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Virginia: 
 
AT A REGULAR MEETING of the Nelson County Board of Supervisors at 2:00 p.m. in the General 
District Courtroom located on the third floor of the Nelson County Courthouse, in Lovingston, Virginia. 
 
Present:  Ernie Q. Reed, Central District Supervisor – Chair 
  Jesse N. Rutherford, East District Supervisor – Vice Chair 
  Thomas D. Harvey, North District Supervisor 
  J. David Parr, West District Supervisor 
  Robert G. “Skip” Barton, South District Supervisor 
  Stephen A. Carter, County Administrator 
  Amanda B. Spivey, Administrative Assistant/Deputy Clerk 
  Candice W. McGarry, Director of Finance and Human Resources 
  Robert Brown, VDOT Residency Administrator 
  Jerry West, Director of Parks and Recreation 
  Jackie Britt, Registrar 

Andrew Crane, Information Systems 
  Rachel Arthur, Information Systems 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mr. Reed called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m., with five (5) Supervisors present to establish a quorum. 

 
A.  Moment of Silence 

 B.  Pledge of Allegiance – Mr. Rutherford led in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
 
Mr. Reed reviewed the public comment policy and then opened public comments. 
 

1. Hunter Woodson, Arrington, VA 
Mr. Woodson spoke about the Christmas tree at Union Bank in Lovingston.  He noted that it was dead 
and the bank planned to have it cut down.  He then had researched artificial trees and had been 
fundraising and working with local businesses to sponsor the tree.   He found a pre-lit twenty-foot 
artificial tree to replace it.  Estimated life of the tree is 10 years for a 90-day season, but hoping to 
double the lifetime if used for 45 days out of the year. He was hoping that the Board may be able to 
help assist with the costs.  Mr. Rutherford asked Mr. Woodson to stay through public comments as they 
would address his request later in the meeting. 
 
2.  Beth Cunningham, Nelson County Victim Witness Program 
Ms. Cunningham thanked the Board for recognizing October as National Domestic Awareness Month.  
She noted that the Nelson County Victim Witness Program would be hosting its annual candlelight 
vigil that evening at 6pm at the Heritage Center.  The vigil is a time to mourn the lives lost and celebrate 
the survivors of domestic violence.  She noted that since the pandemic, cases of domestic violence had 
dramatically increased across the country and in Nelson County as well.  Half of her cases in the last 
year were with victims of domestic violence.  She went on the thank the Nelson County Commonwealth 
Attorney’s office in prosecuting these cases, the Nelson County Sheriff’s Office for their work on 
domestic calls.  She then thanked the Board for their continued support. 
 
3.  Darrell Lang, Shipman, Virginia 
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Mr. Lang asked if the Board had time to review the information that had been provided to them earlier 
that day.  He wanted to allow them an opportunity to review and he could return during the evening 
session to answer any questions.  He spoke for keeping the Confederate Memorial where it is located 
for Tourism purposes, as well as a whipping post, and the little office on the Courthouse lawn.  He felt 
that the County could leverage its history to draw in more tourism to Lovingston. He also noted several 
historic buildings in Lovingston and their uses in the past. He stated that again he could return to the 
evening session to further discuss and answer questions.  Mr. Reed confirmed that there would be an 
evening session and he was welcome to return and speak during public comments if he wished. 
 
4.  Anne Norwood, Lovingston, Virginia 
Ms. Norwood spoke regarding the Rockfish Ranch Resort project on Stagebridge Road, which she 
described as 25 short term motel units, 17,000 square foot wedding venue, spa, trails, office, etc.  She 
went on to state that the Resort had pulled its special use permit to work through by-right maneuvering.  
She asked that the Board make changes to the ordinances, clarify definitions, intentions, and limits of 
by-right privileges.  She concluded that if an out-of-town commercial corporation can develop an 
expansive resort without going through the special use permit process, then there has been a failure of 
the county zoning ordinance, common sense and county leadership. 
 
5.  Barbara White, Lovingston, Virginia 
Ms. White was concerned about the planned Rockfish Ranch project.  Her focus is on the potential 
impacts to the Rockfish River, which her property has about 1.5 miles of river frontage downstream 
from Rockfish Ranch.  She is concerned about overuse from guests, which could lead to debris 
accidentally or carelessly entering the river, erosion of the riverbank, trespassers, possibility of septic 
seepage, and potential run-off from products used on the property.  She noted that further downstream 
a 9.75-mile-long portion of the Rockfish River is designated as a Virginia Scenic River and concern 
for any adverse impacts.  She asked that the Board help protect the Rockfish River. 
 

After hearing no further public comments, Mr. Reed then closed public comments.  Mr. Rutherford asked 
Mr. Reed if the Board could address Mr. Hunter Woodson in regards to his request for support from the 
Board for the artificial Christmas tree in Lovingston.  Mr. Rutherford noted the importance of having a 
Christmas tree in Lovingston as a landmark during the Christmas Parade.  Mr. Rutherford noted that Mr. 
Woodson had created an LLC.  Mr. Woodson verified that his business is Blue Ridge Christmas Cottage 
and he had obtained permission from the bank to install the tree.  The remaining balance needed was 
$10,776.43.  Mr. Rutherford felt it appropriate for the Board to contribute some, if not all funds.  Mr. 
Rutherford asked for the Board’s thoughts on moving forward.  Mr. Rutherford noted that since the tree is 
artificial, it could be moved to another location in Lovingston if needed.  Mr. Rutherford then asked about 
storage.  Mr. Woodson stated that Ms. Heather Goodwin was checking with The Cold Storage in Arrington 
on use of a shipping container to store the tree after the holidays.  Mr. Reed asked if Mr. Woodson had 
checked into a live tree.  Mr. Woodson said he had inquired with Saunders Brothers but did not hear back.  
Mr. Woodson noted the cost and upkeep of maintaining a live tree.  Mr. Reed then asked if Mr. Woodson 
had any idea on what a live tree would cost, and Mr. Woodson stated he did not.  Mr. Rutherford also 
reminded the Board that if a live tree was planted, it was still on bank property that could be sold later.  Mr. 
Rutherford made a motion to approve fully funding the remaining balance of $10,776.43 to help purchase 
the tree to place in downtown Lovingston.  Mr. Barton seconded the motion.  Mr. Harvey stated that he 
would still prefer a live tree.  Mr. Rutherford understood and suggested that was something they could work 
on in the future.  Mr. Barton also stated that he preferred a live tree.  Mr. Parr stated that he was in agreement 
that a live tree would not be cheaper and the artificial tree provided portability for festivities and did not 
require constant upkeep. There being no further discussion, a roll call vote was taken and the motion for 
funding was approved (5-0). 
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III. CONSENT AGENDA 
Mr. Rutherford asked Mr. Reed if the Board could pull item D (Proclamation P2021-01) from the agenda 
to read aloud since Beth Cunningham was in attendance for Domestic Violence Awareness Month.  Mr.  
Reed agreed with the change to the agenda.  Mr. Rutherford then moved to approve the Consent Agenda 
and Mr. Parr seconded the motion. There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-
0) by roll call vote to approve the motion and the following resolutions were adopted: 
 

A. Resolution – R2021-51 Minutes for Approval: 
 

RESOLUTION R2021-51 
NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
(September 14, 2021) 

 
RESOLVED, by the Nelson County Board of Supervisors that the minutes of said Board 

meeting conducted on September 14, 2021 be and hereby are approved and authorized for entry 
into the official record of the Board of Supervisors meetings. 

 
B. Resolution – R2021-52 Budget Amendment 

 
RESOLUTION R2021-52 

NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  
AMENDMENT OF FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022 BUDGET  

NELSON COUNTY, VA 
October 12, 2021 

 

I. Appropriation of Funds (General Fund) 

 Amount Revenue Account (-) Expenditure Account (+) 
 $ 17,935.31 3-100-009999-0001 4-100-022010-5419 
 $ 92,322.26 3-100-009999-0001 4-100-031020-5419 
 $ 74,893.29 3-100-009999-0001 4-100-091050-7180 
 $ 7,000.00 3-100-002404-0030 4-100-081020-7065 
  $ 5,560.48 3-100-003303-0008 4-100-031020-3030 
 197,711.34   

 
 C.  Resolution – R2021-53 and R2021-54 Nelson County TAP Applications  
  

RESOLUTION R2021-53 
NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES SET-ASIDE APPLICATION TO 
FUND FRONT STREET SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS 

 
WHEREAS, Nelson County completed a CDBG Business Revitalization Planning Grant in September of 
2020 that identified the need for pedestrian improvements along Front Street between Main Street and 
Theater Drive; and  
 
WHEREAS, the existing sidewalks along Front Street do not consistently meet ADA standards, contain 
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obstructions, and no pedestrian crosswalks are provided within the proposed improvement area; and   
WHEREAS, the Nelson County Comprehensive Plan designates Lovingston as a “Rural Small Town 
Development Model” specifying the importance of creating blocks with sidewalks to support the higher 
density development pattern; and  
 
WHEREAS, in accordance with the Commonwealth Transportation Board construction allocation 
procedures, it is necessary that a resolution be received from the sponsoring local jurisdiction or agency 
requesting the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) to establish a project in Nelson County;   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, Nelson County requests the Commonwealth Transportation 
Board to establish a project for sidewalk improvements along the west side of Front Street between Main 
Street and Theater Drive.   
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: Nelson County hereby agrees to provide its share of the total 
cost for preliminary engineering, right-of-way and construction of this project in accordance with the 
project financial documents subject to appropriation.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: Nelson County requests that VDOT administers the project in 
accordance with all applicable federal, state and local requirements for design, right-of-way acquisition, 
and construction of the project.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: If Nelson County subsequently elects to cancel the project, 
Nelson County hereby agrees to reimburse VDOT for the total amount of costs expended by VDOT through 
the date VDOT is notified of such cancellation.  Nelson County also agrees to repay any funds previously 
reimbursed that are later deemed ineligible by the Federal Highway Administration or VDOT.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: The Board of Nelson County hereby grants authority for the 
County Administrator to apply for funds and execute project administration agreements, as well as other 
documents necessary for approved projects. 
 
