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ROBINSON, FARMER, COX ASSOCIATES 
 

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED LIABLITY COMPANY 

 
 
 

Independent Auditors’ Report 

 
To the Honorable Members of the Town Council 
Town of Berryville, Virginia

Report on the Financial Statements 
 
We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type 
activities, and each major fund of Town of Berryville, Virginia, as of and for the year ended June 30, 2015, and 
the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the Town’s basic financial statements 
as listed in the table of contents.   
 
Management’s Responsibility for the Financial Statements 

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in accordance 
with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this includes the design, 
implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair presentation of 
financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error. 

Auditors’ Responsibility 
 
Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit.  We conducted our 
audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America; the standards 
applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of 
the United States; and the Specifications for Audits of Counties, Cities, and Towns, issued by the Auditor of 
Public Accounts of the Commonwealth of Virginia. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit 
to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free from material misstatement.   
 
An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in the 
financial statements.  The procedures selected depend on the auditors’ judgment, including the assessment of 
the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to fraud or error.  In making those 
risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the entity’s preparation and fair presentation 
of the financial statements in order to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but 
not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s internal control.  Accordingly, 
we express no such opinion.  An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness of accounting policies used 
and the reasonableness of significant accounting estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the 
overall presentation of the financial statements.   
 
We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our 
audit opinions. 
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Opinions

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the respective 
financial position of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, and each major fund of Town of 
Berryville, Virginia, as of June 30, 2015, and the respective changes in financial position, and, where applicable, 
cash flows thereof for the year then ended in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the 
United States of America. 
 
Change in Accounting Principle 
 
As described in Note 11 to the financial statements, in 2015, the Town adopted new accounting guidance, GASB 
Statement Nos. 68, Accounting and Financial Reporting for Pensions – an amendment of GASB Statement No. 27 
and 71, Pension Transition for Contributions Made Subsequent to the Measurement Date – an amendment of 
GASB Statement No. 68.  Our opinion is not modified with respect to this matter.  
 
Other Matters 

Required Supplementary Information 
 
Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that the management’s 
discussion and analysis, budgetary comparison information, and schedules related to pension funding on pages 4-
9, 54, and 55-57 be presented to supplement the basic financial statements.  Such information, although not a 
part of the basic financial statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, who 
considers it to be an essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an 
appropriate operational, economic, or historical context.  We have applied certain limited procedures to the 
required supplementary information in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing the information 
and comparing the information for consistency with management’s responses to our inquiries, the basic financial 
statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements.  We do not 
express an opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide 
us with sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance.  The budgetary comparison 
information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial statements 
and, in our opinion, is fairly stated in all material respects in relation to the basic financial statements taken as 
a whole.   
 
Other Information 
 
Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that collectively 
comprise Town of Berryville, Virginia’s basic financial statements.  The supporting schedules and statistical 
information are presented for purposes of additional analysis and are not a required part of the basic financial 
statements.   
 
The supporting schedules are the responsibility of management and were derived from and relate directly to the 
underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements.  Such information has 
been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial statements and certain 
additional procedures, including comparing and reconciling such information directly to the underlying 
accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements or to the basic financial statements 
themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the 
United States of America.  In our opinion, the supporting schedules are fairly stated in all material respects in 
relation to the basic financial statements as a whole.   
 
The statistical information has not been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic 
financial statements and, accordingly, we do not express an opinion or provide any assurance on them. 
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Other Reporting Required by Government Auditing Standards

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated November 30, 2015, 
on our consideration of Town of Berryville, Virginia’s internal control over financial reporting and on our tests of 
its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other matters. 
The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial reporting and 
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on internal control over financial 
reporting or on compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with 
Government Auditing Standards in considering Town of Berryville, Virginia’s internal control over financial 
reporting and compliance.
 
 
Charlottesville, Virginia 
November 30, 2015 

 



This page intentionally left blank
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA 
MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS 

As management of Town of Berryville (the “Town”) we offer the readers of the Town’s financial statements 
this narrative overview and analysis of the financial activities of the Town for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
2015.  Please read it in conjunction with the Town’s basic financial statements, which follow this section. 
 
Financial Highlights 
 
The assets and deferred outflows of resources of the Town exceeded its liabilities and deferred inflows of 
resources at the close of the most recent fiscal year by $31,803,349 (net position).  Of this amount, 
$5,467,175 (unrestricted net position) may be used to meet the Town’s ongoing obligations to citizens and 
creditors. 
 
The Town’s total net position increased by $1,545,491, of which the governmental activities accounted for a 
$51,869 decrease and business-type activities accounted for a $1,597,360 increase. 
 
At the end of the current fiscal year, unrestricted net position for governmental activities was $985,606 or 
30.24% of the governmental activities expenditures less any capital outlay projects funded with bond 
proceeds.   
 
The unassigned ending fund balance for the Town’s general fund was $1,354,630, an increase of $99,741 
over the prior year. This increase is due to cash flow associated with the VDOT street maintenance expenses 
in the prior year. 
 
