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2011 Bikeway, Walkway, Blueway Plan (Draft)

Elijah Sharp from the NRVPDC will be at the 18 Oct 2011 meeting to brief Council and ask for an
endorsement for the 2011 Bikeway, Walkway, Blueway Plan.

The PDC has created a web page for the Draft 2011 Bikeway, Walkway, Blueway Plan. If you
have a moment, | encourage you to visit the site located here:
http://www.nrvpdc.org/Transportation/bwwwbw.html.

Things to come include: local endorsements, and helpful resources for planning and design.
This is a work-in-progress, so any feedback that you have will be very valuable to help us make
improvements.

The important thing to remember is that the plan is still under review by local governments.
Because of this, the Hierarchical priorities may change based on additional review. Also, the
Regional section is not complete. We are asking for input on how to define specific regional
projects or criteria that could be used to support regional efforts. Some examples of the ideas
shared so far are listed below.

In July, the Bikeway/Walkway Committee met to discuss regional priorities (listed
below). Are there other ideas that you think would be valuable to add? Ideas could
include specific projects or simply general criteria that could be used to support local
projects from a regional perspective.

2011 Regional Hierarchical Priorities — Bikeway/Walkway Committee, July 19, 2011
0 New River Trail Extension
0 Connecting Communities to Existing Regional Assets (Listed on pages 3-5 of the
draft plan)
Projects that would utilize environmental friendly practices
0 Utilizing local resources
Projects that would connect multiple communities/regions
Projects that tie into public transportation
Projects that provide connections to other modes of transportation
Developing a Blueway System
0 Work with VDOT to provide access near bridges
Developing attractive signage
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Town of Christiansburg
Planning Staff Report

Public Hearing Date: Tuesday, September 6, 2011

Application Type: Conditional Use Permit Request

Applicant: Lenzkes Clamping Tools, Inc.

Location: 845 Radford Street (tax parcels 525 — ((A)) — 41, 42, and 43)

The Town of Christiansburg has received a Conditional Use Permit request by Lenzkes
Clamping Tools, Inc. for a commercial garage at 845 Radford Street (tax parcels 525 —
((A)) — 41, 42 and 43) in the I-1 Limited Industrial District.

The property does not lie within the 100-Year and 500-Year Flood Hazard Areas. The
property does not lie within a Historic District. The adjoining properties are zoned B-3
General Business and I-1 Limited Industrial. The adjoining properties contain vacant
land and businesses including Extreme Autobody, Superior Exterminating, the Weiman
Company and Dr. Video.





525-A-41,42,43

845 RADFORD STREET NW - LENZKES

CUP REQUEST

SEPTEMBER 6, 2011
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CUP: 845 RADFORD STREET NW - LENZKES

TAX MAP # OWNER(S)
526- A 4 INTERLUDE VIRGINIA PROPERTY LLC
525- A 44A THOMAS CERRY E

525- A 41,42,43 LENZKES CLAMPING TOOLS INC

525- A44C BAILEY DONALD D

526- A 6 MCLAWHORN JERRY L
526- A 6A MCLAWHORN JERRY L
525- A 44 HENNING CALVIN C

526- A5 MCLAWHORN JERRY L
526- A75 SMC LLC

525- A 39A SMITH DEON R

525- A 39 LANCASTER KENNETH R
525- A 38 LESTER CAROLE JEAN
525- A 37 WEBB MICHAEL R

THOMAS BETTY A
C/O KARL HEINZ LENKES

C/O BRUCE A MOSES

LANCASTER DARLENE S
LESTER THOMPSON VELOTA JR
WEBB CHRISTINA L

STREET ADDRESS

25 TREFOIL DR

850 MOUNTAINVIEW DR
P O BOX 660

P OBOX 2186

P O BOX 5002

P O BOX 5002

304 EASTWIND DR

P O BOX 5002

P O BOX 6433

445 TOMAHAWK DR

P O BOX 35

466 S CENTER ST UNIT 17
890 RADFORD ST

CITY, ST, ZIP
TRUMBULL CT 06611
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
ROANOKE VA 24012
ROANOKE VA 24012
FOREST VA 24551
ROANOKE VA 24012
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
CHRISTIANSBURG VA
ORANGE NJ 07050
CHRISTIANSBURG VA

24073 4330
24068
24068

24068
24073
24068

24073
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		The Town of Christiansburg has received a Conditional Use Permit request by Lenzkes Clamping Tools, Inc. for a commercial garage at 845 Radford Street (tax parcels 525 – ((A)) – 41, 42 and 43) in the I-1 Limited Industrial District.
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Aquatic Center Revenue Report

August 1-31, 2011

Days of Operation: 25
Facility Closed for meets: 0
Holiday Closing: 0
Maintenance Week Closing: 6

Memberships:

Non-Resident Memberships: 124
Resident Memberships: 21
Total August Memberships: 345
Attendance:
Daily Resident Pass 3,781
Daily Non Resident Pass 559
Dry Pass 405
Member Scan 2,019
Programs, Rentals 623
Total Attendance: 7,387

Daily Average: 295

Revenue
Breakout of Revenue:

Facility Revenue S 4,275
Daily Admission 13,529
Program Revenue 8,444
Retail Revenue 455
Food Concessions 286
Membership Revenue 17,041
Gift Certificates 0
Competitive Meet Revenue 18,360
Refund 0
Total Revenue $62,390

August Birthday Parties: 29






2011

TOWN OF CHRISTIANSBURG

PPTRA PERSONAL PROPERTY TAX RELIEF ACT

VALUE FOR 1000 AND LESS 332,505
1001-20000 96,348,369
OVER 20000 15,680,000

LESS THAN 1,000 1,496.27

1,001 TO 20,000 433,567.66

OVER 20,000 70,560.00

TOTAL ASSESSED 505,623.93 |

TOTAL ASSESSED 505,623.93

LESS 100% RELIEF 1,496.27

BASE 504,127.66 |

STATE REIMBURSEMENT (PPTRA) 228,552.85

LESS UNDER 1,000 1,496.27

227,056.58 |

TOWN OF CHRISTIANSBURG

PROPERTY TAX RELIEF PERCENTAGE 45.04%|

Last Yeca v
532,

PPTEA

# vehs.
1,664
15,878
784






New Kiver (Va[[ey 141 East Main Street, Suite 500

. Pulaski, Virginia 24301
540 -
Agency On Aging Fax 40 55 7724

WWW.nrvaoa.org

September 13, 2011

To: Mr. Barry Helmys, Interim Christiansburg Town Manager
From: Tina @,,Eiétutive Director
Subject; September Agency on Aging Board Meeting

In an effort to keep our local government officials informed on the activities of our Agency,
enclosed is the agenda for the Agency on Aging’s September 27, 2011, Board of Directors
meeting and the minutes from the previous Board meeting. Also included are the Agency’s
Program reports. Please share the information with your boards and councils as you deem
appropriate.