 

RESOLUTION R2021-54 
NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES SET-ASIDE APPLICATION TO FUND 
THE RELOCATION AND RENOVATION OF GLADSTONE DEPOT 

 
WHEREAS, the Friends of Gladstone Depot has been established for the purpose of relocating and 
restoring the Gladstone Depot currently located on property owned by CSX Transportation Company;  
 
WHEREAS, the building has been determined eligible for the Virginia Landmarks Register and National 
Register of Historic Places and its preservations is supported by the Virginia Department of Historic 
Resources; and   
 
WHEREAS, the Nelson County Comprehensive Plan identifies the preservation and protection of the 
historic character of features of Nelson County as a goal in its Comprehensive Plan; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Nelson County Board of Supervisors voted to sponsor the project application on behalf 
of the Friends of Gladstone Depot at their meeting on May 11, 2021; and   
 
WHEREAS, in accordance with the Commonwealth Transportation Board construction allocation 
procedures, it is necessary that a resolution be received from the sponsoring local jurisdiction or agency 
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requesting the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) to establish a project in Nelson County;   
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, Nelson County requests the Commonwealth Transportation 
Board to establish a project for the relocation and restoration, interior and exterior, of the historic Gladstone 
Depot for use as a community center.   
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: Nelson County hereby agrees to provide its share of the total 
cost for preliminary engineering, right-of-way and construction of this project in accordance with the 
project financial documents subject to appropriation.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: Nelson County hereby agrees to enter into a project 
administration agreement with VDOT and provide the necessary oversight to ensure the project is 
developed in accordance with all applicable federal, state and local requirements for design, right-of-way 
acquisition, and construction of the project.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: If Nelson County subsequently elects to cancel the project, 
Nelson County hereby agrees to reimburse VDOT for the total amount of costs expended by VDOT through 
the date VDOT is notified of such cancellation.  Nelson County also agrees to repay any funds previously 
reimbursed that are later deemed ineligible by the Federal Highway Administration or VDOT. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: The Board of Nelson County hereby grants authority for the 
County Administrator to apply for funds and execute project administration agreements, as well as other 
documents necessary for approved projects. 
 

D. Proclamation – P2021-01 October is Domestic Violence Awareness Month 
 
Mr. Rutherford made the motion to approve Proclamation P2021-01 and then read the proclamation.  Mr. 
Rutherford then reaffirmed his motion and Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There being no further 
discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the motion and the following 
proclamation was adopted: 

 
PROCLAMATION P2021-02 

NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OCTOBER IS DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH 

 
WHEREAS, the problems of domestic violence are not confined to any group or groups of people but cross 
all economic, racial and societal barriers, and are supported by societal indifference; and 
 
WHEREAS, the crime of domestic violence violates an individual’s privacy, dignity, security, and 
humanity, due to systematic use of physical, emotional, sexual, psychological and economic control and/or 
abuse, with the impact of this crime being wide-ranging; and 
 
WHEREAS, no one person, organization, agency or community can eliminate domestic violence on their 
own—we must work together to educate our entire population about what can be done to prevent such 
violence, support victims/survivors and their families, and increase support for agencies providing services 
to those community members; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Shelter for Help in Emergency has led the way in the County of Nelson in addressing 
domestic violence by providing 24-hour hotline services to victims/survivors and their families, offering 
support and information, and empowering survivors to chart their own course for healing; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Shelter for Help in Emergency, recognized as an essential service provider during the 
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COVID-19 global pandemic, continued to provide services and be a safe haven for victims of domestic 
violence in the County of Nelson; and  
WHEREAS, the Shelter for Help in Emergency commemorates its 42nd year of providing unparalleled 
services to women, children and men who have been victimized by domestic violence; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, in recognition of the important work being done by the Shelter 
for Help in Emergency, the Nelson County Board of Supervisors do hereby proclaim the month of October 
2021 as DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH, and urge all citizens to actively participate in 
the elimination of personal and institutional violence against women, children and men. 

 
 
IV. PRESENTATIONS 

A. VDOT Report 
 
Mr. Brown of VDOT was present and gave the following report:  Mr. Brown reported that the Rural Rustic 
projects had been completed on Cedar Creek Road and High Peak Road. They had concerns from citizens 
regarding high grass.  They have been working on some spot mowing in median areas before final mowing 
on four lane highways which will take place after November 1st, when pollinator restrictions expire.  Rt. 
655 traffic study has been completed, installing additional new warning signs.  They would also be putting 
new guardrails in soon. Mr. Brown had looked into speed counts on 151 during weekends.  He had gotten 
a commitment from traffic engineers to do study over the following three weekends, which should capture 
increased traffic counts particularly with the peak foliage happening.  Mr. Reed asked how long the study 
would take and Mr. Brown stated that this would be done locally, so it should not take long to have 
information back. 
 
Supervisors then discussed the following VDOT issues: 
 
Mr. Parr:  
 
Mr. Parr had no VDOT issues to discuss. 
 
Mr. Rutherford: 
 
Mr. Rutherford asked if Mr. Brown could look into tree trimming needed near Rockfish River Elementary 
(Route 151) and Nelson County High School (Route 29).  He had spoken with Sheriff Hill previously 
regarding visibility concerns. 
 
Mr. Harvey:  
 
Mr. Harvey had no VDOT issues to discuss. 
 
Mr. Barton: 
 
Mr. Barton brought up issues with the Tye River railroad underpass signage for truck drivers.  Recently 
another truck had to get turned around in yard of resident in that area.  Mr. Barton thought they may need 
better signage.  Mr. Brown said there is a sign at Route 60 and Tye River Road advising truckers.  Mr. 
Brown thought he had asked this to be looked at again previously and the traffic engineer didn’t have any 
recommendations.  Mr. Brown said he would have it evaluated again. 
 
Mr. Reed:  
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Mr. Reed brought up Adial Road with two concerns.  At Lakeside coming into Adial, there is a school bus 
pickup for about 10 students, this is located right between two 25 mph speed limit areas.  It seems that 
vehicles are accelerating through the intersection which is beyond the 25 mph speed limit. Parents are 
concerned for safety of students getting on and off of the bus. Mr. Reed didn’t know if keeping a 25 mph 
speed limit through that area would be a solution or possibly adding a bus stop sign.  He urged Mr. Brown 
to make sure this gets looked into. Mr. Brown asked if the bus stop could have a sight distance issue as 
well.  Mr. Reed said he felt that there was an issue with sight distance also.  He then mentioned Adial Road 
at 151 where the landscaping at Giuseppe’s blocks line of sight to the south.  He also felt that the 45 mph 
speed limit may not be enough to help.  Mr. Brown suggested maybe evaluating the addition of a stop bar 
to show folks where they need stop to look for oncoming traffic.  Mr. Brown noted that when a stop bar is 
not present, people are hesitant to pull up to the edge of the travel lane because they are worried about their 
vehicle sticking out into the road.  Mr. Brown also said that they would look at the landscaping to see if it 
is in the right of way.   
 
Mr. Reed then noted Serenity Ridge which is located on the end of Drumheller, off of River Road.  They 
are a retreat center which hosts people all from all over.  There are a few large potholes that need to be 
checked right at the entrance. 
 
Mr. Reed lastly mentioned the improvements at Huffman and The Hollow where Davis Creek passes 
through.  There had been some problems with drainage and the citizens wanted to express their gratitude 
for the work crews that had worked hard to resolve the issues. 
 
 

B. Local Redistricting Plan Proposal 
 
Mr. Carter spoke regarding the redistricting proposal as Ms. Rorrer was out sick. The Information Systems 
department had updated the district data to include the prisoner population.  He noted that the population 
range in which in district should be 2,842 to 3,103, and the Central district is the only district that does not 
conform to the required +/- 5% deviation.  He noted that Ms. Rorrer’s previous work showed moving some 
of the Central District residents in the Woods Mill area into the East District. Mr. Carter then presented an 
Election District Map Scenario 2 (September 16, 2021) which showed the movement of populations in 
several areas which could provide the closest balance for all districts.   
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Mr. Carter had just spoken to Ms. Jackie Britt earlier and she informed him that the state commission missed 
meeting deadline, so they were not sure when the board would need to finish the local plan but the 
assumption was by the end of November or December. Mr. Rutherford suggested to fix the district that is 
in need of correction, rather than moving multiple people around, which would upset many.  Mr. Carter 
reiterated Ms. Rorrer’s initial plan to move about 120 people in the Wood Ridge area from the Central into 
the East District.  Mr. Reed asked when the last redistricting had been done.  Mr. Carter answered that the 
last redistricting had been done in 2011, following the census.  Mr. Carter noted that in the State’s 
redistricting, the County could potentially be consolidated in House of Delegates.   Mr. Reed wanted to 
focus on a plan that would give the best distribution of districts.  Mr. Carter again reiterated that the simplest 
plan to move the 120 residents from the Central District to the East District would then put all districts 
within the 5% range and then potentially provide those residents with a closer location to vote in Faber.  
Mr. Rutherford suggested that he and Mr. Reed get together to discuss options with Ms. Rorrer.  Mr. Reed 
asked if a change was necessary in the North District.  Mr. Carter stated that they were within the 5% range 
and the only district that needed to be changed was the Central District.  Ms. Britt noted to the Board that 
the current draft versions from Virginia’s Redistricting Commission show Nelson County being in one 
district for both the House and Senate.  Mr. Rutherford stated that it may be better for the County to all be 
in the same district.  Mr. Reed and Mr. Rutherford were both in agreement to meet with Ms. Rorrer, Mr. 
Crane and Ms. Arthur to review the changes needed.  The Board was in consensus for the meeting with a 
follow up for next steps in November. 
 