The Town’s total debt decreased by $841,954 (10.23%) during the current fiscal year.  The key factor in this 
net decrease was the payment of General Obligation Bonds. 
 
Overview of the Financial Statements 

This discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the Town’s basic financial statements.  
The Town’s basic financial statements comprise three components: 1) government-wide financial 
statements, 2) fund financial statements, and 3) notes to the financial statements.  This report also contains 
required and other supplementary information in addition to the basic financial statements themselves. 
 
Government-wide financial statements 
 
The government-wide financial statements are designed to provide the readers with a broad overview of the 
Town’s finances, in a manner similar to a private sector business.  The statement of net position presents 
information on all of the Town’s assets and deferred outflows of resources and liabilities and deferred 
inflows of resources, with the difference reported as net position.  Over time, increases or decreases in net 
position may serve as a useful indicator of how the financial position of the Town may be changing.  
Increases in net position may indicate an improved financial position; however, even decreases in net 
position may reflect a changing manner in which the Town may have previously accumulated funds. 
 
The statement of activities presents information showing how the Town’s net position changed during the 
most recent fiscal year.  All changes in net position are reported as soon as the underlying event giving rise 
to the changes occur, regardless of the timing of related cash flows.  Thus revenues and expenses are 
reported in this statement for some items that will only result in cash flows in future fiscal periods (e.g. 
uncollected taxes and earned but unused vacation leave). 
 
Both of the government-wide financial statements distinguish functions of the Town that are principally 
supported by taxes and intergovernmental revenues (governmental activities) from other functions intended 
to recover all or a significant portion of their costs through user fees and charges (business-type activities).  
The governmental activities of the Town include general government administration, public safety, public 
works, parks, recreation and culture, and community development.  
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Overview of the Financial Statements:  (Continued) 
 
Government-wide financial statements:  (Continued) 
 
The two Proprietary (business-type) Fund financial statements provide information on the activities in the 
Town’s Water and Sewer Funds.  Activities that are funded through the Water Fund include water system 
administration and billing, water treatment, and maintenance of treatment, distribution, and storage 
facilities.  Activities that are funded through the Sewer Fund include sewer system administration and 
billing, wastewater treatment, and maintenance of treatment and collection facilities.  User fees (water 
and sewer bills) and availability fees comprise the income for these funds. 
 
The Town has no separate component units (e.g. school board, industrial development authority, etc.) that 
would be included in its government-wide financial statements. 
 
The government-wide financial statements can be found on pages 10 through 12 of this report. 
 
Fund financial statements  
 
A fund is a grouping of related accounts that is used to maintain control over resources that have been 
segregated for specific activities or objectives.  The Town, like other state and local governments, uses fund 
accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance related legal requirements.  All of the funds 
of the Town can be divided into two categories: governmental funds and proprietary funds. 
 
Governmental funds are used to account for essentially the same functions reported as governmental 
activities in the government-wide financial statements.  However, unlike the government-wide financial 
statements, governmental fund financial statements focus on near-term inflows and outflows of spendable 
resources, as well as on balances of spendable resources available at the end of the fiscal year.  Such 
information may be useful in evaluating a government’s near-term financing requirements. 
 
Because the focus of governmental funds is narrower than that of the government-wide financial 
statements, it is useful to compare the information presented for governmental funds with similar 
information presented for governmental activities in the government-wide financial statements.  By doing 
so, readers may better understand the long-term affect of the Town’s near-term financing decisions.  Both 
the governmental fund balance sheet and the governmental fund statement of revenues, expenditures, and 
changes in fund balances provide a reconciliation to facilitate this comparison between governmental funds 
and governmental activities. 
 
The basic governmental fund financial statements can be found on pages 13 through 16 of this report. 
 
The Town maintains two Proprietary Funds.  These enterprise funds are used to report the same functions 
presented as business-type activities in the government-wide financial statements, to account for its public 
utilities. 
 
The basic proprietary fund financial statements can be found on pages 17 through 19 of this report.
 
The Town adopts an annual appropriated budget for its General Fund and its two Proprietary Funds.  A 
budgetary comparison statement has been provided for these funds to demonstrate compliance with this 
budget. 
 
Notes to the financial statements 
 
The notes provide additional information that is essential to a full understanding of the data provided in the 
government-wide and fund financial statements.  
 
The notes to the financial statements can be found on pages 20 through 53 of this report. 
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Overview of the Financial Statements:  (Continued) 
 
Other information 
 
In addition to the basic financial statements and accompanying notes, this report also presents required 
supplementary information concerning budgetary comparisons for the general fund and schedules of funding 
relating to the Town’s participation in its pension plan. 
 
Required supplementary information can be found on pages 54 through 57 of this report. 
 