New River Valley Agency on Aging appreciates the support we receive from our local
governments. We strive to be responsive to the needs of older adults and caregivers throughout
the New River Valley. Your comments, suggestions and questions are welcomed. Please
contact me if [ can be of assistance.

COQUNTIES OF: FLoyp, Gites, MonTGomery, PuLaskl ® TOWNS OF: BLackssurg, CHRisTIANSBURG, PuLaski @ CITY OF Raororp
AN Eoual OpPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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New River Valley Agency on Aging

Board of Directors
D R Minutes

June 24, 2011

Present: Mr. W, Scott Weaver, Town of Christiansburg; Mr. John Peek, Giles County; Ms.
Susan Anderson, Town of Blacksburg; Ms. Lydia Hickam, Town of Pulaski; Mr. R.L.
Nicholson, City of Radford, Ms. Elaine Powell, Pulaski County; Ms. Deena Flinchum,
Montgomery County; and Mr. Lowell Boothe, Floyd County. Absent: Mr. Robert E. Gribben,
Montgomery County. Staff: Tina King, Cassie Mills, Candice Draper, and Jennifer Viers.

I.

I1.

I11.

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Ms. Susan Anderson, Chair.
Public Comment Period

No public comments.

Mrs. King stated that after placing a Legal Ad in the Current requesting input on services
for the elderly and soliciting response from clients, 15 responses were received, including
13 from clients or caregivers. She stated that the majority of comments were based
around core services, and one response requested that Personal Care services be provided.
Mrs. King stated that the only avenue this service is provided through is Respite because
of the required licenses. She stated that this type of service may be something we need to
consider; however, it would require reallocating funds away from Homemaker Services
to Personal Care.

Approval of Minutes

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Weaver to approve the minutes of the previous
meeting as written. Mr. Peek seconded the motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent,

IV. Agency Reports

A. Financial

Mrs. Viers presented the financial report for the period October 1, 2011-May 31,
2011. She stated that a few programs were over spent, including Respite and
Homemaker. Mrs. Viers stated that funds have been expended for services in the
Legal Program for the Fiscal Year 2011, and Senior Medicare Patrol funds are
completely spent as planned. She stated that RSVP’s spending is at 79%, and the
Fiscal Year ends June 31, 2011. She stated that RSVP’s budget for FY*12 for





July 1, 2011-March 31, 2012 will be a nine month budget. She stated that VICAP
had funds carried over for FY*11 and are budgeted for in the FY ™12 budget. Mrs.
Viers stated that the VICAP program is currently at 14.25% spending for FY "12
after two months of spending. She stated that additional carryover is expected for
FY’11 in several categories and is budgeted in FY"12.

B. Program Report by Jurisdiction

Mrs. King presented the Program Report for May, 2011. She stated that this
report represents eight months of services. She stated that these numbers are
compared with the Area Plan numbers to determine if units and clients are near
projected totals. Mrs. King stated that these levels should be at around 66% at the
end of May.

C. Monthly Program Needs Report

Mrs. King presented the Monthly Needs Report for May, 2011. She stated that 70
persons were waiting for Homemaker service and 8 persons were waiting for
Respite. Mrs. King stated that a waiting list will be added for Legal Services.

D. Public Information and Education Report

Mrs. King presented the Public Information and Education report for the period
October 1, 2011-May31, 2011. She stated that this report shows how staff is
maintaining public contact with both written material and presentations in group
settings.

V. Program/Services Updates

A. VICAP staff changes: Theresa McNeil (currently on staff as a Care Coordinator)
will be replacing Ingrid Schneider who will be moving out of the area.

Mrs. King stated that with training from Ingrid Schneider, Theresa McNeil has
transitioned into the position of VICAP Coordinator.

B. Care Coordination position: Debbie Kime formerly filled a part-time position and
will now be full-time Care Coordination

Mrs. King stated that Debbie Kime has filled Theresa McNeil’s position as Care
Coordinator and Transition Coordinator.

C. CIRS-A Certification: National Professional Credentialing Program-Certification
for Information and Referral Specialists in Aging Services: Pat Haluska and
Susan Helms





Mrs. Mills stated that we now have three staff members certified as Information
and Referral Specialist in Aging Services.

D. Fan Care

Mrs. King stated that Dominion Power contributed funds to VDA to be
distributed to Agencies for the purchase of fans and air conditioners. She stated
that the Agency was awarded $1995 to purchase fans and air conditioners for the
Fan Care program. She also stated that $798 of the funds is designated for air
conditioners and $1197 for fans.

E. Client Survey Results by Programs

Care Coordination

Homemaker

Legal Service

Nutrition: Congregate and Home Delivered
Respite Care

Transportation: Congregate
Transportation: Medical

S (&0 B o= G0 ) 6=

Mrs. King stated that annual surveys were sent to clients for each program. She
stated that clients have the choice to turn in a survey anonymously or include their
name. Mrs. King stated that there were excellent suggestions from the Advisory
Council concerning the wording of the questions on the survey. Mr. Nicholson
commended the staff for their compassion for the clients.

F. Staff involvement with post Pulaski County tornado activities

Mrs. King expressed her admiration of the Agency on Aging and Senior Services
staff for their involvement in the post Pulaski County tomado activities. She
stated that Saturday following the tomado the staff contacted clients or their
emergency contact person in the affected areas to determine if they needed
immediate assistance. The staff assisted at the central location where individuals
could meet with Agencies 10 help get relief services in place. She stated that the
Agency staff assisted 14 individuals to find needed resources.

Motion: A motion was made by Ms. Anderson stating that The Board of the New
River Valley Agency on Aging Commends Tina and Staff and the Pulaski Area
Transit for their activity in the post tornado activity. Ms. Hickam seconded the
motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent.