V. NEW & UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
 A.  Radio Subscriber Upgrades 
 
Mr. Carter provided the Radio Subscriber updates and made reference to the memo provided by Ms. 
Rorrer. The Board had previously decided at the September meeting to wait to discuss the radios as Mr. 
Harvey was not able to be in attendance and they wanted to receive his input.  Mr. Carter noted that Ms. 
Rorrer had received additional proposal for Kenwood radios since the Board’s last meeting.  The report 
provided a cost breakdown to include comparisons in pricing and needs with each department.   
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Mr. Carter noted that the staff recommendation was to not pursue Kenwood radios as the County already 
has a Motorola system in place.  Mr. Carter also noted that this would be an allowable use for American 
Rescue Plan funding.  Mr. Harvey asked is Sheriff’s Hill had any issues with the radios.  Sheriff Hill 
stated the radios work, but new positions created a need for additional new radios.  Once they fill current 
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vacancies, they will not have enough radios.  Mr. Harvey asked what happened to the radios they had and 
Sheriff Hill explain that some of these positions were brand new.  Mr. Carter referenced the memo from 
Ms. Rorrer and reference that the Motorola radios had more functionality than the Kenwood radios.  Mr. 
Harvey stated that he was not aware of any issues with Fire and Rescue radios and he did not see any 
need to spend money to replace all of the radios, rather they should only purchase the radios that are 
needed.  Sheriff Hill was also concerned with the ability to communicate with other agencies.  Mr. 
Harvey said that they should be able to have someone from Clear to check and make sure the 
programming was correct.  Mr. Harvey stated that he would be more than happy to meet with Ms. Rorrer 
to go over the options.  Mr. Reed asked to clarify the total cost to replace all radios with Motorola because 
it was not quite clear.  Mr. Carter said that if you added in everything to include the other groups 
(Government Services, Schools and Service Authority), the cost was over $1.1 million.  The Board was in 
consensus to have Mr. Harvey meet with Ms. Rorrer and Sheriff Hill to discuss radio needs.  Mr. Carter 
asked if the Board would prefer to use American Rescue Plan (ARP) funding or pay out of the General 
Fund. Mr. Reed suggested that if they were only dealing with the Sheriff’s radios, that it would be fine to 
use the ARP funds. 
 
 

B. Department of Social Services Funding Request 
 
Mr. Carter presented the request for funding from the Department of Social Services (DSS).  Ms. Angela 
Rose had sent a request for an additional $5,000.00 in funding to be used for continued post covid 
emergency support and assistance of utility bills for customers of DSS.  County staff had evaluated whether 
to use the ARP funding but County staff had reviewed the request and suggested the Board could pay out 
of the contingency funds in order to maintain the balance of the ARP funding.  Mr. Reed suggested that 
they use the ARP funding because it certainly does qualify.  Mr. Rutherford moved to approved the request 
for $5,000.00 in funding to DSS for covid related expenses.  Mr. Barton seconded the motion.  There being 
no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the motion. 
 

C. Wintergreen Fire Loan Request 
Mr. Carter presented a loan request from Wintergreen Fire Department in the amount of $250,000.00 which 
had been endorsed by the Nelson County Emergency Services Council.  He stated that the funds would go 
towards the purchase of a new fire engine.  He did not have the specifics on the type of engine but thought 
that the cost was somewhere near $700,000.00 or maybe $750,000.00.  He said that Wintergreen Fire was 
not asking for any additional funding from the County and the current balance in the Emergency Services 
Interest Free Loan fund was just under $761,000.00, so it would be sufficient to cover the request if 
approved.  Mr. Parr made a motion to approve Wintergreen Fire Department’s request for $250,000.00 of 
the loan fund.  Mr. Rutherford seconded the motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted 
unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the motion. 
 

D. Sheriff’s Department – Compensation of Bonuses, Vacation/Compensatory Time (R2021-55) 
 
Ms. McGarry presented the following:   
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Mr. Reed asked clarified whether this would be recurring or one-time and Ms. McGarry confirmed that this 
would be a one-time cost.  Mr. Rutherford asked if this would be a use of covid monies to cover the added 
expense.  Ms. McGarry clarified that they would be able to use vacancy savings.  Mr. Carter noted his 
concern that this would potentially be a recurring cost.  He noted that if the vacancy savings trend continued 
to occur, they would have money to cover the holiday and overtime pay, but if all positions were filled, 
there would then be a problem with covering the additional pay.  He noted that the County can cover with 
vacancy savings, but staff will alert the board when this changes and additional funding is needed. 
 
Mr. Barton asked about vacancies.  Sheriff Hill explained that vacancies are statewide, not exclusive to the 
Sheriff’s Office.  Mr. Barton asked what the entry level pay is and what similar positions in Charlottesville 
would pay.  Sheriff Hill stated that Courthouse Security in Nelson starts at 35,000 and a recruit in Academy 
starts at 37,000, certified deputy pay starts at $39,114.  Mr. Carter noted that when those salaries were put 
into place, Nelson was probably the most competitive in the region, except possibly Charlottesville.  He 
noted that the County would need to look into that again.  Mr. Barton asked Sheriff Hill what he saw as the 
biggest problem recruiting.  Sheriff Hill noted that they cannot lower their standards, the statutes with 
background investigations narrow the pool of candidates.  It is also difficult to hire people who live in 
Nelson.  Sheriff Hill noted they had picked up more minority hires since his entry of into office.  Ms. 
McGarry added that the starting pays are at entry level with no experience.  She went on to state that the 
Sheriff does have room in the budget to pay more if hiring someone who is certified with experience. Mr. 
Barton asked about the hiring process and who handled the recruiting.  Sheriff Hill responded that the 
Sheriff’s Office handled the hiring process and interviewing.  Major Cindrick noted that the current climate 
in society does not help with recruiting people to apply to be a police officer.  Mr. Rutherford stated for the 
record that people have demonized the police, demoralized the police and have been defunding the police 
across the Commonwealth.  Mr. Barton did not want to turn it into a political issue, he wanted to solve the 
problem. 
 
There being no further questions on the subject, Ms. McGarry indicated that County staff made a favorable 
recommendation to approve the proposed resolution. 
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Mr. Rutherford moved to approve Resolution R2021-25 and Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There being 
no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the motion and the 
following resolution was approved: 
 
 

RESOLUTION R2021-55 
NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

APPROVAL OF LOCAL FUNDING FOR SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT BONUS 
AND COMPENSATORY TIME & HOLIDAY ACCRUAL PAYOUT 

 
BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, by the Nelson County Board of Supervisors, in tandem with the 
State Compensation Board approval of the use of State American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 
funds to provide a one-time bonus of $3,000 for eligible Compensation Board funded sworn 
positions in the Sheriff’s Office, including the Sheriff and Sheriff’s Deputies by no later than 
November 30, 2021, approval is hereby granted to provide local funding for the provision of a 
$3,000 bonus to eligible Full-Time locally funded Sheriff’s Deputies and a $1,500 bonus to 
eligible Part-Time locally funded Sheriff’s Deputies to be paid on or before November 30, 2021; 
and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Nelson County Board of Supervisors does hereby 
authorize the payout of compensation time and holiday hours accrued as of October 1, 2021 to 
those Sheriff’s Department employees who remain employed as of the date of said payout; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that existing overtime and vacancy savings inclusive of some 
benefit cost savings within the approved FY22 Sheriff’s Department budget is hereby authorized 
to be used to cover the cost of the one-time bonus and compensation time and holiday accrual 
payout as authorized herein and in accordance with the attached memo dated October 6, 2021. 
 
