COUNTY OF YORK
MEMORANDUM

DAT™ July 14, 7723

Te. York County Board of Supervisors

FROM: Neil A. Morgan, County Administrator /) ﬁ/\\d

SUBJECT: Feasibility Study for Springfield Road Alternative

Curr~~* Situati~=

Staff has now received the draft Springfield Road alternative feasibility study that I was
directed by the Board of Supervisors to obtain. The cost of this study was $48,000.
Because of the interest in this topic, I am forwarding the report to the Board and making it
public even though the staff has only conducted a cursory analysis and continues to
review the report at this time. In summary, our engineering consultants believe that a
functional alternate temporary road could be designed and constructed at the rough order
of magnitude cost of $1,970,000 and could conceivably be completed within three years,
two for design/permitting and one for construction.

Discussion

Our preliminary review of the report finds that the critical variables have been properly
identified and a rational potential route has been selected for analysis. We have identified
some questions and concerns that need clarification which we are currently studying.
Those items include but are not limited to the following:

e Were there any potential alternative routes that would be advantageous to
consider?

e What alterations to the Tranquility site and erosion and sediment control plans
would be necessary and what are the time and cost implications of those
adjustments?

e What is required to connect the suggested temporary road into the state system in
terms of time and cost?

e How many property owners would be impacted by the st sted route and what
would be the approval mechanisms and time frame for those approvals?

My own observation is that the major timing factor that was not adequately considered in
the time estima was that of governmental process. York County would first have to
make a decision to proceed with design (and presumably with construction) and then
procure engineering services and identify at least $1,970,000 in funding. Other impacted
parties including Tranquility, Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), and the
Eastern Virginia Regional Industrial Facility Authority (EVRIFA) would also need to be
consulted. Although the consultant’s report provides reasonable time frame projections of
the various environmental reviews, some of these could very well become more
complicated, take longer, and cost more. The most obvious possibility is that the final
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design ¢ 1d not limit wetlands disturbance to under an acre thereby triesering a more
onerous individual application to the Corps of Engineers and the ..cpartment of
Environmental Quality. My opinion is that for planning purposes, one might easily expect
project completion to take more than three years and cost substantially more than
estimated.

The wisdom of pursuing this idea is questionable. First, there would be the need to
identify at least $1,970,000. The opportunity cost for deploying funds in this manner
would be substantial. What are all of the productive investments the County could make
with this sum of money? One clear example is our inability to maximize VDOT revenue-
sharing matches in each two-year application cycle. We could match up to $5,000,000
every two years and we have been averaging less than half of that amount for general
transportation improvements.

Although no one can say with certainty how long Tranquility will be under construction,
based on the observed pace, there is a good chance the project will be completed or
nearing completion before this conceptual road could become available. That would result
in the complete waste of $1,970,000 or more for a road that would have no purpose. I
continue to believe that a better investment in County funds would be to upgrade
Springfield Road if that is something the residents desire.

Next Steps

Staff will complete its assessment of the feasibility report and conduct any follow-up
discussions with our consultant within the next thirty days. At that time I will provide my
definitive recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for your consideration.

NAM/dci

Attachments:



TO: Travis Rhodes, PE, Assistant Engineering Manager
York County, Virginia
Department of Public Works (DPW)

FROM: AH Engineering Consultants (AH)

SUBJECT: Hawk’'s M it/Diesel Drive Temporary Access Road Feasibility
CONTRACT: P1742-03

AH PROJECT: 141-03

DATE: 7/3/2023

1. BACKGROUND

A new housing development is currently under construction in the vicinity of Kings Creek ar
in northern York County off Penniman Road (Rt 641). Construction traffic is act ising tt
property from Penniman Road and along Springfield Road (Rt 687), which is a narrow
(approximately 14-16 feet wide), residential roadway running from Penniman Road to the
southeast. Residents have expressed concerns over the construction traffic noise, nuisance,
and limited ability to allow 2-way vehicular traffic. York County has requested that a feasibility
study be prepa 1 to construct a temporary access road from Hawk’s Nest Drive extending
along an existing gravel road in the Kings Creek Commerce Center Development Area. This
would low col ruction vehicles access along the north side of ther v ¢ elopn it and
mitigate use of Springfield Road by construction vehicle access.

This feasibility study includes environmental permitting requirements, a concept alignment of
the proposed temporary road, order of magnitude costs, and an estimated schedule.

