From: Stephen Moncrieffe

To: City Clerk"s Office
Subject: RE: Ordinance No. 2021-366 - Comments in Objection
Date: Monday, February 14, 2022 10:01:26 AM

CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize the
sender's address and know the content is safe.

| write to you in objection to the Special Use Permit (SUP) being sought for the lot located at 313 W
26th St. The property owner requesting the special use permit has provided no valid reason for why
the SUP should be issued and instead has played upon the civic minded agenda of City Council by
claiming to intend on creating low income housing. | believe it is in the best interest of the city and

the immediate neighbors for 313 W 26 St. to remain zoned for 1 single family home and built as
zoned.

W 26™ street already has a shortage of parking. None of our homes on the block are vacant and 2
new homes at 302 & 304 W 26 St have been constructed that are going to add more vehicles to

the street. Combine that with the buses and fire trucks already using W 26" St as a pass-through; by
adding 2 duplexes, realistically 4 additional vehicles, to the road you are just creating more
problems.

The alley that serves 313 W 260 st is narrow, poorly, maintained, and cannot fit the 3 car parking
spaces the prospective plans claim it can. A simple look at the lot makes that abundantly clear. The
property’s width can support at best 2 cars parking in that alley. But evidence of the alley’s

insufficiency for parking is no more evident than the fact no residents on 26t St use it for parking on
a regular basis.

The property owner cannot be trusted to create low-income housing when less than 100 yards away
they are currently finishing construction on two $375,000 each single family attached dwellings (aka
side-by-side duplexes), 2 bedrooms and bathrooms each. These builders are not in the business of
managing rentals, they are builders. They wish to build duplexes because they cannot build a
$350,000 house on that lot, but they can build and sell 2 duplexes at $175,000 each. Its why they
built 302 & 304 they way they did, it was not to create more affordable density; it’s because they
could never build even a $500,000 house there. They’re doing the same thing all over again.

| was present for the woodland heights civic association meeting when the builder presented his
plan and told the entire community how they planned to make these very upscale nice high-end
duplexes. When pressed on how they plan to be both affordable housing and high end the builder
laughed and said, and | paraphrase, that the city of Richmond does not have hard rules on what
qualifies as affordable housing, so it is what they say it is.

There is nothing wrong with wanting to make money. But when you file for a SUP under false
pretenses, we should deny those every time. When pressed on why they needed to build duplexes
because this road specifically already has parking problems, trash issues, and a number of additional



infrastructures issues that will not only be unserved but exacerbated by putting in a duplex, the
property owner defiantly said they didn’t need anyone’s permission they could build a single-family
home by right. Let’s them build what they bought; a parcel zoned for a single family home. The
market is booming, they will still make plenty of money off their $10,000 lot purchase, and we need
not redo city plans just because they asked.

Respectfully,
Stephen Moncrieffe

Stephen Moncrieffe



From: Jarrett Garbee

To: City Clerk"s Office

Subject: Ordinance No. 2021-362 - Special Use Permit for 4508 Grove Avenue
Date: Monday, February 14, 2022 9:54:42 AM
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CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize the
sender's address and know the content is safe.

To whom this may concern,

| currently live next to this property in question located at 4508 Grove Avenue in Richmond. | have
strong concerns about the potential run off and flooding of my property with the new development
of seven (7) single family attached dwelling units. | would like to know if there are any plans to put in
sewer/drainage to help mediate this issue. We have had to address water/flooding issues in the past
and my concern is that with this new development the rain runoff will be directed toward my
property causing further issues. Lastly, | have strong concern regarding the condition of the alley
way. Are there any improvements included in this plan to accommodate the increased traffic/use of
the alley? Is the developer being required as part of the rezoning process to make improvements to
this alleyway due to the increased use? | live in the middle of this block and access my garage
through this alley. | think new development is great for the area, however | would like to protect my
property and my wallet from any issues that could arise either directly or indirectly because of this
property being developed or might decrease the value of my home.

Kindly,

Jarrett Garbee
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From: Gerald W. S. Carter

To: City Clerk"s Office

Cc: Bond, Aaron A. - City Council; Nye, Kristen M. - City Council; Nye, Kristen M. - City Council;

Subject: Supplemental Memorandum - Ordinance No. 2021-368 - Opposition to Rezoning for 6422 Forest Hill Avenue and
"The Enclave At Willow Oaks Plan

Date: Sunday, February 13, 2022 10:18:11 PM

Attachments: SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM - 2.13.2022 - Carters to City of Richmond.pdf

MEMORANDUM - 1.24.2022 - Carters to City of Richmond.pdf

CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize the
sender's address and know the content is safe.