 

E. Nelson County Parks and Recreation Fees (R2021-56) 
 
Mr. Carter presented the proposed Parks and Recreation fees for the Nelson County Parks and Recreation 
Department.  Mr. Carter noted the only update he recommended to the proposed fee schedule was to change 
“Blue Ridge Tunnel Merchandise” to “Merchandise”.  Mr. Barton questioned the fees for children’s sports 
and felt they were pretty high.  Mr. Carter noted they were historically in line with what had been charged 
for the last ten years.  He also noted that these fees had not come before the Board before and he felt that 
they should have much sooner.  Mr. Carter said they do have scholarships available to youth.  Mr. 
Rutherford stated that in his experience in coaching, charging a fee also makes sure a parent commits to 
getting their child to show up and participate. He noted that sometimes the only way he got players to the 
soccer field was by paying for them to play and picking them up to participate. Mr. Carter stated that 
regardless of what the fees are, the Board is going to end up supplementing Parks and Rec.  The fees aren’t 
going to cover all of the expense.  Mr. Reed asked if there was any idea of the monetary value of the 
scholarships.  Mr. West stated he was still learning how the scholarships worked, but it was based on income 
level.  Mr. Reed asked if the scholarships were an expenditure in the Parks and Rec budget.  Mr. West 
confirmed but stated he was still learning how things worked.  Mr. Carter noted that they have had the 
sliding scale in the past, but they could provide it to the Board if needed.  Mr. Reed wanted to do whatever 
possible in the way of scholarships.  Mr. West stated that the proposed fees were very comparable to Parks 
and Rec programs across the state.  He also noted that they do have some folks who have donated additional 
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funds when registering their own children and it would go towards the scholarship program.  Mr. Carter 
noted that based on the ordinance passed previously, fees can be set by resolutions, so they can make 
changes as needed.  Mr. Harvey then asked for a formal introduction to Mr. West.  Mr. Harvey had not 
been present at the previous meeting when Mr. West was introduced as the new director of Parks and 
Recreation.  Mr. Carter noted Mr. West’s prior experience in Parks and Recreation, as well as his degree.  
Mr. Carter noted that the County was fortunate to have him on staff. 
 
Mr. Parr moved to approve Resolution R2021-56 as amended with Blue Ridge Tunnel Merchandise being 
updated to County Merchandise.  Mr. Rutherford seconded the motion.  There being no further discussion, 
Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the following resolution: 
 

RESOLUTION R2021-56 
NELSON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES FOR 
NELSON COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION 

 
WHEREAS, the Code of Nelson County, Virginia Chapter 2, Administration, Article VII gives the Board 
of Supervisors the authority to establish by resolution, fees for the operation and regulation of the County’s 
parks, recreation facilities, and playgrounds;   
 
BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, by the Nelson County Board of Supervisors that the fees listed in “Exhibit 
A,” as attached are hereby established for Nelson County Parks and Recreation programs and services. 
 

Exhibit A 
 
Nelson County Parks and Recreation Fees-October 2021 
 
SPORTS / PROGRAMMING 

 
Youth Spring Soccer 

 

$40 Regular Registration 
$50 Late Registration 
$10 sibling discount (for families with 2+ children) 

 
Youth Fall Soccer 

$40 Regular Registration 
$50 Late Registration 
$10 sibling discount (for families with 2+ children) 

Youth Baseball Spring $55 Regular Registration 
$65 Late Registration 
$10 sibling discount (for families with 2+ children) 

Youth Baseball Fall $25 T-ball, $55 Regular Registration 
$65 Late Registration 
$10 sibling discount (for families with 2+ children) 

 
Youth Basketball 

$40 Regular Registration 
$50 Late Registration 
$10 sibling discount (for families with 2+ children) 

Youth Cheerleading $40 Regular Registration 
$50 Late Registration 
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Youth Flag Football $45 Regular Registration 
$55 Late Registration 

Individual Youth 
Sponsorships 

$40 per child/sponsorship 

Adult Kickball $150 per team 
Adult Softball $350 max per team 

Adult Volleyball $150 per team 
Adult Ultimate Frisbee $125 per team 

Adult Flag Football $150 per team 
Adult Basketball  $275 per team 

Sports Team Sponsorship 
(youth and adult) 

$150 per team  

*Scholarships for Youth NCPR offers scholarships to youth participants in need of 
financial support. A completed application by a guardian is 
required along with proof of income/need. The fee is then based 
on a sliding scale depending on household size and eligibility. 

Summer Youth Sports 
Camps 

$45 Regular Registration per week 
$55 Late Registration per week 

 
 
SPECIAL EVENTS / RECREATIONAL PROGRAMS 

Special Events 
(i.e. Piney River Triathlon, 
Nelson Downriver Race, 

Greatest Adventure Race) 
General Recreation 

Programs 
(gymnastics, fitness 

classes, cooking classes, 
etc.) 

Varies 
Individual Expense (Instructor Fee + Supplies needed per person, 
etc.) Plus 20%. 
 
Example:  Instructor wants $20 per participant.  NCPR charges 
$24 for registration. 
 
 
 

COUNTY MERCHANDISE 
Merchandise Product Cost + %25 

COMMERCIAL USE PERMITS (ALL PROPERTIES) 
Filming at BRT Per Recommendation of County Administrator and Director of Parks 

and Recreation based on length of closure and exact needs of the 
group. 

For-profit Tours 
Private Events 
  

 
 

 
 

F. Feasibility Study – Agriculture Center Project 
Mr. Carter reintroduced the Feasibility Study for the Agriculture Center Project, noting that it was carried 
forward from the September meeting.  As reported during the September meeting, Mr. Carter had requested 
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Architectural Partners to look at the potential development costs and what the facility would entail.  The 
cost for the study was just under $60,000 and Amherst County had voted to approve their one half share of 
the study.  Mr. Harvey said he had no problem with the feasibility study, and noted that it was very important 
to learn all of the pros and cons.  Mr. Rutherford noted that it was hard to make a decision without all of 
the information and echoed that it was prudent to find all the facts.  Mr. Carter noted that it would take 
about 8-10 weeks to complete the study.  Mr. Rutherford asked if the $59,292 was the County’s half or the 
total cost. Mr. Carter confirm that was the total amount to do the study and the County would pay half. 
 
Mr. Parr moved to proceed with the participating in feasibility study on the ag complex as presented.  Mr. 
Rutherford seconded the motion.   
 
Mr. Barton asked how much bigger Amherst County was than Nelson.  Mr. Carter commented that they 
were three or four times bigger.  Mr. Barton asked why Amherst was only paying half of the study if they 
were that much bigger than Nelson.  He felt that Amherst would take control over the project and would 
rather see Nelson do its own project if they decided to proceed.  Mr. Reed stated that he was partially in 
agreement with Mr. Barton.  He was not in favor of going forward.  He said that it did appear that the costs 
and benefits were not being equally shared, especially since Amherst was not considering doing the project 
in Nelson.  
 
Mr. Reed had met with Mr. Parr and citizen representative Chris Bryant, and his biggest question was the 
economics of it.  Mr. Reed wanted clarification on how revenues from the project would be shared.  He 
then noted that he wanted to plan a site visit to the Pittsylvania location.  The business operating out of that 
facility are what provide a steady revenue for the facility.  He said it seemed that any businesses operating 
out of the facility would be of more benefit to Amherst and the citizens of Amherst.  Mr. Reed said that the 
benefits would not be shared equally, while on paper, the costs would be shared equally.   
 
Mr. Harvey said he would might consider doing something on a smaller scale that the County had more 
control over.  Mr.  Parr said he was not opposed to discussing that option but he felt that they needed to 
make a decision on what had been presented.  He then clarified that Mr. Reed’s comment that Amherst 
would not pursue the project in Nelson was not true.  It just happened that the property being considered is 
located in Amherst.  He stated that the committee would be interested in looking at other options if the 
current location fell through but the goal was to have something centrally located.  He then reiterated that 
if they got the study back and it was not something they wanted to pursue with Amherst, he was open to 
looking at doing something alone.   
 
Mr. Reed asked Mr. Carter if he had an email contradicting what Mr. Parr had just said about the location.  
Mr. Carter said yes he did, and Mr. Parr interjected that had addressed the comments regarding Amherst 
not being willing to have the facility located in Nelson at a meeting shortly after said email had been 
received.  Amherst would be willing to look at a location in Nelson, but not too far north.  Mr. Carter stated 
that he was aware of the divide between the board on this subject and it made it difficult to speak to as 
openly as he would like to.  He did confirm Mr. Parr’s comment that Amherst would consider looking at 
places in Nelson, but the problem was there weren’t really any options in Nelson on the other side of the 
river that Amherst would agree to.  He stated that the Board knew he was not supportive of the project and 
he did not feel that committee was going to be paying for it, rather the two counties were going to have to 
pay.   
 
Mr. Carter stated at the last committee meeting in speaking with Amherst County’s Administrator about 
Nelson exploring a business park, he had asked if Amherst would be interest in partnering in a project like 
that where they could potentially get more GO Virginia money, and the response was absolutely not.  Mr. 
Carter asked whether Nelson should partner with Amherst if they didn’t want to partner on something else.   
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Mr. Parr informed the Board that they had an invitation from the ag committee for the two County boards 
to attend the ag facility in Pittsylvania County and take a tour.  The committee was happy to make 
arrangements for a visit. 
 
Mr. Carter noted that the question had come up about how the local taxes from the businesses located within 
the facility would be handled.  He noted that the Amherst representatives had suggested that the revenues 
possibly be reinvested back into the facility or split between the two Counties.   
 
Mr. Rutherford stated that there was a motion and a second and Mr. Reed asked if there was any further 
discussion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted (3-2) by roll call vote to approve the 
motion, with Mr. Reed and Mr. Barton voting no. 
 
 
VI. REPORTS, APPOINTMENTS, DIRECTIVES AND CORRESPONDENCE 
 A.  Reports 
       1.  County Administrator’s Report 
 
Mr. Carter gave the following report: 
 
A. Covid-19 (Coronavirus): Current VDH data for Nelson County, as of October 6th, reported 5 new 
cases of the Covid-19 virus. The County’s seven-day average of new cases is also 5. Since the Board’s 
September 14th meeting, the total number of Covid-19 cases has increased to 1259 from 1131 (128 new 
reported cases). Additionally, fifty-three (53) persons have been hospitalized, as increase of five (5) since 
9-14-21. And, there have been sixteen (16) reported deaths, which is an increase of two (2) from 
September 12th. 
 