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

Hawks Nest Drive is located approximately 1700 feet to the northeast along Penniman Road
from Springfield . .vad and is an existing asphalt drive providing access to the Jamestown-
Yorktown Foundation building and parking lot. After the second parking lot entrance to this
facility, the paved section of Hawks Nest Drive ends at an existing fence/gate. After the gate,
Hawks Nest Drive transitions to Diesel Drive, which is one of a network of cleared partial
gravel/dirt access roads within an approximately 430-acre parcel owned by the Eastern
Virginia Regional Industrial Facility Authority. Wetlands exist within this parcel, as do
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3.1 PERMITS REQUIRED

The USACE Norfolk District currently has a Regional Permit for impacts of less than 1-acre to
aquatic resources, which may be used to permit this type of project but has numerous
requiren its that must be met prior to project authorization. VDEQ will be the primary
regulatory agency responsible for processing the application package. Primary evaluation
€ 1 s include the following:

A wetland delineation and report must be submitted to USACE for review and approval before
an application for work may be submitted. Submission of a completed Joint Permit Application
(JPA) will be sent to the Virginia Marine Resources Commission (VMRC) for distribution to the
regulatory agencies. VDEQ’s Programmatic General Permit-22 (SPGP-22) is the evaluation
and permitting vehicle most likely to be uti  :d for the project, however USAC ™ will still do a
federal review. For impacts over 0.5 acre, USACE is required to coordinate with the
Environmental Protection Agency, which will most likely require documentation regarding
avoidance and minimization and an alternatives analysis.

An aquatic resources mitigation plan must be submitted along with the JPA. Mitigation for
forested wetland resources will be established at a 2:1 ratio and stream impacts at a 1:1 ratio.

The regulatory agencies, at their individual discretion, may require a detailed alternatives
analysis to determine the least environmentally damaging most practical alternative. That
alternative would then become the preferred alternative and would potentially require revisions
to, or redesign of, the proposed roadway.

Clearances from all consulting federal, state, and local resources must be obtained. These
may include the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Virginia Game and Inland
Fisheries, Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation for Threatened and
Endangered Species, and the York County Chesapeake Bay Board for potential impacts to
Chesapeake Bay Resource . .otection Areas. ..me-of-year . JY) restrictions for cutting trees
to protect the Northern Long-eared Bat are currently established from April 1 - November 15
in any given year. These TOY restrictions may change on or before March 31, 2024, by the
USFWS when they issue a new Final Rule in the Federal Register.

The project must be coordinated with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) for any
po tial imp: to archeological or historic resources.

A VDEQ Virginia Water Protection (VWP) individual permit or general permit coverage for the
project must be obtained.

The activity must comply with applicable Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
approved state or local floodplain management requirements.

AH ENgineering Lonsunants Draft, July 2023
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(D AGGREGATE BASE — 6.0° AGGREGATE BASE 21-A

() AGGREGATE BASE ~ 8.0" VDOT #57, COMPACTED TO A DRY
DENSITY OF AT LEAST 100% OF THE STANDARD PROCTOR
MAXIMUM DRY DENSITY (ASTM D698)

(3 SUBGRADE - STABLE, COMPACTED TO A DRY DENSITY OF
AT LEAST 98% OF THE STANDARD PROCTOR MAXIMUM DRY
DENSITY (VIM-1), PROOFROLLED, AND APPROVED BY THE
LOCAL INSPECTOR

(3) 2' GRAVEL SHOULDER

(3) 2’ GRADED SHOULDER

5.1 Pr .MINARY CULVERT SIZING

The temporary access road will require a temporary wetland crossing. To facilitate this
crossing, the AH Team developed preliminary culvert sizing calculations using n hodologies
consistent with the Federal Highway Administration Hydraulic Design Series Number 5 (HDS-
5).

Calculations include hydrologic calculations to estimate of the peak flow associated with the
10-year storm event at the proposed crossing location and iterative calculations supported by
HDS-5 nomographs for culvert selection (number and size).

The 10-year peak flow (Q10) was estimated to be approximately 123 cubic feet per second (cfs)
using the Rational Method where Qo = CiA, and

o C = runoff coefficient based on land use = 0.186

e = average intensity of rainfall = 5.52 inches per hour (iph)

¢ A =drainage basin area (acres) = 120 acres

The runoff coeffic it was approximated using aerial imagery. Rainfall intensity was estimated
using the NOAA Atlas 14 Precipitation Frequency Data Server (PFDS) for the 10-year, 24-hour
storm event. The drainage basin area was delineated using USGS quadrangle map data.

L ng the peak flowrate, and the following assumptions, the AH team proceeded to analyze
various culvert sizes and configurations (i.e., number of culverts):

¢ Culvert material is corrugated metal pipe (circular)

o _uJlvert” 1gth = 100 feet (ft)

¢ Culvert slope = 0.005 ft/ft

e Culvert entrance loss coefficient = 0.9 (projecting from fill)

Using HDS-5 nomographs, the AH Team trialed several combinations of pipe diameter and
number of pipes and calculated associated headwater depths (HW) under inlet and outlet
control conditions. Critical depth, to aid in determining HW under outlet control conditions, was
estimated to be approximately 3.2 ft using Manning’s equation and a roughly assumed

AH Engineering consunants Draft, yuly 2023

















https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps

alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print,

idiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made

Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous
are: nas} ific « They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length,
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil
profiles. A sail profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other
biological activity.

