the above-referenced properties and in
doing so Columbia Gas will relinquish any rights it may have to construct above-ground
facilities within its existing 40° easement, other than safety markers, and all of its
activities within it 40 easement and the Additional Right-of-Way will be conducted in a
manner consistent with the terms of the respective open-space easements;

Whereas, VOF staff has concluded that such amendments will result in a strengthening of
the open-space easements and greater protection of the conservation values protected
thereby;

Whereas, the VOF Board of Trustees has reviewed the proposed amendments and

agreements for Additional Right-of-Way and determined that Proposed Improvements
will not violate the open-space easements or constitute a diversion or conversion of open-
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space as described in Section 10,1-1704 of the Code of Virginia and that the proposed
amendments of the open-space easements will result in a strengthening of the easements
and greater protection of the conservation values protected thereby; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, by the Board of Trustees of the Virginia Qutdoors Foundation, this 14 day
of November, 2007, that the open-space easements on the PEC property and the Duncan
Stimson property and agreements for Additional Right-of-Way be approved as presented
to this Board meeting with such revisions needed for clarification as approved by staff
with the advice of the Attorney General’s Office and to authorize a Deputy Director to
sign the amended open-space easements and agreements for Additional Right-of-Way on
the behalf of the Virginia Outdoors Foundation.

ADOPTED by a vote of 6 10 0.

d
(- ﬁ‘:‘wwk\ﬂ-'\{ L\»
ATTEST:
G. Robert Lee, Executive Director
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