Mr. Carter updated the VDH data as of October 12th, reporting 3 new cases of the Covid-19 virus and the 
seven-day average was 5 cases.  Looking at the chart for Nelson on the VDH website, the County seemed 
to be trending down.   
 
The VDH and CDC guidance for areas of high or substantial transmission (Nelson County is high 
transmission locality) is to wear a mask indoors in public settings. For individuals who are not vaccinated 
the VDH and CDC guidance is to wear a mask and practice social distancing in all indoor settings and in 
crowded outdoor settings. 
 
As previously reported, as of the week of July 5th, the mask requirement for County facilities was revised 
to an honor system with fully vaccinated persons not required to wear masks while unvaccinated persons 
are still required to wear masks but no one will be asked their vaccination status when entering County 
facilities. As noted, the mask requirement is currently an honor system. 
 
Pending is the issuance of federal regulation requiring employers with more than 100 employees to 
require all employees to be vaccinated or to be tested weekly. 
 
B. American Rescue Plan: The use(s) of federal ARP funding is pending final decisions. County staff 
continue to consider the purchase of new Motorola radios for police, fire and EMS agencies, the purchase 
of two (2) EMS vehicles, tourism related programming, and the purchase of land, if determined 
permissive, for outdoor recreation are viable uses of this funding. 
 
C. Piney River Wastewater System - Usemco Pump Station & Release of Consent Order: Pending is 
the installation of a new Program Logic Controller (PLC), which is a display screen that enables 
operations staff to monitor the functionality of the pump station and make operational adjustments. 



October 12, 2021 
 

23 
 

Completion of this work is pending the installation of a telephone line to enable County staff to confer 
with the manufacturer’s representative during the installation of the PLC. 
 
Additionally, VA Department of Health staff have notified the County by email dated 10-7-21 that the 
2018 Consent Order issued by VDH for TTHM exceedances will be terminated via formal letter to be 
issued by the Department. The resolution of this issuance is per the County’s installation of the GAC 
system in line with NCSA’s water treatment system. 
 
D. Comprehensive Plan: The Request for Proposals (RFP) was advertised in the Nelson County Times 
October 7th edition and concurrently posted to the County’s website. Proposals are due by 2 p.m. on 
November 5th. 
 
E. Blue Ridge Tunnel: The Tunnel had its 100,000th visitor the weekend of 10-2, accomplished in less 
than 11 months since its late November 2020 opening. 
 
Mr. Carter corrected the date for the 100,000 visitor to September 25th. 
 
F. County Code of Ordinances (TOT & Cigarette Tax): The public hearings for consideration of 
amending the current provisions of the Transient Occupancy Tax ordinance, to include a registration 
requirement and related provisions, and to enact a cigarette tax are scheduled for the Board’s November 
9th regular session. 
 
G. Solid Waste & Recycling: 1) By letter dated 10-6-21, VA-DEQ staff advised of its completion of an 
inspection of the County’s Transfer Station on 9-8-21. The inspection resulted in a finding of No 
Deficiency. County staff (Carter, McGarry, Truslow, Spivey) participated in a Zoom meeting on 10-4-21 
with staff of UVA, Rivanna Solid Waste Authority and a private entity to discuss Nelson County’s 
resumption of glass recycling. The meeting was informative. County staff are in process with analysis of 
the feasibility of resuming glass recycling. 
 
Mr. Carter noted that the Rivanna site off of Dick Woods Road would currently accept glass regardless of 
the source at no expense.  County staff are looking to alert businesses to this option and they would be 
able to drop off glass at the Rivanna location.  County staff are looking at options for the Collection sites.  
Currently the sites do not have enough spare concrete pads to accommodate a container for glass, 
particularly when dropping an empty container and then collecting the full one.   
 
Rivanna’s executive director has said that residents and businesses can bring glass and won’t be charged.  
County staff will just have to work out the details going forward. 
 
WPOA staff have also made inquiry on the resumption of mixed paper recycling at the Wintergarden 
collection site location. This too is being reviewed by County staff. 
 
H. Paid EMS Program (Expansion Proposal from WPOA): By email dated 9-24-21, WPOA staff 
submitted a proposal to expand the County’s Paid EMS program through the addition of 3 full time EMS 
staff to provide for two 24x7 EMS crews serving the County. The estimated expense to expand the 
program is just below $250,000. County staff have reviewed the proposal and have discussed next steps 
on evaluating the need to expand the program or to maintain the program status quo. No action is 
recommended on this subject pending staff’s review and reporting. 
 
I. Current County Initiatives: 1) Recreation Project: The second project meeting was conducted by 
Zoom on 10-1 and included the participation of Supervisors Reed and Barton. Architectural Partners, the 
County’s AE consultant, is nearing completion of the initial report on this project.   
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2. Business Park: The Zoom meeting on 10-1 included the second presentation by the Timmons Group 
on work the engineering consultant has completed to date on assessment of the target site for the business 
park. Timmons will continue to complete more detailed analysis for the project. 
 
The ensuing meeting for both the Recreation and Business Park initiatives in planned for the 10-15. An 
initial presentation to the Board of Supervisors on both projects is anticipated within the ensuing 4 weeks, 
approximate, possibly in a called meeting work session. 
 
3) McGinnis Building Assessment: As previously reported, Architectural Partners has completed the 
initial evaluating of the office building to identify external and internal issues with the facilities building 
envelope. The report, inclusive of the geo-technical work of Hurt and Proffitt is included as an attachment 
hereto. Per discussion with Mark Smith of AP, the cost to provide necessary building repairs (external 
and internal) is very preliminarily at $350,000. While a complete refurbishment is in the area of $500,000 
subject to completion of a more in depth cost analysis. The building can continue to be utilized as is but 
some level of repairs should be completed to improve the office environment. 
 
J. Joint CIP Committee w/School Division: The committee had its most recent meeting on September 
16th. The Division’s representatives presented an extensive set of proposed CIP projects, including input 
on the projects from Gary Harvey of Architectural Partners, the Division’s AE consultant. The next 
meeting of the committee is scheduled for 11-18 at 6 p.m. 
 
K. Lovingston and Gladstone TAP Applications: The Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) 
grant applications for the Lovingston (sidewalk) and Gladstone (depot) projects were completed and 
submitted to VDOT by the 10-1-21 due date by staff of TJPDC. The total costs for both projects increased 
significantly, per VDOT staff review and comment. Decisions on the two applications are not anticipated 
until 2022. 
 
Mr. Carter also noted that County staff would be distributing a report from Firefly that had been provided 
in the Broadband Authority meeting. 
 
Mr. Carter reported on an appeal to a notice of violation, that was appealed to the Board of Zoning Appeals.  
At their public hearing on October 5th, the BZA voted (4-0) to uphold the County’s decision.  The violation 
is a metal trailer on metal stilts just adjacent to the river within the floodplain.  The property owner is going 
to have to remove that structure. 
 
Mr. Reed asked if there is any report from the CIP committee on the schools.  Mr. Carter noted that he had 
sent the list of projects to the Board and the list had expanded. One of the projects on the list was a major 
renovation at the high school.  Options ranged from $11 million and the other $20 million or so.  He said 
the schools did have a significant amount of federal funding but he was not sure how they were going to 
use the funds.  There may also be additional funding that may be applied for later.  Mr. Barton noted that 
there was a significant amount of learning loss that the schools were having to address and they were going 
to need to catch students up.  Mr. Carter noted that the schools had almost $6 million to help deal with that.  
He was estimating that the total of capital improvements list was somewhere in the $30-$40 million range. 
 
       2.  Board Reports 
 
Mr. Harvey: 
 
Mr. Harvey had no report. 
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Mr. Barton: 
 
Mr. Barton noted foster care from the Social Services Board meeting.  Ms. Darlene Smith had spoken with 
him about grants relating to foster care.  Mr. Barton asked if Ms. McGarry and County staff to provide any 
assistance to Social Services in acquiring those grants. 
 
Mr. Rutherford: 
 
Mr. Rutherford said TJPDC is moving forward with Christine Jacobs.  He was hopeful that there will be 
some success for broadband with the VATI grant that has now spanned 13 counties.  He was going to help 
host a rural caucus for the Regional Housing Partnership which focused on affordable housing. 
 
Mr. Parr: 
 
Mr. Parr addressed the capital improvement meeting at the school that Mr. Carter had previously mentioned 
in his report.  He noted the top two priority items in the report from Architectural Partners are the roof 
replacement and brick remediation.  The brick on the vocational wing is going to fall off of the building if 
something is not done.  Another item on the list was renovations to the high school that were not done 
during the middle school construction project, those areas had only received a touch up but no significant 
updates.  The smaller scale renovation project was around $11 million and only focused on minimal finish 
work, mechanical, and electrical, while the larger project was a full renovation and around $25 million.  He 
noted that the biggest problem is what to do with the students while a project like that takes place.  Mr. Parr 
also highlighted other projects on the lists like auditorium lighting and stadium lighting. 
 