VI. Unfinished Business

A. Local Government funding for 2012





Mrs. King stated that a 3% increase in funding was requested from local
governments for Fiscal Year 2012, She stated that Radford City and the Town of
Christiansburg have approved budgets and granted the 3% increase. Mrs. King
stated that the Town of Pulaski and Pulaski County have recommended the 3%
increase, but their budgets have not been approved at this time. She stated that
Giles County and the Town of Blacksburg have approved the funding at level
amounts. Mrs. King stated that Montgomery County and Floyd County have
recommended level funding, but neither of the budgets has been approved at this
time. She stated that Giles and Montgomery County have recommended
additional funding for the third day of the Congregate Site.

B. Agreement and timeline of work with Pulaski County 1T services
Mrs. King stated that the process to install hardware for the IT services with
Pulaski County began last week and should be complete by the first week of
July.

C. Program and Financial Compliance Review letter from VDA
Mrs. King presented for the information of the Board the letter from VDA
concerning the Financial Compliance Review. She stated that the observations
noted concerning the nutritional values in the shelf stable meals have been
addressed by Carol Walters, Nutrition Supervisor.

D.Pulaski County RSVP program budget changes for FY 2011 and FY 2012
Discussed previously. Concern was expressed by Mrs. King whether RSVP
funding will be available after March 2012 due to the reduction of funds by the
Corporation for National Service.

VII. New Business

A. FY 2012 Area Plan (Action needed on all items)
1. FY 2012 Draft Cost Allocation Plan

Mrs. King presented the FY 2012 Draft Cost Allocation Plan.

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Peek to approve the Cost Allocation Plan
as prepared. Mr. Weaver seconded the motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent.
2. FY 2012 Draft Budgets

Mrs. Viers presented the FY 2012 Draft Budgets.





VIIL

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Boothe to approve the FY 2012 Budgets
as presented. Mr. Weaver seconded the motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent.
3. FY 2012 Draft Area Plan
Mrs. King presented the FY 2012 Draft Area Plan.

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Peek to approve the FY 2012 Area Plan
as presented. Mr. Nicholson seconded the motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent.
4. Request for Waiver for more than 10% Carryover to FY 2012

Mrs. King stated that each year it is helpful to carryover any additional funds
available into the next fiscal year.

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Weaver to approve the request for a
waiver that will allow for more than a 10% carryover. Mr. Peek seconded the

motion.

Action: Motion carried without dissent.

B. Advisory Council Recommendations for Town of Christiansburg, Floyd, Giles,

Montgomery and Pulaski County appointments (Action Needed)

Mrs. King stated that the Advisory Council met on Tuesday, June 21, 2011, and
recommended 6 individuals to the Board for approval for appointment to the
Advisory Council. She stated that the Advisory Council may have up to 21
members, including two for each jurisdiction, and the others as a part of the
members at large.

Motion: A motion was made by Mr. Boothe to approve the following
appointments to the Advisory Council: Ms. Fran Hart, Town of
Christiansburg; Ms. Amy Epperly, Montgomery County; Ms. Dawn Taylor,
Pulaski County; Ms. Sue Quesinberry, Floyd County; Mr. Robert Miles, Giles
County and Mr. Fred Thompson, Member at Large. Mr. Peek seconded the
motion.

Actions: Motion carried without dissent.

Next Meeting





Mrs. King stated that the Advisory Council voted to make an effort to meet one week
before the Board Meeting, in order for the Advisory Council minutes to be available
before the Board meeting.

The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for September 27, 2011 at 1:00 pm.

IX. Adjournment

Susan Anderson-Chair
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I NEW RIVER VALLEY AGENCY ON AGING —uxom m>—<_ mmvom._. SERVICES PROVIDED: 10/14/10 - 8/ 31/11
vl % of service
Glles | Floyd | Montgomery | Pulaski | City of | Town of Town of Town of Planned units delivered
PROGRAM County | County |  County County | Radford | Pulaski | Christiansburg | Blacksburg | TQOTAL | Service Units Y-T-D
Congregate Meals
# Persons Served 25 35 28 21 6 25 20 13 173 194 89%
# Meals Served 2,225 | 2,526 1,212 929 435 1,128 1,593 947 10,995 12,265 90%
Elder Abuse Prevention
# Persons Served 6 2 7 6 - 7 4 3 35 22 159%
# Contacts 24 17 29 25 - 34 35 15 179 105 170%
Home Delivered Meals
# Persons Served 34 33 52 68 18 57 42 4 308 310 99%
# Meals Served 4,989 | 5,066 7,232 8,818 2,114 8,755 4,458 769 42,202 51,900 81%
Homemaker
# Persons Served 4 2 6 9 7 20 4 4 56 55 102%
# of Hours Served 350 157 370 571 470 1,680 421 438 4,468 4716 95%
Information & Assistance
# of People 98 B8 144 181 55 145 90 29 830 600 138%
# of Contacts 589 446 785 853 246 699 595 143 4,356 3,250 134%
Legal Services
# Persons Served 2 2 8 12 2 7 1 - 32 32 100%
# hours of service 10 5 a2 77 8 3 6 - 1689 165 102%
Transportation
# Persons Served 27 23 19 48 19 37 21 8 200 140 143%
One-Way Trips 2,833 | 1,886 625 1,853 1,108 2,228 1,207 307 12,053 9,171 131%
Ombudsman
# Persons Served 10 3 - 45 3 38 2 1 103 NIA N/A
# Contacts/Info. 203 63 173 198 270 151 113 318 1,489 N/A N/A

Disease Prevention &
Heaith Promotion

# Persons Served 44 67 78 94 30 86 56 11 466 500 93%
# Individual Hours
of Service 36 67 47 56 16 55 41 7 325 350 93%
Medication Management
# Persons Served 38 67 74 93 30 84 54 10 450 350 129%
# Individual Hours
of Service 18 38 36 50 14 46 26 5 234 265 88%

Quarterly Program Report 2011 All figures are year-to-daie baginning October 1, 2010 911212011 {md)
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AUGUST MONTHLY NEEDS REPORTSerD