Ms. Reid/Mr. Warren:

Please find attached a Supplemental Memorandum in Opposition to Ordinance No. 2021-
368 that my Wife (Bernadett D. Carter) and | would appreciate you circulating to all Members of City
Council and interested City employees for review for tomorrow night’s City Council meeting
(February 14, 2022). Please also make sure that all Members of City Council and interested City
employees receive a copy of our January 24, 2022 Memorandum we submitted to you for circulation
previously. For your convenience, | have attached a copy of the January 24, 2022 Memorandum if
you should need it for your reference and use. As | discussed on January 24, 2022 with Mr. R.J.
Warren, | am slated to speak before City Council on this matter at tomorrow night’s meeting and this
email is to evidence in writing my request to be permitted to be heard on this matter before City
Council at tomorrow night’s meeting. Please confirm with me your receipt of this email and the
attached information to be included in the packages for the Members of City Council and interested
City employees and the instructions and necessary link for tomorrow night’s virtual meeting. Thank
you.

GWSC

Gerald W. S. Carter




MEMORANDUM

To:  Cynthia I. Newbile, Council President, 7" Voter District, Richmond East End
Kristen M. Nye, Councilperson — 4" Voter District, Richmond Southwest
Remaining Members of City Council, City of Richmond, Virginia
Candice D. Reid, City Clerk, City of Richmond, Virginia

From: Gerald W. S. Carter
Bernadett D. Carter

Date: February 13, 2022

Re:  Ordinance No. 2021-368 —
Proposed Rezoning of 6422 Forest Hill Avenue from R-2 Single-Family Residential
District to R-4 Single-Family Residential District — 4™ District
and approval of “The Enclave at Willow Oak Plan”

We, Gerald W. S. Carter and Bernadett D. Carter, are residents of the City of Richmond,
Virginia (the “City”) and reside at 2809 Skipton Road, Richmond, Virginia 23225 located in the
Willow Oaks/Clevedon subdivision (“Willow Oaks™) in the 4" District of the City. We are
submitting this memorandum to supplement our memorandum dated January 24, 2022 (this
“Supplemental Memorandum™) submitted in opposition to Ordinance No. 2021-368 described
above (the “Ordinance”). In the Package (defined below) that you received from the Planning
Commission, it includes an email sent by us sharing our objections to the Ordinance. With this
Supplemental Memorandum, please find a supplement to the information we provided in the
January 24, 2022 Memorandum to bolster and provide more substantive information for our
analysis and position. As we stated previously, our request is that you vote to reject the
Ordinance and the rendering submitted by the developer/owner. Please consult the defined terms
in the January 24, 2022 Memorandum.

The property information that we used for our analysis is from the real properties surrounding
6422 Forest Hill Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23225 (the “Property”). The real properties are as
follows:

1) 6422 Forest Hill Avenue — Parcel ID No. C0040550030 — William B. Murphy and
Jane H. Murphy — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 129,373.2/Acreage — 2.97 —
Assessed Value - $414,000.00

The survey for 6422 Forest Hill Avenue indicates that there is a discrepancy with
the square footage/acreage of the Property. As we indicated in the January 24,
2022 Memorandum, the survey reflects the acreage of the Property at 2.68 acres
or 2.61 acres which is significantly different from the acreage reflected with the
assessment records. This discrepancy reflects, in short, that there is less square
footage/acreage to build houses on the Property.





)

©)

(4)

()

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

1)

(12)

6508 Forest Hill Avenue — Parcel ID No. C0040550038 — Ahmed and Rikta
Ghyasuddin — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 37461.6/Acreage - .86 — Assessed
Value - $406,000.00

2801 Skipton Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550002 — Birdie H. Jamison —
Clevedon/Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 23,975/Acreage - .55 —
Assessed Value - $518,000.00

2809 Skipton Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550004 — Gerald W. S. Carter and
Bernadett D. Carter — Clevedon/Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. —
18,786/Acreage - .431 — Assessed Value - $466,000.00

2817 Skipton Road — Parcel ID No. C00040550006 — Brian Britton —
Clevedon/Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 22,557/Acreage - .518 —
Assessed Value - $480,000.00

2825 Skipton Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550008 — Harvey L. Ramos —
Clevedon/Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 23,825/Acreage - .547 —
Assessed Value - $523,000.00