Government-wide Financial Analysis 
 
As noted earlier, net position may, over time, serve as a useful indicator of a government’s financial 
position.  In the case of the Town, assets and deferred outflows of resources exceeded liabilities and 
deferred inflows of resources by $31.8 million at the close of the most recent fiscal year.  A large portion of 
the Town’s net position ($25.3 million, 79.62% of total) reflects its investment in capital assets (e.g. land, 
buildings, machinery, and equipment); less any related debt used to acquire those assets that are still 
outstanding.  The Town uses these capital assets to provide services to its citizens; consequently, these 
assets are not available for future spending.  Although the Town’s investment in capital assets is reported 
net of related debt, it should be noted that the resources needed to repay this debt must be provided by 
other sources, since the capital assets themselves cannot be used to liquidate these liabilities (i.e. the 
Town’s investment in capital assets are of a permanent nature as assets acquired are not generally sold or 
otherwise disposed of during their useful life). 
 
The following table summarizes the Town’s Statement of Net Position: 
 

2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014

Current and other assets $ 2,168,828 $ 1,837,187 $ 5,845,015 $ 4,952,716 $ 8,013,843 $ 6,789,903
Capital assets 4,521,136 4,719,235 33,328,454 33,163,802 37,849,590 37,883,037

     Total assets $ 6,689,964 $ 6,556,422 $ 39,173,469 $ 38,116,518 $ 45,863,433 $ 44,672,940

Deferred outflows of resources $ 78,610 $ -              $ 41,712       $ -                $ 120,322 $ -                

Long-term liabilities 
 outstanding $ 2,555,990 $ 2,350,255 $ 10,583,221 $ 10,917,076 $ 13,139,211 $ 13,267,331
Other liabilities 143,573 71,994 152,623 208,304 296,196 280,298

    Total liabilities $ 2,699,563 $ 2,422,249 $ 10,735,844 $ 11,125,380 $ 13,435,407 $ 13,547,629

Deferred inflows of resources $ 640,685 $ 289,708    $ 104,314 $ -                $ 744,999 $ 289,708      

Net investment in
 capital assets $ 2,369,835 $ 2,535,919 $ 22,953,454 $ 22,318,802 $ 25,323,289 $ 24,854,721
Restricted 72,885 60,738 940,000 940,000 1,012,885 1,000,738
Unrestricted 985,606 1,247,808 4,481,569 3,732,336 5,467,175 4,980,144

    Total net position $ 3,428,326 $ 3,844,465 $ 28,375,023 $ 26,991,138 $ 31,803,349 $ 30,835,603

Summary of Net Position
Town of Berryville, Virginia

Activities
Governmental Business-type

Activities Total

A portion of the Town’s net position is restricted for debt service in the enterprise funds ($940,000, 3.18% of 
total) may be used to meet the Town’s ongoing obligations to Virginia Resources Authority. 
 
The remaining balance of unrestricted net position ($5.5 million, 17.19% of total) may be used to meet the 
Town’s ongoing obligations to citizens and creditors. 
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Government-wide Financial Analysis:  (Continued) 
 
At the end of the current fiscal year, the Town is able to report positive balances in all categories of net 
position, both for the Town as a whole, as well as for its separate governmental and business-type activities. 
 
As noted previously, the Town’s net position increased by $1,545,491 during the current fiscal year, 
generally attributable to construction of the new wastewater treatment plant and an increase in user fees 
to finance that construction. 

Governmental Business-type
Activities Activities Total

2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014

Revenues:
  Charges for services $ 101,235 $ 74,815 $ 2,893,279 $ 2,446,087 $ 2,994,514 $ 2,520,902
  Opr grants & contributions 595,790 602,213 -                -                595,790 602,213
  Cap grants & contributions -               -               386,662      -                386,662      -                
  General real property taxes 1,136,275 685,207 -                -                1,136,275 685,207
  Other taxes 934,720 770,294 -                -                934,720 770,294
  Unrestricted revenues from

the use of money & property 98,699 46,912 12,682 13,223 111,381 60,135
  Grants & contributions not  

restricted to specific programs 305,603 305,259 -                -                305,603 305,259
  Miscellaneous 34,702 52,424 -                -                34,702 52,424

    Total Revenues $ 3,207,024 $ 2,537,124 $ 3,292,623 $ 2,459,310 $ 6,499,647 $ 4,996,434

Expenses:
General government administration $ 917,033 $ 947,491 $ -                $ -                $ 917,033 $ 947,491
Public safety 689,556 698,249 -                -                689,556 698,249
Public works 1,280,350 978,698 -                -                1,280,350 978,698
Parks, recreation & cultural 47,372 44,419 -                -                47,372 44,419
Community development 148,023 127,088 -                -                148,023 127,088
Contingency 87,153 27,074 -                -                87,153 27,074
Interest on long-term debt 89,406 90,700 -                -                89,406 90,700
Water fund -               -               752,263 772,475 752,263 772,475
Sewer fund -               -               943,000 1,043,087 943,000 1,043,087

    Total Expenses $ 3,258,893 $ 2,913,719 $ 1,695,263 $ 1,815,562 $ 4,954,156 $ 4,729,281

Change in net position $ (51,869) $ (376,595) $ 1,597,360 $ 643,748 $ 1,545,491 $ 267,153

Net position, beginning of year, as restated 3,480,195 4,221,060 26,777,663 26,347,390 30,257,858 30,568,450

Net position, end of year $ 3,428,326 $ 3,844,465 $ 28,375,023 $ 26,991,138 $ 31,803,349 $ 30,835,603

Changes in Net Position
Town of Berryville, Virginia

Generally, net position changes are for the difference between revenues and expenses.  A key element of 
this increase is the receipt of WQIF and VRA funds, as well as an increase in charges for services. 
 