Currently, soilsa mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource

eas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a
specific location on the landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their

characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil

scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only

a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented

by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to
ify p lictioo ofthe kindsofsoilir 1a andtoc 2rmit I doun

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil






Custom Soil Resource Report

identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings,
i ds, roads, and rivers | of which help in locating boundaries accurately.



Soil Map

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metar a aboutdatau [to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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jery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
it >f map unit boundaries may be evident.
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was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The
delineation of suct :gments on the map provides sufficient information for the
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however,
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous
areas.

An identifying symbo! precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions.
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soit
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness,

salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the
basis of such differences, a soil series is divic | into soil phases. Most of the areas
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha
silt loam, O to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps.
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil
material anc  ipport little or no ation. Rock outcropisane np

13
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James City and York Counties and the City of Williamsburg, Virginia

11C—Craven-Uchee complex, 6 to 10 percent slog

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 41pq
Elevation: 0 to 700 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 40 to 55 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 165 to 193 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Craven and similar soils: 36 percent
Uchee and similar soils: 34 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Craven

Setting
Landform: Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional): Trei
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 9inches: fine sandy loam
H2 - 9 to 53 inches. clay
H3 - 53 to 80 inches: sandy clay loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 6 to 10 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inc

Drainage class: Moderately well drained

Runoff class: High

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to
moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 24 to 36 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: None

Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 8.2 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Hydric soil rating: No

Description of Uchee

Setting
Landform: Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
wn-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex

14
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Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 24 inches: loamy fine sand
H2 - 24 to 56 inches: sandy clay loam
H3 - 56 to 65 inches: sandy loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 6 to 10 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Drainage class: Well drained

Runoff class. Very low

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.20 to 1.98 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 42 to 60 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: None

Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 6.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated):. None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated):
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Hydric soil rating: No

14F Emporia fine sandy loam, 2 to 6 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 41pt
Elevation: 20 to 150 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 40 to 55 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 165 to 193 days
Farmland classification: Al areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Emporia and similar soils: 80 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Emporia

Setting
i dform: Mari
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1-0to 13 inches: fine sandy loam
H2 - 13 to 58 inches. loam

15
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H3 - 58 to 75 inches: sandy clay loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 6 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 incl
Drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Very low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to high
(0.06 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 36 to 54 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
A 'able water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 8.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated). 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Hydric soil rating: No

15F—Empor complex, 25 to 50 percent slof

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 41py
Elevation: 20 to 150 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 40 to 55 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 165 to 193 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Emporia and similar soils: 75 percent
Minor components: 5 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Emporia

Setting
Landform: Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Riser
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 13 inches: fine sandy loam
H2 - 13 to 58 inches: loam
H3 - 58 to 75 inches: sandy clay loam

Properties and qualities
e. 11050 it
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained

16
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Runoff class: Medium

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to high
(0.06 to 1.98 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 36 to 54 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: None

Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 8.4 inches)

In pretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Johnston
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: Yes

19B—Kempsville-Emporia fine sandy loams, 2 to 6 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 41q2
—.2vation: 20 to 400 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 40 to 55 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 165 to 193 days
Farmland classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Kempsville and similar soils: 50 percent
Emporia and similar soils: 30 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Kempsville

Setting
Landfc  : Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 14 inches: fine sandy loam
H2 - 14 to 55 inches: sandy clay loam

17
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H3 - 55 to 68 inches: fine sandy loam

Properties and qualiti

Slope: 2 to 6 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Drainage class: Well drained

Runoff class: Very low

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)

Depth to water table: More than 80 inches

Frequency of flooding. None

Frequency of ponding: None

Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 8.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: A
Hydric soil rating: No

Description of Emporia

Setting
Landform: Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Marine deposits

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 13 inches. fine sandy loam
H2 - 13 to 58 inches: loam
H3 - 58to 75inches: s dy clay loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 2 to 6 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Drainage class: Well drained

Runoff class: Very low

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to high
(0.06 to 1.98 in/hr)

L th to water table: About 36 to 54 inches

Freauency of flooding: None
n ey of ponding: None

Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 8.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated). 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Hydric soil rating: No

18
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29B—Slagle fine sandy loam, 2 to 6 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2sgy1
Elevation: 70 to 330 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 32 to 51 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 47 to 70 degrees F
Frost-free period: 158 to 206 days
Farmland classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Slagle and similar soils: 83 percent
Minor components: 3 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Slagle