2828 Westchester Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550018 — Katherine E. Graziano —
Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. — 42,155/Acreage - .968 — Assessed
Value - $559,000.00

2820 Westchester Road — Parcel 1D No. C0040550020 — Revocable Trust —
Peggy L. Thompson, Trustee — Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. -
40,143/Acreage - .922 — Assessed Value - $785,000.00

2740 Rettig Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550022 — Armstead C. Blanton, IV and
Elizabeth G. Blanton — Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. —
25,574/Acreage - .587 — Assessed Value - $600,000.00

2720 Rettig Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550024 — Sarah and Mason Hensley —
Willow Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. 23,882/Acreage - .548 — Assessed
Value - $520,000.00

2710 Rettig Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550026 — Nancy Wright — Willow Oaks
— R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. 20,875/Acreage - .479 — Assessed Value -
$464,000.00

2700 Rettig Road — Parcel ID No. C0040550028 — Evelyn Cochran — Willow
Oaks — R-2 Zoning — Parcel Sq. Ft. 30,245/Acreage - .694 — Assessed Value -
$504,000.00





To provide you with context for measurement purposes —

One (1) acre = 43,560 square footage

One-half (1/2) acre = 21,780 square footage

One-fourth (1/4) acre = 10,890 square footage

R-2 Zoning requires a lot size of at least 15,000 square footage.
R-4 Zoning requires a lot size of at least 7,500 square footage.

In finding the median size and average size of the eleven (11) lots surrounding the Property (2)-
(12) above (with lots (3)-(12) above being homes in Willow Oaks and lot (2) above being 6508
Forest Hill Avenue being the adjacent residence to the Property) are as follows:

(1) Median lot size is 23,975 sq. ft/.55 acreage — 2801 Skipton Road property
(2) Smallest lot size is 18,786 sq. ft./.431 acreage — 2809 Skipton Road property
(3) Average lot size is 28,133.509 sq. ft./.646 acreage

The determination of the median lot size and calculation of the average lot size are as follows:

Sa. Ft. Acreage
37,461.60 .860 6508 Forest Hill Avenue
23,975.00 550 2801 Skipton Road — Median lot size
18,786.00 431 2809 Skipton Road — Smallest lot size
22,557.00 518 2817 Skipton Road
23,815.00 547 2825 Skipton Road
42,155.00 .968 2828 Westchester Road
40,143.00 922 2820 Westchester Road
25,574.00 587 2740 Rettig Road
23,882.00 548 2720 Rettig Road
20,875.00 479 2710 Rettig Road
30,245.00 .694 2700 Rettig Road
309,468.60/11 = 7.104/11 =

23,133.509 sq. ft. / .646 acreage — Average lot size

Below are calculations for the number of lots based on 2.61 acres from the Forest Hill
Improvement Plan as indicated in the Survey —

2.61 acres x 43,560 sq. ft. = 113,691.60 sq. ft.

Median lot size — 113,691.60/23,975 sq. ft. = 4.74 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Smallest lot size — 113,691.60/18,786 sq. ft. = 6.05 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Average lot size — 113,691.60/28,133.509 sq. ft. = 4.041 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]






One-half acre lot — 113,691.60/21,780 sq. ft. = 5.22 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Minimum R-2 zoning lot — 113,691.60/15,000 sq. ft. = 7.58 lots [without factoring in street and
cul-de-sac]

One-fourth acre lot — 113,691.60/10,890 sq. ft. = 10.44 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]

Minimum R-4 zoning lot — 113,691.60/7,500 sg. ft. = 15.159 lots [without factoring in street and
cul-de-sac]

Below are calculations for the number of lots based on 2.68 acres from Instrument No. 02-9028
as indicated in the Survey —

2.68 acres x 43,560 sq. ft. = 116,740.80 sq. ft.

Median lot size — 116,740.80/23,975 sq. ft. = 4.87 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Smallest lot size — 116,740.80/18,786 sq. ft. = 6.21 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Average lot size — 116,740.80/28,133.509 sq. ft. = 4.15 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]

One-half acre lot — 116,740.80/21,780 sq. ft. = 5.36 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Minimum R-2 zoning lot — 116,740.80/15,000 sq. ft. = 7.78 lots [without factoring in street and
cul-de-sac]

One-fourth acre lot — 116,740.80/10,890 sq. ft. = 10.72 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]

Minimum R-4 zoning lot — 116,740.80/7,500 sg. ft. = 15.565 lots [without factoring in street and
cul-de-sac]

Below are calculations for the number of lots based on 2.97 acres from the City of Richmond
Assessment Records —

2.97 acres x 43,560 sq. ft. = 129,373.20 sq. ft.