Mr. Reed: 
 
Mr. Reed and Mr. Barton attended a Zoom call with Architectural Partners which was very informative.  
He suggested that maybe a few other Board members may want to sit in on the next one.  He was pleased 
with the scope of work.  Planning Commission is taking a look at the way they deal with zoning for vacation 
homes and short term rentals.  In the last four months, there have been 32 applications for business licenses 
for short term rentals.   
 
Mr. Barton noted the call with Architectural Partners relating to the recreation facility and recommended 
that other board members participate when possible.  
 
          B.  Appointments 
 
Ms. Spivey reviewed the following table: 
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Social Services Board 
 
Ms. Spivey noted that the Board discussed the vacancy last month and decided to revisit the application 
from Mr. Brad Burdette.  Ms. Spivey indicated that Mr. Burdette had also expressed interest in serving on 
the Planning Commission and the JAUNT Board.  Mr. Barton moved to appoint Mr. Burdette to the Social 
Services Board.  Mr. Rutherford asked if Mr. Burdette was currently serving as director for Appomattox 
Department of Social Services.  He was concerned with appointing someone to the DSS Board who is 
considered a peer to the director.  Mr. Harvey asked if the incumbent was interested in serving and Ms. 
Spivey stated that she had stepped down and the appointment would be to serve an unexpired term.  Mr. 
Parr confirmed that Mr. Burdette was interested in serving in other capacities also.  Ms. Spivey stated that 
JAUNT was one of the boards listed and there was JAUNT board vacancy to fill also.  Mr. Reed asked if 
Mr. Burdette would be serving a partial term and Ms. Spivey responded that it would be a partial term to 
expire June 2023.  Mr. Rutherford stated that he was not against Mr. Burdette, he just did not want to put 
him into a peer situation being director of Social Services in another county.   
 
Mr. Reed seconded the motion to appoint.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted (2-2) by 
roll call vote, with Mr. Harvey and Mr. Parr voting no and Mr. Rutherford abstaining.  Mr. Reed stated that 
the motion did not pass. 
 
JAUNT: 
 
Mr. Rutherford made a motion to appoint Mr. Brad Burdette to the JAUNT Board.  Mr. Harvey seconded 
the motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to 
approve the motion for appointment. 
 
Board of Zoning Appeals: 
 
Ms. Spivey noted that Angela Jones’s term expires in November and she is interested in serving again.  Mr. 
Rutherford moved to appoint Angela Jones to another term on the Board of Zoning Appeals and Mr. Parr 
seconded the motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call 
vote to approve the motion. 
 
Blue Ridge Cigarette Tax Board: 
 
Ms. Spivey noted that the Board needed to appoint a representative to serve on the newly formed cigarette 
tax board.  Mr. Rutherford suggested that the representative be a board member at least at the beginning.  

(1) New Vacancies/Expiring Seats & New Applicants :

Board/Commission Term Expiring Term & Limit Y/N Incumbent Re-appointment Applicant (Order of Pref.)

Social Services Board 6/30/2023 4 Years/ 2 term limit Tanya Stewart - South district (T1) N-stepped down Brad Burdette

Board of Zoning Appeals 11/11/2021 5 Years/ No term limit Angela Jones Y

Blue Ridge Cigarette Tax Board N/A N/A N/A - newly formed board

Broadband Authority 12/31/2021 1 Year/ No Term limit Grace Mawyer - Secretary N-stepped down Amanda Spivey

(2) Existing Vacancies:
Board/Commission Terms Expired

JAUNT Board 6/30/2021 3 Years/ No term limit Delores J. Green N None



October 12, 2021 
 

27 
 

Mr. Reed was not available to attend the October 26th meeting of the cigarette tax board at 11am and he 
stated that he was not excited to be a part of it.  Mr. Rutherford offered to attend as an alternate if needed.  
Mr. Reed did not want to commit to serve.  Mr. Barton did not want to serve.  Mr. Rutherford offered to 
serve on the Board.  Mr. Reed moved to appoint Mr. Rutherford to serve on the Blue Ridge Cigarette Tax 
Board.  Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted (4-0) by roll 
call vote to approve the motion with Mr. Barton abstaining. 
 
Broadband Authority: 
 
Mr. Rutherford moved to appoint Ms. Amanda Spivey as secretary to the Nelson County Broadband 
Authority.  Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted 
unanimously (5-0) to approve the motion. 
 
 
C. Correspondence 
 
Mr. Rutherford revisited the Christmas tree funding for Lovingston and thanked the Board.  He had some 
discussion on Rockfish Ranch, and concurred with Mr. Reed on evaluating how to address what vacation 
home means, while also supporting the tourism industry. 
 
D.  Directives 
 
The Board had no directives. 
 
VII. OTHER BUSINESS (AS PRESENTED) 
 
There was no other business considered by the Board. 

 
VIII. ADJOURN AND CONTINUE – EVENING SESSION AT 7 PM 
 
At 4:36 PM, Mr. Rutherford moved to adjourn and reconvene at 7:00 PM and Mr. Harvey seconded the 
motion.  There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve 
the motion and the meeting adjourned. 
 

EVENING SESSION 
7:00 P.M – NELSON COUNTY COURTHOUSE 

 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mr. Reed called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM, with five (5) Supervisors present to establish a quorum. 
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

1. Harry Powell, Shipman, VA 
 
Mr. Powell wanted to speak in general terms about things happening in the County and things to 
be concerned about.  He spoke against large resort type event spaces being developed in residential 
neighborhoods.  He stated that they could look at the short term benefit to the County as far as tax 
dollars and temporary jobs but felt that the long term needed to be further evaluated.  He stated that 
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young people are leaving the County and we are already seeing diminished enrollment in schools.  
He wants the County to look at exploiting opportunities they already have and noted the County’s 
transportation system via Route 29, closed proximity to two well service airports, and the best 
internet, perhaps in the state.  He suggested that the County promote bringing small high tech 
companies that need little infrastructure but could provide excellent employment opportunities to 
keep young people here in Nelson.   
 

 
III. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
  
 A. Rezoning #358 / Special Use Permit #371 – B-1 Conditional to R-1 / Two Vacation Houses 
 

Consideration of a Rezoning application requesting County approval to rezone 0.294 acres of 
property from B-1 Conditional to R-1 Residential, with a concurrent Special Use Permit 
request to allow two Vacation Houses. The subject property is located at Tax Map Parcel #6-
A-46B at 161 Avon Road in Afton. The subject property is 1.19 acres and owned by 161 Avon 
Road LLC.      
 

Ms. Bishop provided the following report: 
 
BACKGROUND: This is a request to rezone property from B-1 Conditional to R-1 with a 
concurrent Special Use Permit request to allow two vacation houses. 
 
Public Hearings Scheduled: P/C – September 22; Board – October 12 
 
Location / Election District: 161 Avon Road / North District 
 
Tax Map Number(s) / Total acreage: 6-A-46B / 1.19 acres +/- total 
 
Applicant Contact Information: Scott Koehler, 2041 Mountain Road, Afton, VA 22920, 
804-729-7729, scottkoehler@yahoo.com 
 
Owner Information: 161 Avon Road LLC (Scott Koehler), 8807 Sierra Road, Richmond, VA 
23229 
 
Comments: This property is currently split-zoned. The southern portion contains address #161 
and an accessory structure and is zoned R-1 (appx. 0.9 acres), while the northern strip 
containing address #197 is zoned B-1 Conditional (appx. 0.294 acres). Rezoning #98 was 
granted in 1988, which rezoned the northern strip to B-1, with the condition that any rights and 
uses provided for under B-1 zoning other than those allowing operation of an auto body repair 
are not permitted. There was a rezoning application in 2016 that did not come to fruition, where 
a contract purchaser of the property was requesting to rezone from B-1 Conditional to B-1 to 
allow a manufacturing use. The GIS site does not distinguish between B-1 and B-1 Conditional, 
therefore it is understandable that the conditional aspect of the zoning was not obvious. 
According to the applicant, the previous owner was utilizing this structure as their primary 
residence. It is unclear when the structure was converted to a dwelling use. In discussions with 
the current owner, staff recommended the proposed rezoning to R-1 to align the zoning 
designation with that of adjoining properties, with a concurrent Special Use Permit to allow both 
structures to be utilized as vacation houses. 
 
At their meeting on September 22, the Planning Commission voted (5-0) to recommend 
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approval of Rezoning #358 and SUP #371, to rezone a portion of the property from B-1 
Conditional to R-1, with a concurrent SUP to allow two vacation houses. There were no 
speakers at the public hearing. 
of Supervisors 
DISCUSSION: 
Land Use / Floodplain: This area is residential and agricultural in nature, and located along an 
adjacent corridor containing commercial uses (Route 151). Zoning in the vicinity is R-1 and A-1. 
There are no 100-year floodplains on this property. 
 
Access / Traffic / Parking: Property is accessed by an entrance on Avon Road. VDOT will 
require modification of the entrance for safety reasons. 
 
Utilities: The applicant will be required to receive a Certificate of Occupancy from the Building 
Inspections Department for the structure that was previously utilized as an auto repair 
garage. This is also contingent upon review by the Heath Department. The current system is 
being evaluated. 
 
Comprehensive Plan: This property is located in an area designated Rural Residential on the 
Future Land Use Map, which “would allow low density residential and compatible nonresidential 
uses in rural areas where agriculture is not the predominant use… These sites are 
adjacent to identified development areas and adjacent to existing institutional or small-scale 
industrial uses.” 
 