HOMEMAKER
CLIENTS ON WAITING LIST

HOMEMAKER
CLIENTS / HOURS SERVED

JURISDICTION
Giles County 6 Clients 24 Hours

4
Floyd Counlty 5 1 Clients 12 Hours
Monlgamery County 13 & Clients 26 Hours
Pulaski County 17 8 Clients 54 Hours
City of Radford 3 &) Clients | 26 Hours
Town of Pulaskl 8 17 Clients 140 Hours
Tewn of Christiansburg 7 4 Clients 36 Hours
Town of Blacksburg 3 4 Clients | 32 Hours
TOTAL 62 42 Clients 350 Hours
RESPITE RESPITE
CLIENTS ON WAITING LIST CLIENTS / HOURS SERVED
JURISDICTION
—
Giles County 0 0 Clients | 0.00 Hours
Floyd County 0 0 Clients | 0.00 Hours
Montgomery County 2 3 Clients 68.98 Hours
Pulaski County 4 1 Ciients 23.25 Hours
City of Radford 1 1 Clients 12.00 Hours
Town of Pulaski 1 1 Clients 26.00 Hours
Town of Christiansburg 1 2 Clients 35.75 Hours
Town of Blacksburg 4] 1 Clients 25.00 Hours
TOTAL 9 9 Clients 180.98 Hours
HOME-DELIVERED MEALS HOME-DELIVERED MEALS
CLIENTS ON WAITING LIST CLIENTS / MEALS SERVED
JURISDICTION
Giles County 0 23 Clients 530 Meals
Floyd County 0 28 Clients | 632 Meals
Montgomery County 0 35 Clients : 836 Meals
Pulaski County 0 41 Clients | 901 Meals
City of Radford 0 9 Clients 215 Meals
Town of Pulaski 0 46 Clients 883 Meals
Town of Christiansbhurg 0 30 Clients 617 Meals
Town of Biacksbur 0 3 Clients 72 Meals
TOTAL 0 215 Clients | 4686 Meals
Monthly Needs Report 2011 Prepared by: Margaret Dishon 89/M12/2011 Page 1






AUGUST MONTHLY NEEDS REPORT

JURISDICTION

TRANSPORTATION
CLIENTS ON WAITING LIST

TRANSPORTATION.

CLIENTS SERVED / TRIPS PROVIDED

Clients |

1140

Giles County clients
Fioyd County 2 10 clients 168 lrips
Montgomery County 16 7 clients 80 trips
Pulaski County 22 8 clients 121 frips
City of Radford 6 7 clients 74 trips
Town of Pulaski 5 15 clients 245 trips
Town of Christiansburg 6 6 clients 106 trips
Town of Blacksburg 1 1 clients 20 trips

JURISDICTION

LEGAL
CLIENTS ON WAITING LIST

LEGAL
CLIENTS SERVED / HOURS PROVIDED

Town of Blacksburg

TOTAL

(8}

clients

Clients | 0

Giles County 0 0 clients 0 Hours
Floyd County 1 0 clients 0 Hours
Montgomery County 2 0 clients 0 Hours
Pulaski County 1 0 clients 0 Hours
City of Radford 1 0 clients 0 Hours
Town of Pulaski 0 0 clients 0 Hours
Town of Christiansburg 0 0 clients 0 Hours
0 0 0

Hours

| e —————————————— N ——— |

Hours

Monthly Needs Report 2011

Prepared by: Margaret Dishon

9/12/2011

Page 2






e PUBLIC INFORMATION AND EDUCATION PRESENTATIONS

Number of Persons Attending
._-K—um of Presentation Oct | Nov | Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr { May | Jun | Jul | Aug |Sept| YTD

Caregiver Support 200 0 0 0 2 8 86 0 1 0 0 0 295
Elder Abuse Prevention 47 71 29 1 35| 14 0 41 0 10 1 0 249
Emergency Kit for Disasters 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fall Prevention / Home Safety 0 20 0 0 0| 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 102
Fire Safety 0| 98] 92 0| 100/ 82 101 0 0 100 0 0 573
Grand-Driver Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
| & A / Care Coordination 2 0 6 1 0 5 4 1 20 1 1 0 41
Legal Services 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Medication Management 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
Money Follows the Person 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NRV Agency on Aging 14 3 5 1 4 3 0| 40 0 0 0 0 70
Nutrition Services 0| 100 92 0|l 100| 85| 101 0 0 100 54 0 632
Ombudsman Related 152 16 20 10 13[ 155 9 33 61 25| 59 0| 553
Other: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 130 0 0 0 0 130
Poison Smarts for Seniors 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Presentation of [.D. Theft and Scam Alerts 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Respite / Homemaker Services 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Safety in the Home 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Senior Medicare Patrol 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Title [I-D (Disease Prevention/Health Promo 0 1 3 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
VICAP 0 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

Total Month| 427| 311| 249 14| 255| 438 301| 245 82 236| 115 0| 2673

Publlc Info & Education Report 2011 Presentations Prepared by: Margaret Dishon 9/12/2011  Page 1 of 2
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PUBLIC INFORMATION AND EDUCATION PRESENTATIONS

o Number of Publications Distributed

u_u.vxﬁﬂ O_”. _uCU__OmSO: Oct | Nov| Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun Jul | Aug | Sept | YTD
Agency on Aging Brochure 278 | 17 9 22 1133 109 [ 246 | 47 [54 | 35 123 [173
Alzheimer's Association (Grant/Information) 4 0 | | 5 0 0 0 _ 0 0 |12
Assisted Living/Nursing Facility Listings ) 2 2 9 & 4 2 3 5 | I 38
Care Coordination Brochure 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8
Caregiver Support  (including Caregiver Cond. info.) 2 ! 21 4 | 26 | 430 79 7 80 16 56 722
Cooling/Fuel/Crisis Assistance 13 4 _ | | 2 0 _ 10 3 7 43
Discharge Planning 0 3 0 5 5 I I 0 0 0 0 15
Elder Abuse Prevention Information 519 { 630 29 0 | 336 (5 I 170 ! 84 131 1916
Emergency Preparedness 3 0 3 5 I 0 {08 21 3 2 0 156
Exercise/Healthy Living Information 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 26
Fall Prevention 0 0 [ I 0 70 0 103 0 0 0 [75
Fire Safety 78 0 [ 74 0 88 0 103 [ 0 0 345
Five Wishes 5 0 3 4 4 2 5 S 4 0 0 32
Food Stamps (SNAP) Application 0 0 0 [ 0 2 ] 0 I 0 0 5
Friendly Caller Brochure 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
Home Health Agency Listings 16 4 0 5 5 _ 3 0 _ 0 0 35
Home Repair/Home Modifications 0 2 I 2 0 I 0 0 3 0 3 12
1.D. Theft and Scam Alert Information 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 I 0 0 0 33
Info. on Disability Services (vpBvi, vDDHH. BRIL) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 [0
Lion's Club Application 0 0 _ 0 2 ! 0 _ _ 0 0 6
Medicaid Related Information @pplication, handbook} 36 4 [ 7 5 S 2 4 S5 7 IS 141
Money Follows the Person 0 2 0 5 4 I I 0 0 6 0 19
My Important Papers 225 0 ! 2 7 10 [7 7 0 0 3 272
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Ord. 2011-__