Median lot size — 129,373.20/23,975 sq. ft. = 5.40 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Smallest lot size — 129,373.20/18,786 sq. ft. = 6.89 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Average lot size — 129,373.20/28,133.509 sq. ft. = 4.60 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]

One-half acre lot — 129,373.20/21,780 sq. ft. = 5.94 lots [without factoring in street and cul-de-
sac]

Minimum R-2 zoning lot — 129,373.20/15,000 sq. ft. = 8.63 lots [without factoring in street and
cul-de-sac]

One-fourth acre lot — 129,373.20/10,890 sq. ft. = 11.88 lots [without factoring in street and cul-
de-sac]






Minimum R-4 zoning lot — 129,373.20/7,500 sq. ft. = 17.25 lots [without factoring in street and

cul-de-sac]

We Dbelieve that the City should not use the flawed position of the developer/owner in
determining the square footage/acreage associated with the Property; specifically, when the latest
acreage as stated in the Survey is either 2.61 or 2.68 acres for the Property.

A few other concerns we ask City Council to ponder are as follows:

1)

)

@)

(4)

Why hasn’t the developer specifically identified itself with the Enclave Plan? All the
documents reflect the present owners of the Property and the land use planning
consultant working with the owner. We have a rendering of the proposed Enclave
Plan by Richmond Hill, but no document mentions who is or will be the developer.
We find this interesting. Is this supposed to be a secret?

What will happen with the flow of traffic into the proposed Enclave Plan based on the
traffic pattern headed to downtown Richmond (east) on Forest Hill Avenue? Based
on the current traffic pattern, prospective residents and their guests, construction
workers and service providers and visitors will need to make U-Turns at the left
turning lane at Rettig Road to proceed west on Forest Hill Avenue to reach the
entrance of the Proposed Enclave Plan. This will impair the flow of traffic and cause
traffic jams on Forest Hill Avenue?

Has any thought been given to requiring that a left turning lane be built on Forest Hill
Avenue to turn into the Proposed Enclave Plan? What would be the estimated costs
involved in building the left turning lane and would it ruin the work that was just
completed to renovate the Forest Hill Avenue Corridor (which took several years to
complete)?

Will the heavy construction equipment required to build the proposed Enclave Plan
cause damage to the new Forest Hill Avenue Corridor?

We hope that City Council rejects the proposed R-4 rezoning for the Property made by the
owners of the Property. R-2 is consistent with all the surrounding property changing the zoning
to R-4 would be detrimental to the City, Willow Oaks, the neighborhoods in the community and
the property owners. Please reject Ordinance No. 2021-368 because its adoption will be a
terrible mistake for all interested parties. Please send the correct message to the developer to do
the right thing and build homes reflective of the community and neighborhood that maintains the
integrity and aesthetic value of the neighborhood without building a tract of properties that
reflect a business only interested in making a fast dollar. We need nice properties in the City that
are appealing and desirous of the hardworking and responsible citizens we want to attract as
residents of our wonderful City. Thank you.






MEMORANDUM

To:  Cynthia I. Newbile, Council President, 7" Voter District, Richmond East End
Kristen M. Nye, Councilperson — 4" VVoter District, Richmond Southwest
Remaining Members of City Council, City of Richmond, Virginia
Candice D. Reid, City Clerk, City of Richmond, Virginia

From: Gerald W. S. Carter
Bernadett D. Carter

Date: January 24, 2022

Re:  Ordinance No. 2021-368 —
Proposed Rezoning of 6422 Forest Hill Avenue from R-2 Single-Family Residential
District to R-4 Single-Family Residential District — 4™ District
and approval of “The Enclave at Willow Oak Plan”

We, Gerald W. S. Carter and Bernadett D. Carter, are residents of the City of Richmond,
Virginia (the “City”) and reside at 2809 Skipton Road, Richmond, Virginia 23225 located in the
Willow Oaks/Clevedon subdivision (“Willow Oaks™) in the 4" District of the City. We are
submitting this memorandum in opposition to Ordinance No. 2021-368 described above (the
“Ordinance”). In the Package (defined below) that you received from the Planning Commission,
it includes an email sent by us sharing our objections to the Ordinance. With this Memorandum,
we would like to share more of an analysis with you aside from our request that you vote to
reject the Ordinance.