Business-type activities increased the Town’s net position by $1,597,360.  Similar to how changes arise in 
the governmental activities, business-type activities also experience budgetary differences; however, as a 
public utility function comprises the Town’s business-type activities there is more of a direct correlation to 
the revenues generated relative to the expenses incurred because of service demands.  An increase in 
capital contributions made up of grant and loan proceeds and an increase in expenses, primarily 
construction in progress, contributed to the increase in net position. 
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Financial Analysis of the Town’s Funds 
 
As noted earlier, the Town uses fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance-related 
legal requirements. 
 
Governmental Fund: The focus of the Town’s governmental fund is to provide information on near-term 
inflows, outflows, and balances of spendable resources.  Such information is useful in assessing the Town’s 
financing requirements.  In particular unassigned fund balance may serve as a useful measure of a 
government’s net resources available for spending at the end of the fiscal year. 
 
As of the end of the current fiscal year, the Town’s general fund reported a fund balance of $1,502,515, an 
increase of $111,888 in comparison to the prior year, due to cash flow involved in the VDOT street 
maintenance project and capital projects carried over from the prior fiscal year. Of this total amount, 
$1,346,710 or 89.63% constitutes unassigned fund balance, which is available for spending at the Town’s 
discretion.  The Town is required to restrict $72,885 of fund balance for debt service obligations related to 
the Joint Government Center.  The remaining balance of $75,000 is restricted for proffers revenue, which 
was received in prior years and not spent as of June 30, 2015. 
 
Proprietary Funds: The Town’s proprietary funds provide the same type of information found in the 
government-wide financial statements, but in more detail.  The total net position of the water and sewer 
funds was $28,375,023.  Unrestricted net position at the end of the year was $4,481,569, an increase of 
$749,233, from last year’s unrestricted net position due to wastewater treatment plant construction in 
progress. 
 
General Fund Budgetary Highlights 

During the fiscal year the Town’s general fund revenue exceeded budget by $406,790.  Of this amount 
$48,538 can be attributed to VDOT reimbursements for the street maintenance project.  Also, revenues 
were higher than expected in general property taxes.  Fiscal year 2015 governmental expenditures were 
below budget by $92,038 largely due to the street maintenance project.  
 
Capital Asset and Debt Administration 

Capital Assets:  The Town’s investment in capital assets for its governmental and business-type activities as 
of June 30, 2015, amounts to $37,849,590 (net of accumulated depreciation).  This investment in capital 
assets includes land, buildings, improvements, and machinery and equipment as well as construction in 
progress. 
 
Capital assets, net of accumulated depreciation, are illustrated in the following table: 
 

2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014

Land $ 93,209 $ 93,209 $ 76,000 $ 5,000 $ 169,209 $ 98,209
Construction in progress -              -              29,124,581 28,706,335 29,124,581 28,706,335
Buildings & improvements 4,149,060 4,280,362 828,862 904,682 4,977,922 5,185,044
Infrastructure 61,642 72,119 2,611,437 2,804,571 2,673,079 2,876,690
Equipment 217,225 273,545 687,574 743,214 904,799 1,016,759

   Total $ 4,521,136 $ 4,719,235 $ 33,328,454 $ 33,163,802 $ 37,849,590 $ 37,883,037

As of June 30, 2015

TotalActivities
Governmental Business-type

Activities

Town of Berryville, Virginia
Capital Assets (net of accumulated depreciation)

 
Additional information on the Town’s capital assets can be found in Note 5 on pages 29 and 30 of this 
report. 
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Capital Asset and Debt Administration:  (Continued) 

Long-term Obligations:  At the end of the current fiscal year, the Town had total outstanding obligations of 
$13,139,210 and details are summarized in the following table: 
 

2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014

Long-term obligations:
Lease revenue bond $ 2,151,301 $ 2,183,316 $ -                $ -                $ 2,151,301 $ 2,183,316
General obligation bonds -              -              10,375,000 10,845,000 10,375,000 10,845,000
Net pension liability 231,231 -              129,619 -                360,850 -               
Compensated absences 173,457 166,939 78,602 72,076 252,059 239,015

   Total $ 2,555,989 $ 2,350,255 $ 10,583,221 $ 10,917,076 $ 13,139,210 $ 13,267,331

Town of Berryville, Virginia
Outstanding Obligations

For the Year Ended June 30, 2015

Activities
Governmental

Activities
Business-type

Total

Obligations associated with governmental activities increased by $205,734 in 2015.  The general fund debt 
increase was due to the implementation of GASB Statement No. 68 and resulting net pension liability of 
$231,231. 
 
The obligations associated with business-type activities decreased by $333,855 in 2015 due to VRA loan 
payments. 
 
The Town is subject to a statutory debt limitation.  The legal debt margin is limited to 10% of total assessed 
value.  The margin is computed as all bonded debt and long-term notes except for enterprise indebtedness 
over total value of taxed real property.  The Town was in compliance with debt limitations as of June 30, 
2015. 
 