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 28 “TRAFFIC AND
MOTOR VEHICLES” OF THE CHRISTIANSBURG TOWN CODE
IN REGARDS TO PROVISIONS FOR IDLING VEHICLES

WHEREAS, the Council of the Town of Christiansburg has studied amendments to the Traffic
and Motor Vehicle Ordinance of the Town of Christiansburg in regards to provisions for idling
vehicles; and,

WHEREAS, Council deems proper so to do,

Be it ordained by the Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia that Chapter 28
“Traffic and Motor Vehicles” of the Christiansburg Town Code be amended by the addition of
Section 28-20 as follows:

Sec. 28-20. Idling of vehicles; violation.

Any person who idles a vehicle or allows a vehicle to idle in any Residential District, as
defined in the zoning ordinance, for a period exceeding fifteen minutes in any twenty-four hour
period, except for safety or emergency operations purposes, shall be guilty of a class 1 misdemeanor
and shall be punishable as provided in Section 1-6.

This ordinance shall become effective upon adoption. If any part of this ordinance is deemed
unlawful by a court of competent jurisdiction all remaining parts shall be deemed valid. Ordinances
or parts of any ordinances of the Town whose provisions are in conflict herewith are hereby
repealed.

Upon a call for an aye and nay vote on the foregoing ordinance at a regular meeting of the
Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia held , 2011, the members of the
Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia present throughout all deliberations on the
foregoing and voting or abstaining, stood as indicated opposite their names as follows:

Avye Nay Abstain Absent
Mayor Richard G. Ballengee*
D. Michael Barber
Cord Hall
Steve Huppert
Henry Showalter
Bradford J. Stipes

James W. “Jim” Vanhoozier

*Votes only in the event of a tie vote by Council.

SEAL:

Michele M. Stipes, Town Clerk Richard G. Ballengee, Mayor






The following information was provided to me by Anthony C. Livingston, State Director of
Coalition Against Bigger Trucks, LLC.

He asks if Town Council would consider contacting our National Senator and oppose the
proposed change. [ will bring it up during the Town Manager Report and see if Council wants
to add it to the agenda for the next meeting.

Immediate Action Needed: Please Oppose Bigger Trucks in Senate FMCSA Bill

The Senate Commerce Committee has announced plans to take up the reauthorization of the
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA) following the August congressional
recess. At that time there is likely to be a major vote on legislation that would allow a 20,000~
pound increase in maximum truck weights.

Senator Olympia Snowe of Maine has stated that when the FMCSA legislation is considered in
Committee, she will offer an amendment to include her bill (S. 1450, the Commercial Truck
Safety Act of 2011), which would allow any state to operate 100,000-pound trucks as a three-
year pilot project.

After three years, the heavier weight limit would become permanent unless the trucks were
found to have negatively affected highway safety. S. 1450 is similar to House bigger truck

legislation (H.R. 763) in that it would require a sixth axle on the heavier big rigs, but unlike the
HR 763, the new Senate bill has no provision raising truck taxes or fees to cover any additional
damage caused by the heavier trucks. In fact, the legislation completely ignores the massive
infrastructure damage and taxpayer burdens that would come with such a huge increase in truck
weights.

Summary

This legislation would allow ultra-heavy, more-dangerous trucks on Interstates in any state that
requests them, endangering other motorists from the risks of rollover, longer stopping distances
and more severe crashes. These heavier trucks would also dramatically increase damage to
infrastructure — especially bridges -- without asking the trucking companies to cover even a
portion of that damage, and would further erode the federal vehicle weight limit and bridge
formula, which were put in place to protect our highways and bridges.

What We Need You to Do:

Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation need to hear from
their constituents urging opposition to any proposals to allow bigger trucks when the Committee
takes up the FMCSA legislation. This legislation could be considered as early as the second
week in September. Please join the campaign against this threat to highway safety, infrastructure
quality and scarce tax dollars.
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SUPPORT LEGISLATION TO KEEP TRUCKS
FROM GETTING BIGGER

SHIPA would protect our roads and bridges by freezing the maximum
weight of trucks traveling on the National Highway System, extending the
existing freeze on Interstate operations of LCVs to the entire National
Highway System, and capping the length of truck trailers.

The Safe Highways and Infrastructure Preservation Act (H.R. 1574, S. 876) was introduced in
the US House of Representatives by Reps. James McGovern (MA-3) and Frank Wolf (VA-10)
and in the US Senate by Sen. Frank Lautenberg (NJ). This legislation, if passed, would freeze
the size and weight of trucks on our highways without rolling back any existing legal operations.

Freeze the weight of trucks

Congress set 80,000 pounds as the maximum weight at which a truck can operate on Interstate
highways. Yet, because of loopholes in the law, trucks routinely operate on Interstates and
other highways above 80,000 pounds. This bill would extend the truck weight limit beyond the
48,000-mile Interstate system to the entire 161,000 miles of National Highway System (NHS).

Extend the freeze on LCVs
In 1991, Congress “froze" the operation of longer combination vehicles (L.CVs) — long double

and triple trailer trucks — on Interstates and stopped LCVs from spreading onto a larger share of
the Interstate system. These bills extend this freeze to the entire NHS.

Freeze the length of trucks

10 foot trnctar
| 25 foot tealler

Today, there is no federal limit on the length of semi- T ]
trailers. Over the years, trailer length has grown such 1960 (Hl sorerimier
that eleven states allow trailers over 53 feet (the industry e
standard) and Wyoming even allows 60-foot-long trailers 1974 ;
to operate. These bills will cap the length of truck trailers : —
at 53 feet, but allow existing legal operations of trailers 1984 &R ondaaleiuiord
that exceed 53 feet to continue. ©

1946

17 foot tractor
53 foot trailer

1990

Prevent deficit spending

Today's trucks operating at the legal limit of 80,000 pounds only pay for 80% of the damage
they cause.! Allowing trucks to operate at 97,000 pounds would result in these heavier trucks
paying only half of their costs.? Nationwide operation of bigger trucks would add at least $50
billion in new bridge reconstruction costs, according to USDOT.? The construction and
maintenance costs required by bigger trucks only add to our growing deficit.