We request that the approval of The Enclave at Willow Oaks Plan (the “Enclave Plan”) included
in the rezoning application package (the “Package”) be denied. The Enclave Plan gives the
impression to Willow Oaks, the Forest Hill Corridor, the Southside community and the City,
through its name, that it is an extension or annex of Willow Oaks which clearly is not the case.
One would think that the Enclave Plan would be reflective of the properties in Willow Oaks that
surround it so that it blends in with the existing Willow Oaks neighborhood. The median size of
the surrounding eleven (11) Willow Oaks properties to the Enclave Plan is 23,975 sq. ft. (.55
acre) with the smallest lot being 18,786 sq. ft. (.431 acre) and the largest lot being 42,155 sq. ft.
(.968 acre). Unfortunately and in contrast, the developer of the Enclave Plan proposes that each
lot size could be a minimum of 7,500 sg. ft., through rezoning the Property (defined below) from
R-2 to R-4, which would be less than half the lot size of the smallest surrounding property in
Willow Oaks. Having lot sizes this small would not be reflective of the surrounding homes that
are in Willow Oaks, the adjacent property at 6508 Forest Hill Avenue and the neighborhood
across the street. If this happens, this unequivocally would be a terrible mistake.

The property at 6422 Forest Hill Avenue (the “Property”) is currently zoned R-2, which means
lot sizes must be at least 15,000 sqg. ft. As stated above, the developer wants to change the
zoning designation from R-2 to R-4, making each lot at least 7,500 sq. ft. on the Property. The





developer proposes to build ten (10) houses on the Property which is reflected as 129,373.2 sq.
ft. (or 2.97 acres) in the City’s records. The most recent survey prepared by Lang Land
Surveying dated July 14, 2021 for the developer and included in the Package indicates that the
Property is 116,740.8 sq. ft. (2.68 acres per Instrument No. 02-9028) or 113,691.6 sq. ft. (2.61
acres per the Forest Hill Improvement Plan). These measurements are not the 129,373.2 sq. ft.
(2.97 acres) indicated elsewhere in the Package. If either of these figures on the survey are
correct, 6422 Forest Hill Avenue has less land to build on than indicated by the developer.

In concept, if the Property maintains its R-2 zoning, with a minimum lot size of 15,000 sq. ft.,
7.78 lots could be designated on a plat if the Property is 116,740.8 sq. ft. and 7.58 lots could be
designated on a plat if the Property is 113,691.6 sq. ft. BUT please bear in mind that in the
materials submitted by the developer with the Package, the developer does not factor in the
square footage of the street and the cul-de-sac to be carved into the Property. These factors most
definitely would reduce the size of each of the lots. In short, the developer has not determined
what the lot sizes would be. At best, the color rendering prepared by Richmond Hill dated
January 3, 2022 gives us an idea of what the Enclave Plan could look like but no real indication
to scale of what square footage would be allocated to each proposed lot and house size. Right
now, it is speculative.

The City and the developer mention that this proposed rezoning is consistent with Richmond 300
Master Plan. That may be the case, but I assert that building homes on the Property with the R-2
designation is more consistent with Richmond 300 Master Plan. All the neighborhoods
neighboring the Property are zoned R-2. Homes built under an R-2 designation rather than an R-
4 designation will better reflect the aesthetic value and character of the neighborhoods. The
transition from older homes to new homes will better tie into the community rather than building
homes that do not reflect the neighborhood and ultimately, take away from the established
neighborhoods. This is not good for the residents and consequently, not good for the City.

As owners of 2809 Skipton Road, we hope that City Council rejects the proposed R-4 rezoning
for the Property and keeps it as R-2. We ask that by City Council rejecting Ordinance No. 2021-
368, it sends a message to the developer that if it chooses to build on the Property, the developer
needs to build a subdivision that will be reflective of the surrounding properties in the
neighborhood. Just as it is important for the City to develop more ways to increase its inventory
of housing, it is just as important for the City to preserve the richness of its neighborhoods and
communities. Prudent and vetted steps to grow housing in the City should be the best policy.






From: Samantha Smigel

To: City Clerk"s Office
Subject: Special Use Permit for 313 West 26th Stree
Date: Sunday, February 13, 2022 4:03:30 PM

CAUTION: Thismessageisfrom an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize
the sender's address and know the content is safe.