Additional information on the Town’s long-term debt and compliance can be found in Note 6. 
 
Economic Factors and Next Year’s Budgets and Rates 

Berryville serves as the center of commercial, residential, institutional, and industrial activity for Clarke 
County. 
 
Both the Town and County are committed to preserving and enhancing Berryville’s historic downtown and 
maintaining Clarke County’s exquisite countryside. Preservation of our community’s charming character and 
natural beauty has required extraordinary effort and a high level of cooperation between the Town and 
County. 
 
The Town experienced a slight growth in real property assessments in 2015 with an overall 1.21% increase.  
Preliminary forecasts for 2016 assessments indicate continued moderate but positive growth. 
 
For tax year 2015, the Town Council adopted a .186/$100 real estate tax rate, an increase of 36.7%.  The 
personal property rate was raised from $1.05/$100 to $1.25/$100, an increase of 19.04%. The machinery 
and tools tax rate remained the same as the prior year at $1.30/$100. 
 
The Town’s water rate was adjusted for fiscal year 2015.  An increase of 13.47% ($7.05 to $8.00 TG) was 
effective June 24, 2014. 
 
Requests for Information 
 
This financial report is designed to provide a general overview of the Town’s Finances for all of those with 
an interest in the government’s finances.  Questions concerning any of the information provided in this 
report or requests for additional information should be addressed to the Town Manager, Town of Berryville, 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite A, Berryville, Virginia 22611. 
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 1

Statement of Net Position
As of June 30, 2015

Governmental Business-type
Activities Activities Total

Assets:
  Cash and cash equivalents $ 1,580,628         $ 4,216,710           $ 5,797,338          
  Restricted cash and cash equivalents 72,885              940,000              1,012,885          
  Receivables, net of allowance for uncollectibles 555,939            237,241              793,180             
  Due from other governments 15,858              386,662              402,520             
  Prepaid items 7,920                -                         7,920                
  Internal balances (64,402)             64,402                -                       
  Capital assets:
     Land 93,209              76,000                169,209             
     Construction in progress -                       29,124,581          29,124,581        
     Other capital assets, net of accumulated
       depreciation 4,427,927         4,127,873           8,555,800          

          Capital assets, net $ 4,521,136         $ 33,328,454          $ 37,849,590        

       Total assets $ 6,689,964         $ 39,173,469          $ 45,863,433        

Deferred Outflows of Resources:
  Post measurement date employer pension contributions $ 78,610              $ 41,712                $ 120,322             

Liabilities:
  Accounts payable $ 39,506              $ 16,780                $ 56,286              
  Accrued liabilities 12,893              11,462                24,355              
  Retainage payable -                       77,821                77,821              
  Accrued interest 3,698                -                         3,698                
  Customer deposits 87,476              46,560                134,036             
  Long-term liabilities:
    Due within one year:
      Bonds payable 33,361              470,000              503,361             
    Due in more than one year:
      Accrued compensated absences 173,458            78,602                252,060             
      Net pension liability 231,231            129,619              360,850             
      Bonds payable 2,117,940         9,905,000           12,022,940        

       Total liabilities $ 2,699,563         $ 10,735,844          $ 13,435,407        

Deferred Inflows of Resources:
  Net difference of actual and expected pension liability earnings $ 173,674            $ 104,314              $ 277,988             
  Deferred revenue-property taxes 467,011            -                         467,011             

       Total deferred inflows of resources $ 640,685            $ 104,314              $ 744,999             

Net Position:
  Net investment in capital assets $ 2,369,835         $ 22,953,454          $ 25,323,289        
  Restricted for debt reserve 72,885              940,000              1,012,885          
  Unrestricted 985,606            4,481,569           5,467,175          

       Total net position $ 3,428,326         $ 28,375,023          $ 31,803,349        

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA

Statement of Activities
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Operating Capital
Charges for Grants and Grants and

Functions/Programs Expenses Services Contributions Contributions

Primary Government:
Governmental activities:
General government administration $ 917,033        $ -                  $ -                     $ -                     
Public safety 689,556        35,352         89,866            -                     
Public works 1,280,350     65,883         487,624           -                     
Parks, recreation and culture 47,372          -                  -                     -                     
Community development 148,023        -                  18,300            -                     
Contingency 87,153          -                  -                     -                     
Interest on long-term debt 89,406          -                  -                     -                     

   Total governmental activities $ 3,258,893     $ 101,235        $ 595,790           $ -                     

Business-type activities:
Water $ 752,263        $ 907,132        $ -                     $ -                     
Sewer 943,000        1,986,147     -                     386,662           

   Total business-type activities $ 1,695,263     $ 2,893,279     $ -                     $ 386,662           

    Total $ 4,954,156     $ 2,994,514     $ 595,790           $ 386,662           

General Revenues:
  General real property taxes
  Local sales and use taxes
  Business license tax
  Cigarette tax
  Bank franchise taxes
  Consumer utility tax
  Meals tax
  Motor vehicle licenses 
  Unrestricted revenues from the use of money and property
  Grants and contributions not restricted to specific programs
  Miscellaneous 
   Total general revenues

      Change in net position

Net position, beginning of year, as restated

Net position, end of year

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.