;Addendum fo the 1997 Highway Cost Allocation Study, Federal Highway Administration, 2000.
Ibid.
* Comprehensive Truck Size and Weight Study, US Department of Transportation, 2000.

1001 N Fairfax St, Ste 515 Alexandria, VA 22314 « 888-CABT-123 www.cabt.org





@ Coalition Against BiggerTrucks

National Organizations Opposing
Truck Size & Weight increases

National Troopers Coalition

National Sheriffs’ Association

National Association of Police Organizations
International Association of Chiefs of Police
Western States Sheriffs’ Association

AAA

National Association of Counties

Owner-Operator Independent Drivers Association
International Brotherhood of Teamsters

Public Citizen

Consumer Federation of America

Advocates for Highway and Auto Safety

Truck Safety Coalition

Transportation for America

American Short Line and Regional Railroad Association
Railway Supply Institute

Association of American Railroads

1001 N Fairfax St, Ste 515 Alexandria, VA 22314 + 888-CABT-123 www.cabt.org





LCV Routes on Interstate
Highways -- Existing and Proposed*

Routes Estimated Total Mil * Does not include non-interstate
=] muﬂOUmeQ new Existin hOzWW-EW R 10315 routes currently used by LCVs.
it xisting outes: ]
LCV Routes Proposed new LCV Routes: 18.440 ** The propsed new routes exclude unspecified

——— Estimated total miles: 28.755 “urban area interstates not currently used.”





Bigger trucks have never resulted in fewer trucks.
Why would they now?

Companies pushing for bigger trucks say that they would need fewer
trucks to haul their goods so there would be fewer trucks on our roads.
Unfortunately, they're wrong. Never has an increase in truck size or
weight slowed the growth in the number of trucks on the road or the
miles those trucks drive.

As John Adams said, "facts are stubborn things.”

* The number of trucks registered in the U.S. and the mileage traveled
by trucks has gone up nearly every single year since Congress last
increased the federal weight limit in 1982, Then, as now, those pushing
for bigger trucks said it would result in fewer trucks on the road, but
the increase did not even slow the growth in truck traffic. (Highway
Statistics, FHWA)

= Truck trailer lengths increased from 40 feet to 53 feet between 1980
and 1995. During this same period of time, rail merchandise traffic
declined 29% while truck vehicle miles traveled grew by 56% (33%
faster than GDP).

Stubborn Fact: Bigger trucks simply divert rail traffic
onto highways.

According to a recent study, increasing truck weighks to 97,000 pounds

would divert enough freight from rail to highways to fill 11.1 million
mare trucks.

J
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Coalition Against Bigger Trucks, LLC
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Coatition Agairst Biggerfrocks

DO THE MATH: BIGGER TRUCKS =
NEARLY 8 MILLION MORE TRUCKS

To understand how truck weight increases
and rail diversion result in more trucks on
the road, consider the scenario examined
by a 2010 study by Dr. Carl Martland,
Research Affiliate in the Department of
Civil and Environmental Engineering at
MIT, which concluded that an increase

in legal truck weights to 97,000 pounds
could reduce overall rail traffic by 19%, but
that's not the whole story:

= |t would take 14.3 million trucks to
carry the freight anaiyzed in the
Martland study.

= Allowing these trucks to increase their
legal weight from 80,000 pounds to
97,000 pounds would theoretically allow
for this freight to ship in 3.4 million
fewer trucks.

= However, Martland found that diversion
of freight from rail back onto highways
would add an additional 11.1 million
trucks of freight to highways.

» Therefore, increasing truck weights
would result in a net increase of nearly
8 million more trucks on our roads and
bridges, a 56% increase,






Safety leaders know first-hand that allowing heavier and
longer trucks is a risky proposition.

National Troopers Coalition

"We strongly oppose any increase in truck weight. Trucks are big and heavy enough
already. Any state trooper can attest that making trucks longer or heavier will

only lead to more problems on our already avercrowded highways.”

National Sheriffs’ Association

"Increasing the weight on already large trucks poses a substantial risk to the traveling
public and public safety officers who patrol these roadways. When large trucks lose
control, they are apt to do significantly more damage, in terms of physical harm, loss
of life, and property damage, than standard vehicle collisions on our increasingly
congested roadways. An increase in weight for trucks would not only increase the
stopping distance of these trucks and decrease the ability to steer and controlin
emergency situations, but would also transfer into an increased striking force when
involved in a traffic collision, especially with a much smaller vehicle. Heavier trucks
can also potentially increase the involvement of multiple vehicles in these kinds of
crashes, resulting in higher number of injuries and fatalities.”

Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance

"CVSA does not support enacting any significant legislative or regulatory changes
to truck size and weight until such time as we have a more uniform, methodical and
science-based approach to evaluating the safety, infrastructure and environmental
cost and benefits.”

AAA

“There remain significant unanswered questions regarding the balance between
productivity, safety and impacts on infrastructure, Until research can fully address
these issues, AAA remains opposed to any federal increases in the current truck
size and weight limits.”

JUST THE FACTS:

* Since 1998, over 17% of trucks inspected as a part
of Operation Air Brake have been placed out of
service due to braking issues. (CV5A)

Increasing truck weight is likely to lead to brake
maintenance problemns and longer stopping
distances. (USDOT)

Heavier trucks tend to have a higher center of
gravity, increasing the risk of rollovers, (USDQT)

LCVs - particularly triples - are significantly more
likely to experience trailer sway and the “crack
the whip” effect than single tractor trailers. (USDOT)

Large trucks have a fatal crash involvement rate
40% greater than passenger vehicles. (NHTSA)

LCVs are likely to have fatal accident involvernent
rates atleast 119 higher than single tractor trailers.
{UsDOT)

* Raising truck weight to 97,000 pounds could result
in 8 million more truckloads on US roads. {Martland)

.-—
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Heavy trucks literally make bridges bounce, buckling
pavement and stressing steel.