RECOMMENDATION: The approval of rezoning requests should be based on one or more of 
the following factors: 
 
1. Good Zoning Practice 
2. Public Necessity 
3. General Welfare 
4. Convenience 
 
The approval of special use permits should be based on the following factors: 
 
1. The use shall not tend to change the character and established pattern of development of 
the area or community in which it proposed to locate. 
 
2. The use shall be in harmony with the uses permitted by right in the zoning district and shall 
not affect adversely the use of neighboring property. 
 
3. The proposed use shall be adequately served by essential public or private water and 
sewer facilities. 
 
4. The proposed use shall not result in the destruction, loss or damage or any feature 
determined to be of significant ecological, scenic or historical importance. 

  
 
Mr. Harvey asked for clarification on where the property is located.  Ms. Bishop showed the address 
location on GIS.  Ms. Bishop noted that with the acreage on the property, it would not be something 
that they could allow new dwellings on, the existing structures are non-conforming structures.  They 
would be permitted to utilize them for residential occupancy of a single family dwelling, but because 
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the property owners are requesting short-term rental use, special use permits would come into play.  
Mr. Rutherford asked if the property had been zoned A-1, whether the requirements be the same.  Ms. 
Bishop further explained that in the A-1 district, vacation homes are by-right and would not require a 
special use permit.  Mr. Rutherford then asked about R-1 use by-right, and Ms. Bishop stated that only 
if the property had been split zoned with the majority in A-1, would the use be allowable by right.   
 
There being no further questions for Ms. Bishop, Mr. Reed invited the application, Mr. Scott Koehler, 
to come up and speak.   
 
Mr. Koehler introduced himself.  He did not have anything further to add.  He noted that Ms. Bishop 
and her office had been very helpful during the process.  He then stated that prior to the purchase of 
the property, he had tried to get an understanding of how the property was zoned, but the records were 
a little confusing.  It was no until after purchasing, he then discovered that he would need to apply for 
a special use permit, so he is now here trying to make sure everything is done properly.   
 
Mr. Reed opened the public hearing. 
 
There were no persons wishing to be recognized, and the public hearing was closed. 
 
Mr. Harvey made to a motion to approve Rezoning #358 from B-1 Conditional to R-1 Residential for 
the property located at Tax Map parcel 6-A-46B at 161 Avon Road to include Special Use permit 
#371.  Mr. Rutherford asked if they needed to include any special conditions or recommendations 
from the Planning Commission.  Ms. Bishop responded that Planning Commission has already taken 
the stance that all necessary local, state and federal approvals are included beforehand, so they have 
not been added in as conditions for approval.  Mr. Rutherford then seconded the motion.  There being 
no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the motion. 
 
 

B. Special Use Permit #397 – Campground (One site) 
 
Consideration of a Special Use Permit application requesting County approval to allow a 
Campground use for one site on property zoned A-1 Agriculture. The subject property is 
located at Tax Map Parcel #31-A-54 on Patrick Henry Hwy in Roseland. The subject property 
is 2.69 acres and owned by Light Years LLC. 

 
Ms. Bishop provided the following report: 

 
BACKGROUND: This is a request for a Special Use Permit on property zoned A-1 Agriculture 
to allow a campground with one site. 
 
Public Hearings Scheduled: P/C – September 22; Board – October 12 
 
Location / Election District: Patrick Henry Hwy / Central District 
 
Tax Map Number(s) / Total acreage: 31-A-54 / 2.69 acres +/- total 
 
Applicant Contact Information: Margaret & Daniel Mais, 902 Park Ridge Drive, Crozet, VA 
22932, 540-490-0284 / 540-260-3395, dorrier25@gmail.com / daniel.mais@gmail.com 
 
Owner Information: Light Years LLC (Mais), P.O. Box 572, Crozet, VA 22932 
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Comments: This is currently a vacant property with an active building permit for a permanent 
yurt that will be constructed to meet the statewide building code as a single family dwelling. The 
applicants are requesting one camp site (an additional yurt) to be utilized for short-term rentals. 
The yurt is 24’ in diameter. Ordinance requires a minimum of 2 acres per dwelling unit, 
therefore the property does not contain enough acreage to place the second yurt by-right. Any 
place used for transient camping where compensation is expected to stay in a tent, travel trailer, 
or motor home is classified as a campground. A tent is defined as, “a structure or enclosure, 
constructed of pliable material, which is supported by poles or other easily removable or 
disassembled structural apparatus.” 
 
At their meeting on September 22, the Planning Commission voted (5-0) to recommend 
denial of this application to the Board of Supervisors. There were 3 speakers at the 
public hearing in opposition to the request. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Land Use / Floodplain: This area is residential and agricultural in nature, and located along a 
corridor containing commercial uses (Route 151). The property is approximately half a mile 
south of the intersection of Route 151 and Beech Grove Road. Zoning in the vicinity is A-1. 
There are no 100-year floodplains on this property. 
 
Access / Traffic / Parking: Property is proposed to be accessed by an entrance on Patrick 
Henry Highway. VDOT has indicated that a private entrance is acceptable for the proposed 
uses. 
 
Utilities: The Health Department has reviewed and approved a sewage disposal permit for 
two 1-bedroom yurts. 
 
Comprehensive Plan: This property is located in an area designated Rural and Farming on the 
Future Land Use Map, which “would promote agricultural uses and complatible open space 
uses but discourage large scale residential development and commercial development that 
would conflict with agricultural uses. [It] would permit small scale industrial and service uses 
that complement agriculture. Protection of usable farmland should be encouraged.” 
 
RECOMMENDATION: The approval of special use permits should be based on the following 
factors: 
 
1. The use shall not tend to change the character and established pattern of development of 
the area or community in which it proposed to locate. 
 
2. The use shall be in harmony with the uses permitted by right in the zoning district and shall 
not affect adversely the use of neighboring property. 
 
3. The proposed use shall be adequately served by essential public or private water and 
sewer facilities. 
 
4. The proposed use shall not result in the destruction, loss or damage or any feature 

determined to be of significant ecological, scenic or historical importance. 
 
 
Mr. Rutherford asked if this had been a unanimous denial at the Planning Commission meeting.  Ms. 
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Bishop confirmed that it had been denied unanimously. 
 
The applicant was not present for the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that the surrounding properties to the north and south, and across the street are all 
residential uses and Ms. Bishop confirmed. 
 
Mr. Reed then opened the public hearing. 
 

1. Dr. James C. Lewis, Roseland, VA 
 
Mr. Lewis noted that this had been discussed in length at the Planning Commission meeting.  He said 
all surrounding properties are residential and that the neighbors were opposed to the planned use of 
the property.  He felt that all of the neighbors had to follow the guidelines for residential homes and 
his understanding was that this was not going to be a residence, but a temporary abode for visitors.  
The majority of the neighboring property owners had attended the meetings to express their opposition 
to having a commercial use next door and if the property was to be residential, that they should have 
to follow the same guidelines that they all did. 
 

2. Allan Adell, Roseland, VA 
 
 Mr. Adell also spoke against the campground site.  He felt that this was an attempt to put a commercial 
enterprise in a residential neighborhood.  He stated that according to the application the first yurt 
would be a permanent residence, and during the Planning Commission meeting, it was to be for the 
applicant’s mother, but if the mother decided to move out in the near future, it would be rented out.  
The second yurt was to be for visiting family and friends, but if not used, it would also be rented.  The 
applicant had indicated that the second yurt would be temporary, however Mr. Adell stated that a yurt 
with a bathroom and kitchen was not really temporary but just as permanent as any other structure.  
Mr. Adell then noted that once the primary yurt was no longer a residence, the property would then 
turn into a two site campground.  He wanted to submit two overlapping concerns: that the acreage was 
2.6 acres and they are trying to put two structures on it, and that the campground follows the property, 
not the owners. Nothing would prevent the current or future owners from using the property as a two 
site rental property, or worse, a two site campground.  He asked the Board to review the application 
carefully and reminded them that it would not be in harmony with the single home neighborhood. 
 

3.  Sue Waterman, Roseland, VA 
 
Ms. Waterman spoke against the special use permit and asked the Board to deny the permit.  She stated 
that both yurts were planned to be about the same size, both had kitchens, water and sewer hookups.  
She said they basically wanted to place two structures on two acres of land and as far as she understood 
it, was against the zoning laws.  She then asked the Board to enforce its own rules and stated that the 
neighbors were against it.  She requested that the Board consider permanent residents over these types 
of enterprises. 
 
There being no further public comments, Mr. Reed closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Rutherford moved to deny Special Use Permit #397 and Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There 
being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the 
motion. 

 
C.  Special Use Permit #398 – Brewery 
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Consideration of a Special Use Permit application requesting County approval to allow a 
Brewery use on property zoned B-1 Business. The subject property is located at Tax Map 
Parcel #67-A-9A at 7995 Thomas Nelson Hwy in Lovingston. The subject property is 1.2 
acres and owned by James & Crystal Harris.  

 
Ms. Bishop presented the following: 

 
BACKGROUND: This is a request for a Special Use Permit on property zoned B-1 Business 
to allow a brewery use in an existing structure. 
 