Program Revenues
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Exhibit 2

Governmental Business-Type
Activities Activities Total

$ (917,033)           $ -                       $ (917,033)           
(564,338)           -                       (564,338)           
(726,843)           -                       (726,843)           
(47,372)             -                       (47,372)             

(129,723)           -                       (129,723)           
(87,153)             -                       (87,153)             
(89,406)             -                       (89,406)             

$ (2,561,868)        $ -                       $ (2,561,868)        

$ -                       $ 154,869             $ 154,869             
-                       1,429,809          1,429,809          

$ -                       $ 1,584,678          $ 1,584,678          

$ (2,561,868)        $ 1,584,678          $ (977,190)           

$ 1,136,275         $ -                       $ 1,136,275          
177,160            -                       177,160             
184,412            -                       184,412             
28,373              -                       28,373              

147,856            -                       147,856             
97,168              -                       97,168              

198,288            -                       198,288             
101,463            -                       101,463             
98,699              12,682              111,381             

305,603            -                       305,603             
34,702              -                       34,702              

$ 2,509,999         $ 12,682              $ 2,522,681          

$ (51,869)             $ 1,597,360          $ 1,545,491          

3,480,195         26,777,663        30,257,858        

$ 3,428,326         $ 28,375,023        $ 31,803,349        

Net (Expense) Revenue and Changes in Net Position
Primary Government
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 3

Balance Sheet
Governmental Funds
As of June 30, 2015

General
Fund

Assets:
  Cash and cash equivalents  $ 1,580,628
  Receivables (net of allowance for
    uncollectibles):
      Taxes including penalties 530,783
      Accounts 25,156
  Due from other governments 15,858
  Prepaid items 7,920
  Restricted assets:
    Cash and cash equivalents 72,885              

      Total assets  $ 2,233,230         

Liabilities:
  Accounts payable  $ 39,506
  Accrued liabilities  12,893
  Deposits held  87,476
  Due to other funds 64,402

      Total liabilities  $ 204,277            

Deferred Inflows of Resources:
  Unavailable revenue-property taxes $ 526,438

Fund Balance:
  Nonspendable for prepaid items  $ 7,920               
  Restricted for proffers 75,000              
  Restricted for debt service 72,885              
  Unassigned 1,346,710         

      Total fund balance  $ 1,502,515         

         Total liabilities, deferred inflows of resources and fund balance  $ 2,233,230         

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 4

Reconciliation of the Governmental Funds Balance Sheet to the Statement of Net Position
As of June 30, 2015

Total fund balances for governmental funds (Exhibit 3) $ 1,502,515       

Total net position reported for governmental activities in the statement of
net position is different because:

Capital assets used in governmental activities are not financial resources
and therefore are not reported in the funds.  Those assets consist of:

Land $ 93,209         
Depreciable capital assets, net of accumulated depreciation 4,427,927    4,521,136       

Interest on long-term debt is not accrued in governmental funds, but rather
is recognized as an expenditure when due. (3,698)            

Because the focus of governmental funds is on short-term financing, some
assets will not be available to pay for current-period expenditures. Those
assets are offset by unavailable revenues in the governmental funds and
thus are not included in the fund balance.  Those assets consist of:

Unavailable revenue-property taxes $ 59,427         
Net difference of actual and expected pension liability earnings (173,674)      (114,247)        

Pension contributions subsequent to the measurement date will be a
reduction to the net pension liability in the next fiscal year and, therefore,
are not reported in the funds. 78,610           

Long-term liabilities are not due and payable in the current period and,
therefore, are not reported in the funds.

Compensated absences $ (173,458)      
Net pension liability (231,231)      
Bonds payable (2,151,301)   (2,555,990)      

Total net position of governmental activities $ 3,428,326       

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 5

Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balances
Governmental Funds
Year Ended June 30, 2015

General
Fund

Revenues:
  General property taxes $ 1,165,459         
  Other local taxes   934,720            
  Permits, privilege fees and regulatory licenses   30,965              
  Fines and forfeitures 35,352              
  Revenue from use of money and property   98,699              
  Charges for services   34,918              
  Miscellaneous   34,702              
  Intergovernmental revenues:
    Commonwealth   884,506            
    Federal 16,887              

      Total revenues $ 3,236,208         

Expenditures:
  Current:
    General government administration $ 819,437            
    Public safety   675,521            
    Public works   1,245,952         
    Parks, recreation, and cultural 10,222              
    Community development 149,509            
  Capital outlay 15,050              
  Contingency 87,153              
  Debt service 121,476            

      Total expenditures $ 3,124,320         

Excess (deficiency) of revenues over expenditures $ 111,888            

Net change in fund balances $ 111,888            
Fund balances at beginning of year 1,390,627         

Fund balances at end of year $ 1,502,515         

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 6

Reconciliation of the Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balances
of Governmental Funds to the Statement of Activities
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Net change in fund balances - total governmental funds (Exhibit 5) $ 111,888     

Governmental activities report capital outlays as expenditures. However, in the statement of
activities, the cost of those assets is allocated over their estimated useful lives and reported
as depreciation expense. This is the amount by which the capital outlays exceeded
depreciation in the current year.