Engineers agree that heavy trucks already cause enormous damage to
bridges, causing massive vibrations that literally make bridges bounce.
Allowing heavier trucks will accelerate this deterioration. Bridges are
designed with a safety margin of error to ensure against bridge failure.
But heavier trucks erode that margin of error and increase the risk of
catastrophic failure.

We can’t afford to spend another $53 billion to pay for
damage to bridges caused by bigger trucks.

Spending money will not solve our bridge infrastructure problem
because we are never going to be able to repair or replace all the
bridges we need to, due to sheer lack of time and resources. It would
cost $188 billion to repair current structurally deficient bridges around
the country. {US DOT Conditions and Performance Report, 2006)

We would have to spend an additional $53 billion to rebuild bridges

if we allowed truck sizes and weights to go even higher than they are
today. (US DOT Comprehensive Truck Size and Weight Study, 2000)

Instead of a $53 billion bridge bailout, why not preserve
the bridges we already have?

Allowing heavier and longer trucks to operate would add new costs

and increase the burden on taxpayers. Increasing truck size and weight
would require that many bridges in the state be replaced, strengthened

or posted — all of which would impose additional costs and unfunded
mancdates on cash-strapped state governments and, ultirmately, the
American taxpayer.

THE ALTERNATIVE? Keep the 80,000-pound weight limit and stop the

spiraling cost of bridge repair BEFORE DAMAGE HAPPENS.

FAST FACTS: AMERICA’S BRIDGES ARE
CRUMBLING. AND BIGGER TRUCKS
WILL MAKE IT WORSE.

» Mare than half of the bridges on the
National Highway System are more than
40 years old. (US DOT 2010 National
Bridge Inventory)

» 1 of every 9 bridges — 69,223 — in the
nation is already structurally deficient.
(US DOT 2010 National Bridge
Inventory)

« Forty years ago, when more than half of
our bridges were built, there were about
2 million trucks on the road. Today, there
are about 7 million trucks on the road.

» Until the mid-1970’s, the legal limit on
trucks was 73,280 pounds. Today it is
B0,000 pounds. The proposals before
Congress and in many states are to
increase truck weights to 97,000 pounds
and higher.

Whis
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Coalition Against Bigger Trucks, LLC
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Qur highways and bridges are in rough shape because we
don't have the resources to keep them in good condition. Yet,
nearly every single truck trip on a U.S. road is an exercise in
deficit spending because trucks on the road today don't cover
the cost of the damage they do. Allowing even bigger trucks
would make this problern even worse.

The additional cost of repairing bridge damage caused
by raising truck weights to 97,000 pounds could top 353
hillion alone. That's in addition to road damage. (USDOT
Comprehensive Truck Size and Weight Study, 2000)

Trucks already receive $2 billion in subsidies.
Bigger trucks mean even bigger subsidies.

Trucks cover only 80% of damage now, will only
cover 50% of damage if bigger trucks are allowed
to pound the pavement.

The most recent federal study to look at the issue showed
that the federal government already subsidizes heavy truck
operations almost $2 biliion every year. (FHWA Addendum to
Highway Cost Allocation Study, 2000)

= 80,000-pound single-trailer trucks only pay 80% of the cost
of the damage they cause.

« The same study showed that increasing truck weights up to
97000 pounds would result in trucks only paying for about
50% of the damage they do.

« |f inflated to 2007 dollars, trucks on the road today would
need to pay an additional $0.28 per gallon of diesel just to
break even and 97,000-pound trucks would need to pay an
additional $117 per gallon. (Full Recovery of Highway Costs
Associated with Bigger Trucks, Norbridge, 2007)

Bigger trucks mean Bigger spending,
Bigger deficits. The Highway Trust Fund
is already broke.

* The Highway Trust Fund has already needed two cash
infusions to stay solvent. Bigger trucks will make it worse.

« State highway departments are running out of money
for key highway projects. Cities and schools across the
country are cutting budgets to do more with less.

 Allowing even bigger trucks makes a problem we
already can't afford to solve even worse. It means that
every single truck trip costs other taxpayers even
more money.

“WHEN LONGER COMBINATION VEHICLES (LCVs)
AND OTHER HEAVY TRUCKS DO NOT PAY THE
FULL COSTS OF THEIR OPERATIONS, OTHER
MOTORISTS MUST MAKE UP THE DIFFERENCE.
THIS IS INEQUITABLE TO THE HIGHWAY USERS
WHO MUST SUBSIDIZE LCY CPERATIONS.”

- WESTERN UNIFORMITY SCENARIC ANALYSIS, USDOT, 2004

o ]

Coalition Against Bigger Trucks, LLC






Ord. 2011-__

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 29 “WATER AND SEWERS”
OF THE CHRISTIANSBURG TOWN CODE IN REGARDS TO PROVISIONS
FOR WARNING (VOLUNTARY) AND EMERGENCY (MANDATORY)
WATER CONSERVATION

WHEREAS, the Council of the Town of Christiansburg has studied amendments to
the Water and Sewers Ordinance of the Town of Christiansburg in regards to provisions for
warning (voluntary) and emergency (mandatory) water conservation; and,

WHEREAS, notice of the intention of the Town Council to pass said ordinance was
published two consecutive weeks (September 6, 2011 and September 13, 2011) in The
Roanoke Times — New River Current, a newspaper published in and having general
circulation in the Town of Christiansburg; and,

WHEREAS, a public hearing of Council of the Town was held September 20,
2011, and,

WHEREAS, Council deems proper so to do,

Be it ordained by the Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia that
Chapter 29 “Water and Sewers” of the Christiansburg Town Code be amended by the
addition of Article VIII. Water Conservation. Sections 29-174—29-179 as follows:

ARTICLE VIII. WATER CONSERVATION
Sec. 29-174. Authority.

The Town Manager, after notifying Town Council has authority to declare drought or
emergency water supply conditions and impose voluntary and mandatory water conservation
measures as set forth in this plan.

Sec. 29-175. Water supply and drought stages.

The following section explains the indicators or triggers that the Town Manager may consider
when implementing a specific stage and the actions that would be initiated for each stage.