Public Hearings Scheduled: P/C – September 22; Board – October 12 
 
Location / Election District: 7995 Thomas Nelson Hwy / East District 
 
Tax Map Number(s) / Total acreage: 67-A-9A / 1.2 acres +/- total 
 
Applicant Contact Information: Dave Holm, 285 Harlow Lane, Arrington, VA 22922, 540- 
313-5758, outbackbrew@gmail.com 
 
Owner Information: Jay & Crystal Harris, P.O. Box 26, Lovingston, VA 22949, 434-263- 
6209 
 
Comments: The existing structure on the property was previously utilized as a church (The 
Well). The applicant is leasing the property and is proposing to operate a microbrewery, where 
small batches of craft beer will be brewed and served for on-site consumption. The applicant is 
not currently proposing to manufacture beer for distribution, and hours of operation are 
proposed for weekends only (Fridays 1pm-10pm, Saturday 12pm-10pm, and Sunday 1pm- 
7pm). 
 
At their meeting on September 22, the Planning Commission voted (5-0) to recommend 
approval of SUP #398 to the Board of Supervisors. There were no speakers at the public 
hearing. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
Land Use / Floodplain: This area is agricultural and commercial in nature, and located along 
Route 29 in Lovingston. Zoning in the vicinity is A-1, B-1 and M-1. There are no 100-year 
floodplains on this property. 
 
Access / Traffic / Parking: Property is accessed by an existing entrance on Thomas Nelson 
Highway. There is sufficient parking to support the proposed use. VDOT will require 
maintenance and modification to the existing low volume type commercial entrance. 
 
Utilities: The applicant is currently working with the Health Department to determine the 
status and feasibility of the existing septic system. 
 
Comprehensive Plan: This property is located in an area designated Light Industrial / Mixed 
Commercial on the Future Land Use Map. The Light Industrial model “combines both industrial 
uses and an activity center of residences, shops, and amenities that support the nearby 
industries, all within a walkable, clearly defined area.” The Mixed Commercial model is a 
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“commercial center offering regional shopping and county-wide services as well as multi-family 
housing near a primary highway but dependent on internal access and connectivity so all 
stores and attractions may be reached without continued reliance on the primary highway.” 
 
RECOMMENDATION: The approval of special use permits should be based on the following 
factors: 
 
1. The use shall not tend to change the character and established pattern of development of 
the area or community in which it proposed to locate. 
 
2. The use shall be in harmony with the uses permitted by right in the zoning district and shall 
not affect adversely the use of neighboring property. 
 
3. The proposed use shall be adequately served by essential public or private water and 
sewer facilities. 
 
4. The proposed use shall not result in the destruction, loss or damage or any feature 

determined to be of significant ecological, scenic or historical importance. 
 
 
Mr. Barton asked if the property was the former Kirt’s Auto building.  Ms. Bishop confirmed that it 
was the same building.  Mr. Reed then invited the applicant, Mr. Dave Holm, to come up and speak. 
 
Mr. Holm introduced himself to the Board.  He did not have anything to add but wanted to be available 
for questions.  His plan is to have a small neighborhood craft brewery.  He was not going to make any 
changes to the footprint, but rather repurposing a building that had been vacant for a while.  Mr. Holm 
did note that they had evaluated whether they could use the existing septic system and engineers had 
approved a plan connect to public water and sewer, rather than revamping the septic system.   
 
Mr. Reed then opened the public hearing.   
 
There were no persons wishing to be recognized, and the public hearing was closed. 
 
Mr. Rutherford moved to approve Special Use Permit #398 and Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  There 
being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve the 
motion. 
 
 

D.  Rezoning #399 – R-2 to B-1  
Consideration of a Rezoning application requesting County approval to rezone property from 
R-2 Residential to B-1 Business, to align the zoning designation with its use. The subject 
property is located at Tax Map Parcel #58B-3-22A at 740 Front Street in Lovingston. The 
subject property is less than one acre and owned by Joseph Lee McClellan Inc. 
 

Ms. Bishop presented the following: 
 

BACKGROUND: This is a request to rezone property from R-2 Residential to B-1 Business to 
align the zoning designation of the property with its use. 
 
Public Hearings Scheduled: P/C – September 22; Board – October 12 
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Location / Election District: 740 Front Street / East District 
 
Tax Map Number(s) / Total acreage: 58B-3-22A / less than 1 acre 
Applicant/Owner Contact Information: Joe Lee McClellan / Sarah Holman, P.O. Box 395, 
Lovingston, VA 22949, 434-531-2124, sarahholman2@gmail.com 
 
Comments: This property contains an existing structure that was built in 1950 that is currently 
utilized as a garage, as office space, and for storage. According to the applicant, the building 
has previously been home to a grocery store, car dealership, auto parts sales and service, and 
as office/storage space. When zoning districts were established in the County in the 1970s, this 
property was designated R-2 Residential. There are no development plans as part of this 
request; the owners are proposing to align the zoning designation with the existing use. 
 
At their meeting on September 22, the Planning Commission voted (5-0) to recommend 
approval of rezoning request #399 to the Board of Supervisors. There were no speakers 
at the public hearing. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
Land Use / Floodplain: This area is commercial and residential in nature. Zoning in the vicinity is 
R-2, B-1 and SE-1. There are no 100-year floodplains on this property. 
 
Access / Traffic / Parking: Property is accessed by an existing entrance on Front Street. 
Urban retrofitting will be required at the time the property changes uses or further develops. 
 
Utilities: There are no development plans as part of this request. 
 
Comprehensive Plan: This property is located in an area designated Rural Small Town on the 
Future Land Use Map. The Rural Small Town model is a “well-defined center of activity 
following Nelson’s historic small town pattern of guided streets creating blocks with sidewalks, 
and includes residential and small scale commercial uses as well as places for civic and public 
use.” This property is also designated as commercial on the Comp Plan’s Rural Small Town 
Development Model for Lovingston. This area is intended to be planned in the future for mixed 
use development. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: The approval of rezoning requests should be based on one or more of 
the following factors: 
 
1. Good Zoning Practice 
2. Public Necessity 
3. General Welfare 
4. Convenience 
 
The Board had no questions for Ms. Bishop.  Mr. Reed then invited the applicant, Sarah Holman, to 
come up and speak. 
 
Ms. Holman introduced herself.  Her family had been contacted by an interested party regarding rental 
of the property.  She then learned that the property was actually zoned residential.  She had reviewed 
the plans that the County has for downtown Lovingston and the potential opportunity for improvement 
grants in the future.  She decided to go ahead and get the property rezoned so that it already was set 
up for the future. 
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Mr. Reed then opened the public hearing. 
 

1. Ed Hicks, Lovingston VA 
 
Mr. Hicks spoke before the Board not in opposition to the rezoning.  He was surprise to receive the 
notice in the mail regarding the hearing because he had assumed it was zoned business as there had 
been a business operating since he had resided in Lovingston in the 1980’s.  He did ask whether or not 
a restroom was required for a business, as there was not any running water or sewer connected.  He 
was aware that a water hose had been run under the road and through the creek to provide some water 
previously.  He stated it should be brought up to date to provide proper rental.  He was not opposed to 
business, but felt it needed to be brought up to code. 
 
There being no other persons wishing to be recognized, the public hearing was closed. 
 
Mr. Rutherford did note that if there were any concerns with regulators or concerns on any violations 
of that nature, the Board is not that group to regulate.  Those concerns would need to go before the 
Health Department or Building Inspections to be addressed.  Mr. Rutherford noted that the item before 
them was in regards to the zoning of the property and that would be what the Board would address.   
 
Mr. Rutherford then made a motion to approve Rezoning #399 – R-2 to B-1 of the property 58B-3-
22A.  Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  Mr. Barton noted that he was happy to see the start of some 
revitalization in Lovingston.  Ms. Bishop stated that any change of use is required to go through 
Building Inspections and Planning and Zoning, which means they also act as the middle man to make 
sure that the Health Department is satisfied, VDOT is satisfied, and those are also items checked off 
when a business license is obtained. 
 
There being no further discussion, Supervisors voted unanimously (5-0) by roll call vote to approve 
the motion. 
 
III. OTHER BUSINESS (AS PRESENTED) 
 
Mr. Rutherford mentioned that Security had indicated that they wanted another security camera downstairs 
in the hallway from the Jury Room.  He asked if County staff could look into that and make sure it happened. 
 
Mr. Barton asked if Mr. Darrell Lang could be provided with an opportunity to speak before the Board 
again.  Mr. Lang asked if the Board had an opportunity to think about his comments during the afternoon 
session.  He felt that the County really had an opportunity to promote Tourism.  He felt that if there was a 
referendum on relocating the statue, he felt that the voters should have detailed comprehensive information 
on the background of the statue.  He does not feel that people today are that educated on this history of the 
County.  He noted that there are 463 cemeteries in Nelson County, he then stated that typically during the 
Civil War, soldiers were buried in mass graves.  He noted the significant amount of deaths during the Civil 
War and that in more recent years, those numbers were estimated to be closed to three-quarters of a million.  
He restated that the statue needed to be kept on the Courthouse grounds. 
 
IV. ADJOURNMENT 
 
At 7:48 PM, Mr. Rutherford moved to adjourn and Mr. Parr seconded the motion.  Mr. Harvey asked if the 
Board was going to address Mr. Lang.  Mr. Rutherford commented that he had not had a chance to read the 
information given.  Mr. Parr noted that he had read the information but did not have any questions.  Mr.  
Reed thanked Mr. Lang for his comments. There being no further discussion, Supervisors unanimously (5-
0) by roll call vote to approve the motion and the meeting was adjourned. 