Capital outlay $ 51,337          
Depreciation expense (249,436)       (198,099)    

Revenues in the Statement of Activities that do not provide current financial resources are
not reported as revenues in the funds. The change in unavailable property taxes is reported
as revenues in the governmental funds.

Property taxes $ (29,184)         
Change in deferred inflows related to the measurement of the net pension liability (173,674)       (202,858)    

The issuance of long-term debt (e.g. bonds, leases, notes payable) provides current financial
resources to governmental funds, while the repayment of the principal of long-term debt
consumes the current financial resources of governmental funds. Neither transaction,
however, has any effect on net position. Details of this item consist of principal retired on
long-term debt. 32,015      

Some expenses reported in the Statement of Activities do not require the use of current
financial resources and, therefore, are not reported as expenditures in the governmental
funds.  The following is a summary of items supporting this adjustment:

Change in compensated absences $ (6,519)          
Change in deferred outflow - pension contributions subsequent to measurement date (8,594)          
Change in net pension liability 220,243        
Change in interest payable 55                205,185     

Change in net position of governmental activities $ (51,869)     

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 7

Statement of Net Position
Proprietary Fund
As of June 30, 2015

Water Sewer
Fund Fund Totals

Assets:
Current assets:
  Cash and cash equivalents  $ 1,521,600  $ 2,695,110  $ 4,216,710     
  Restricted cash and cash equivalents -                940,000 940,000        
  Due from other governments -                386,662 386,662        
  Receivables (net of allowance for uncollectibles) 63,522        173,719 237,241        
  Due from other funds -                79,907 79,907          

     Total current assets  $ 1,585,122    $ 4,275,398      $ 5,860,520     

Noncurrent assets:
  Land  $ 5,000          $ 71,000           $ 76,000          
  Capital assets, net of accumulated depreciation 2,360,474 1,767,399 4,127,873     
  Construction in progress -                29,124,581 29,124,581   

     Total noncurrent assets  $ 2,365,474    $ 30,962,980    $ 33,328,454   

      Total assets  $ 3,950,596    $ 35,238,378    $ 39,188,974   

Deferred Outflows of Resources:
  Post measurement date employer pension 
     contributions  $ 16,686  $ 25,026  $ 41,712          

Liabilities:
Current liabilities:
  Accounts payable  $ 9,856  $ 6,924  $ 16,780          
  Accrued payroll and related liabilities  4,502  6,960            11,462          
  Due to other funds 15,505 -                  15,505          
  Customer deposits 15,765 30,795 46,560          
  Retainage payable -                77,821 77,821          
  Current portion of long-term debt -                470,000        470,000        

     Total current liabilities  $ 45,628         $ 592,500         $ 638,128        

Noncurrent liabilities:
  Accrued compensated absences payable  $ 39,301  $ 39,301  $ 78,602          
  Net pension liability 51,098 78,521 129,619        
  Long-term debt, net of current portion -                9,905,000 9,905,000     

     Total noncurrent liabilities  $ 90,399         $ 10,022,822    $ 10,113,221   

      Total liabilities  $ 136,027       $ 10,615,322    $ 10,751,349   

Deferred Inflows of Resources:
  Net difference of actual and expected pension
     liability earnings  $ 64,004  $ 40,310  $ 104,314        

Net Position:
  Net investment in capital assets  $ 2,365,474    $ 20,587,980    $ 22,953,454   
  Restricted for debt reserve -                940,000        940,000        
  Unrestricted 1,401,777   3,079,792     4,481,569     

       Total net position  $ 3,767,251    $ 24,607,772    $ 28,375,023   

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.

Enterprise Funds
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 8

Statement of Revenues, Expenses, and Changes in Net Position
Proprietary Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Water Sewer
Fund Fund Totals

Operating revenues:
  Charges for services $ 907,132 $ 1,986,147 $ 2,893,279     

Operating expenses:
  General administration $ 38,684 $ 42,663         $ 81,347          
  Supply purification   283,880   -                    283,880        
  Transmission and distribution   175,149   -                    175,149        
  Wastewater treatment -                   534,998        534,998        
  Maintenance of sewer lines -                   101,627        101,627        
  Fringe benefits   58,121   104,508          162,629        
  Depreciation 196,429 144,403        340,832        
  Contingency   -                     14,801           14,801          

    Total operating expenses $ 752,263         $ 943,000        $ 1,695,263     

      Operating income (loss) $ 154,869         $ 1,043,147     $ 1,198,016     

Nonoperating revenues (expenses):
  Interest revenue $ 4,368 $ 8,314 $ 12,682          

     Total nonoperating revenues (expenses) $ 4,368            $ 8,314           $ 12,682          

Income (loss) before contributions $ 159,237         $ 1,051,461     $ 1,210,698     

Capital contributions and construction
  grants -                   386,662 386,662        

Change in net position $ 159,237         $ 1,438,123     $ 1,597,360     

Net position, beginning of year, as restated 3,608,014 23,169,649 26,777,663   

Net position, end of year $ 3,767,251      $ 24,607,772   $ 28,375,023   

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.