Stage 1- Watch
The drought and water supply watch stage is intended to increase public awareness of

climatic conditions that are likely to precede the occurrence of a significant drought event.
Indicators that may trigger a watch are as follows:

1. Monitoring and comparing water intake and treatment with water usage.

2. Precipitation deficits (% of normal precipitation) < 75.0-85.0% depending on time of
year - determined using comparisons based on data compiled by the Office of the
State Climatologist.





Ord. 2011-__

Representative daily stream flows for source water fall between the 10" and 25"
percentile for return flow frequencies. Stream flows are monitored by utilizing the
USGS gauging station (03171000) located at Radford, Va.

NOAA Drought Index D1, moderate drought.

Utilize additional drought indicators such as Standardized Precipitation Index,
Palmer Drought Index, and NOAA monthly and seasonal precipitation outlooks.

When a drought watch declaration is warranted, the following actions may be initiated:

1.

o gk wnN

Public Outreach to inform customers of potential drought conditions and water
conservation activities that may be utilized. (bill inserts, Town of Christiansburg Face
Book and/or web pages, newspaper, etc.)

Monitor USGS data for in-stream flows daily

Limit non-essential government use

Notify major water users of the drought condition

Increase resources to identify and correct water leaks

Encourage use of water recyclers (rain barrels, gray water, etc.) for non-potable uses

Stage 2- Warning (Voluntary)

The drought and water supply warning stage is declared when the onset of a significant
drought event is imminent. The Town will request voluntary water conservation activities
with a goal of reducing water use 5-10%.

Indicators that may trigger a warning are as follows:

1.

e

Precipitation deficits (< 65.0-75.0% depending on time of year) - determined using
comparisons based on data compiled by the Office of the State Climatologist.
Representative daily stream flows fall between the 5™ and 10™ percentile for return
flow frequencies. Stream flows are monitored by utilizing the USGS gauging station
(03171000) located at Radford, Va.

NOAA Drought Index D2, severe drought

Continue to monitor drought indicators listed above.

Continue to monitor and compare water intake and treatment with water usage.

When a drought warning declaration is warranted, the following actions may be initiated:

Continue measures from stage 1

Implement voluntary water use restrictions for all non-essential outdoor water use.
(Examples- irrigation, washing car, washing sidewalks and driveways, etc.)

Limit water use for recreational activities (examples- swimming pools, golf courses,
etc.)
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Stage 3-

Emergency (Mandatory)

The drought and water supply emergency stage is declared during the height of a significant

drought

event or loss of water supply due to emergency situations. Mandatory water

conservation activities will be identified with a goal of reducing water use 10-15%.

Indicato

1.

rs that may trigger an emergency are as follows:

Emergency situation that significantly affects (or may affect) the Town’s water
supply (which includes the water treatment plant, source water, or distribution
system).

Precipitation deficits (< 55.0-65.0% depending on time of year) - determined using
comparisons based on data compiled by the Office of the State Climatologist.
Representative daily stream flows below the 5™ percentile for return flow
frequencies. Stream flows are monitored by utilizing the USGS gauging station
(03171000) located at Radford, Va.

NOAA Drought Index D3, extreme drought, or greater

Continue to monitor drought indicators listed above.

Water Authority notifies the Town that source water level is near or below water
intake.

Water intake and treatment is less than historical water demand

When a drought or water supply emergency declaration is warranted the following actions
may be initiated:

1.
2.

3.

Sec. 29-176

Continue measures from stages 1 and 2
Prohibit all non-essential outdoor water use including:
a. washing vehicles
b. irrigation for lawns, gardens, and plantings
c. recreational uses, including refilling swimming pools
d. Washing decks, sidewalks, and driveways
Require mandatory water use restrictions on major water users for non-essential
functions.

. Additional measures.

If measures outlined in this Article are insufficient to reduce demand and preserve sufficient
supplies of water for citizens, this section outlines additional measures that may be
implemented during critical periods.

A

Sec. 29-177

Limit new water mains and water taps.

Implement conservation water rate.

Implement a water restrictions hotline.

Encourage use of non-potable water sources for construction activities and bulk water
uses.

. Violations and penalties.
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The following summarizes those actions and penalties that will be imposed upon violators of
the declared emergency stage of the drought and water supply management ordinance:

1. For the first offense, a violator shall receive a written warning delivered in person or
posted by a Town employee.

2. For the second offense, a violator shall be assessed a civil penalty of one hundred
dollars, to be imposed on the violator’s next water bill, or, in the case of violators not
on the public water system, to be assessed by a written notice.

3. For the third offense, a violator shall be assessed a civil penalty of two hundred and
fifty dollars for each offense, to be imposed on the violator’s next water bill, or, in
the case of violators not on the public water system, to be assessed by a written
notice.

4. Each violation by a person shall be counted as a separate violation by that person,
regardless of the location at which the violation occurs.

Sec. 29-178. Appeals.

Upon declaration of a drought emergency or water supply emergency, the Town Council
shall establish an appeals review board to review applications for exemptions from required
conservation measures and appeals of fines and to consider appeals of penalties assessed.

Sec. 29-179. Public notice and duration of restrictions.

Declaration of drought stages, a water supply emergency, or conservation measures by the
Town Manager or the Manager’s designee shall become effective upon notification being
printed in newspaper of general circulation within locality, Town of Christiansburg social
media and/or web page, and/or broadcast upon radio or television station serving the locality.
Any prohibitions or restrictions shall remain in effect until the Town Manager determines that
a water emergency in the locality no longer exists.

This ordinance shall become effective upon adoption. If any part of this ordinance is
deemed unlawful by a court of competent jurisdiction all remaining parts shall be deemed
valid. Ordinances or parts of any ordinances of the Town whose provisions are in conflict
herewith are hereby repealed.
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Upon a call for an aye and nay vote on the foregoing ordinance at a regular
meeting of the Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia held :
2011, the members of the Council of the Town of Christiansburg, Virginia present
throughout all deliberations on the foregoing and voting or abstaining, stood as indicated
opposite their names as follows:

Aye Nay Abstain Absent
Mayor Richard G. Ballengee*
D. Michael Barber
Cord Hall
Steve Huppert
Henry Showalter
Bradford J. Stipes
James W. “Jim” Vanhoozier
*Votes only in the event of a tie vote by Council.

SEAL:

Michele M. Stipes, Town Clerk Richard G. Ballengee, Mayor






Water supply plan.

http://www.christiansburg.org/DocumentView.aspx?DID=998

This is a large document and may take a while to download. Approx. 22mb