To the Council of the City of Richmond,

Thank you for giving local residents the opportunity to speak on thistopic. | an Samantha

Smigel, aresident of the City of Richmond, Virginia at
#. My property is across the street from the proposed development of 313 West

26th Street. | see no compelling reason to change the zoning for this property for the purpose
of atwo-family detached dwelling, asit offers no benefit to the local neighborhood or
community as awhole. Since the builder can fit a single-family home on the existing narrow
lot, then this should be the plan followed. | have no problem with the developer building a
single-family home on 313 West 26th Street, but | ask that the Council consider the
implications of the surrounding families and homes on this street if the Special Use Permit
were granted. Many multi-family homes already exist on this block and now outhnumber the
number of single-family houses. Thisisthe last land parcel on the block and it would be
better for our neighborhood to see a single-family home there rather than a duplex.

Overall, thisistoo much density for the lot space. It is not in keeping with the balance of the
neighborhood and the age and style of the homes around it. Please deny the request to rezone
the property known as 313 West 26th Street and allow it to stay as originally designed in the
Richmond 300 Mast Plan.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Thanks,

Samantha Smigel, M.Ed.



From: Lorna Wyckoff

To: City Clerk"s Office; Jones. Michael J. - City Council; Newbille, Cynthia I. - City Council; Robertson. Ellen F. - City
Council; Lynch. Stephanie A. - City Council Office; Nye. Kristen M. - City Council; Jordan. Katherine - City Council;
Lambert, Ann-Frances - City Council; Addison, Andreas D. - City Council; Mayor Levar Stoney

Subject: Second Baptist Chruch

Date: Sunday, February 13, 2022 2:18:53 PM

CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize
the sender's address and know the content is safe.

City Clerk: Kindly enter thisinto the record for Feb. 14, 2022:

Some 20 years ago, Bill Goodwin, owner of the Jefferson Hotel and Second Baptist Church, generously supported a
non-profit magazine | published and edited called “64.” The point of the magazine launched with help from the Arts
Council of Richmond and numerous cultural groups sought one thing: Let’ s think East and West, not North and
South, and put the divisive Confederate past behind us. Great cities have great art and architecture. Let’slean into
that.”

A bad business model among other things led to our demise, but we made alot of big points, anong them, that a
Richmond history exists apart from monuments and the Civil War, and great buildings like Second Baptist can tell
powerful, moving stories.

To destroy this marvelous temple erases this moment in our history. The Jefferson Hotel, like Second Baptist, isa
revered destination that defines the city. It, too, has storiesto tell.

Please consider what architecture isto great cities and halt the demolition of thisimportant Neo-classical treasure.
Lorna Wyckoff

Byrd Park
Richmond, VA



From: Sarah Burkett

To: City Clerk"s Office
Subject: Speed Cameras
Date: Friday, February 11, 2022 10:21:03 PM

CAUTION: Thismessageisfrom an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize
the sender's address and know the content is safe.

Hi,

| live in the second district and saw during the upcoming council meeting on Monday that the
topic of speed cameras will be discussed. Just wanted to say that | would be so, so pleased
with speed cameras not only in school/work zones but also on major through streets like
Belvidere, Broad, Clay, etc. It is crazy not only how dangerousit isfor people to drive like
they do on these roads but also how loud these cars are racing down the street.

Thank you,
Sarah



From: Cathy O"Neil

To: City Clerk"s Office
Subject: St. Christopher’s School lights
Date: Wednesday, February 2, 2022 10:25:14 AM

CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize
the sender's address and know the content is safe.

To the attention of the City of Richmond Clerk,

As aresident of || ||| | |} S it my backyard looking directly on to St. Christopher’s athletic field, |
must oppose the special use permit for lighting thisfield. The impact of these lights as well as crowd noisg, is
enhanced by the school’ s removal of trees several years ago along their property which borders the yards of
residents of my block.

Also, when fans use Kensington Ave as parking for games and events, it is disruptive to home owners who have
always been considered neighbors of the school.

The possible devaluation of our our propertiesis aso concerning. And, will St Christopher’s be removing trash and
debris after night games that is visible from many Kensington Avenue backyards?

Please consider this pleain an effort to maintain this highly desirable neighborhood as a safe and peaceful place for
all to enjoy, and to assure continued support for the school. | feel that the focus should remain on the education of
the students without an extravagant project for lights on their football field.

Thank you for your attention and efforts on this matter,

Catharine O’ Neil
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