Setting
. 1dform: Marine terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit, shoulder
Landform position (three-dimensional): Riser, tread, rise
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Loamy marine deposits

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 8 inches: fine sandy loam
Bt- 8 to 51 inches: sandy clay loam
C - 51 to 70 inches: sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 6 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Moderately well drained
Runoff class: Low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat). Moderately low to
moderately high (0.06 to 0.57 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 36 inches
. .equency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
' oy 50 inc. M ‘ [

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated). 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No

19
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Minor Components

Myatt
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landform: Depressions
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Dip
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: Yes

35—Udorthents, loamy

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 41qq
Elevation: 0 to 130 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 40 to 55 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 57 to 61 degrees F
Frost-free period: 165 to 193 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Udorthents and similar soils: 75 percent
Minor components: 3 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Udorthents

Setting
Landform: Marine terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex

Properties and qualiti
Slope: 0 to 70 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Runoff class: High
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: ne

Minor Components

Bethera
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landform: Depressions
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave

20
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Hydric soil rating: Yes

21
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COUNTY OF YORK
MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 13, 2023

TO: York County Board of Supervisors
FROM: Neil A. Morgan, Couﬁty Administrator
SUBJECT: Notification of Certain Procurements

In accordance with the Board’s policy for the procurement of items in the County’s
approved Capital Improveme'nts Program (CIP) involving the purchase of goods and
services costing between $50,000 and $100,000, or when otherwise stipulated by a prior
resolution, notification is hereby given that staff has completed the procurement
arrangements for the following County project: :

e The County conducted a public solicitation which was awarded to AH
Environmental. AH Environmental has a VDOT-Certified inspector on staff. The
County has several sidewalk construction projects which require a VDOT-
Certified inspector on-site in order to receive grant funding. Due to the timing of
VDOT reporting requirements, in order to not lose the grant funding for these
projects, an emergency/exigency Purchase Order (PO) was placed with AH
Environmental. The original PO was placed in the amount of $39,528, and a 30-
day extension for continuing work was placed in the amount of $25 668.76
bringing the total spend amount to $65,196.76. :

Dudley/3717
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Ingram, Diane
I

From: Bellamy, Mark

Sent: Friday, July 14, 2023 1:52 PM

To: Ingram, Diane

Subject: FW: swearing in BOS and SB members for new term

From: Latham, Walt <walt.latham@yorkcounty.gov>

Sent: Friday, July 14, 2023 10:36 AM

To: Morgan, Neil <Neil.Morgan@yorkcounty.gov>; Bellamy, Mark <bellamy@yorkcounty.gov>; Fuller, Brian
<bfuller@yorkcounty.gov>; 'Shandor, Victor' <vshandor@ycsd.york.va.us>; Schott, Heather
<heather.schott@yorkcounty.gov>; 'Ford, Sandra' <sford@ycsd.york.va.us>; Hill, Richard <Richard.Hill@yorkcounty.gov>
Cc: Chair, Electoral Board <Richard.Rawls@yorkcounty.gov>; Vice Chair, Electoral Board
<constance.jones@yorkcounty.gov>; Secretary, Electoral Board <Sandra.Molineaux@yorkcounty.gov>

Subject: swearing in BOS and SB members for new term

Good morning —

The supervisors and school board members will be elected on November 7. The canvass of the results of the
election should be complete by November 14.

In the past, the county and the school division have held ceremonies for their respective boards to be sworn in

and presented with their election certificates. This isn’t a requirement, but | thought | would reach out to you in
anticipation of these events to see if you wanted to do one again, and, if so, if you could let me know when you
might want to hold them.

Some things to consider regarding any swearing-in event:

1. Before being sworn in, the candidate must be certified as the winner by the local electoral board.

2. All successful candidates must have complied with all pertinent campaign finance requirements prior to
qualifying for office, entering upon the duties of office, or receiving any salary or emoluments for that
office. The electoral board is specifically prohibited by Code from issuing a certificate of election until
copies of the pertinent reports have been filed as required. (Va. Code 24.2-948.2)

3. There s a chance that final certification could be delayed in the event of a recount, contest, or audit of
the election results.

Walt

WALTER T. LATHAM, JR.

State-Certified General Registrar

General Registrar and Director of Elections
County of York, Virginia

Mailing Address:
PO Box 451
Yorktown, VA 23690
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Physical Address:

Washington Sg. Shopping Center
5322 Geo. Wash. Mem. Hwy.
Yorktown, VA 23692

Telephone: 757-890-3440
Website: http://www.yorkcounty.gov/voting
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