Enterprise Funds
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 9

Statement of Cash Flows
Proprietary Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Water Sewer
Fund Fund Totals

Cash flows from operating activities:
  Receipts from customers $ 908,748      $ 1,998,875       $ 2,907,623       
  Payments to and for employees (297,058)     (441,484)        (738,542)        
  Payments to suppliers (285,221)     (401,077)        (686,298)        

      Net cash provided by (used for) operating activities $ 326,469      $ 1,156,314       $ 1,482,783       

Cash flows from investing activities:
  Investment income $ 4,368         $ 8,314             $ 12,682           

Cash flows from capital and related
 financing activities:
  Purchase of capital assets $ -                $ (505,485)        $ (505,485)        
  Principal payments on long-term debt -                (470,000)        (470,000)        

      Net cash provided by (used for) capital and related
  financing activities $ -                $ (975,485)        $ (975,485)        

Cash flows from noncapital financing activities:
  Net transfers from (to) other funds $ 8                $ (950)               $ (942)               

Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents $ 330,845      $ 188,193         $ 519,038         

Cash and cash equivalents at beginning 
  of year - including restricted 1,190,755   $ 3,446,917       4,637,672       

Cash and cash equivalents at end
  of year - including restricted $ 1,521,600   $ 3,635,110       $ 5,156,710       

Reconciliation of operating income (loss) to net cash 
  provided by (used for) operating activities:

  Operating income (loss) $ 154,869      $ 1,043,147       $ 1,198,016       
  Adjustments to reconcile operating income (loss) to net
    cash provided by (used for) operating activities:
      Depreciation  196,429       144,403          340,832         
      Changes in operating accounts:
         Accounts receivable  1,616          12,728            14,344           
         Deferred outflow - post measurement date contributions 2,585         4,587             7,172             
         Accounts payable and accrued liabilities (16,200)      (49,826)          (66,026)          
         Compensated absences 3,263         3,263             6,526             
         Net pension liability (82,837)      (49,903)          (132,740)        
         Deferred inflow - net difference in pension earnings 64,004        40,310           104,314         
         Customer deposits 2,740         7,605             10,345           

   
    Net cash provided by (used for) operating activities $ 326,469      $ 1,156,314       $ 1,482,783       

The accompanying notes to financial statements are an integral part of this statement.

Enterprise Funds
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES: 
 
Narrative Profile: 
 
Town of Berryville, located in central Clarke County, Virginia, approximately 60 miles west of Washington, D.C., 
was chartered in 1798.  The Town has a population of 4,185 and a land area of approximately 1.8 square miles. 
 
The Town is governed under the Council-Manager form of government.  The Town engages in wide ranges of 
municipal services including general government administration, public safety, public works, parks, recreation 
and cultural and community development.  Judicial administration, education, fire, library, health and welfare 
services are provided by Clarke County. 
 
The financial statements of Town of Berryville, Virginia have been prepared in conformity with specifications 
promulgated by the Auditor of Public Accounts (APA) of the Commonwealth of Virginia, and the accounting 
principles generally accepted in the United States as specified by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board. 
The more significant of the Town’s accounting policies are described below. 
 
A. Financial Reporting Entity 
 

Management’s Discussion and Analysis: Accounting principles require that financial statements be 
accompanied by a narrative introduction and analytical overview of the government’s financial activities in 
the form of “Management’s Discussion and Analysis” (MD&A).  This analysis is similar to the analysis the 
private sector provides in their annual reports. 
 
Government-wide Financial Statements: The reporting model includes financial statements prepared using 
full accrual accounting for all of the government’s activities.  This approach includes not just current assets 
and liabilities (such as cash and accounts payable) but also capital assets and long-term liabilities (such as 
buildings and infrastructure, including bridges and roads, and general obligation debt). Accrual accounting 
also reports all of the revenues and costs of providing services each year, not just those received or paid in 
the current year or soon thereafter. 

 
Statement of Net Position: The Statement of Net Position is designed to display the financial position of the 
primary government (government and business-type activities) and its discretely presented component units. 
Governments report all capital assets, including infrastructure, in the government-wide Statement of Net 
Position and report depreciation expense - the cost of “using up” capital assets - in the Statement of 
Activities. The net position of a government will be broken down into three categories: 1) net investment in 
capital assets; 2) restricted; and 3) unrestricted. 
 
Statement of Activities: The government-wide Statement of Activities reports expenses and revenues in a 
format that focuses on the cost of each of the government’s functions.  The expense of individual functions 
is compared to the revenues generated directly by the function (for instance, through user charges or 
intergovernmental grants). 
 
Fund Financial Statements: Separate financial statements are provided for governmental funds and 
proprietary funds.  Major individual governmental funds and major individual enterprise funds are reported 
as separate columns in the fund financial statements. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES: (Continued) 
 

A. Financial Reporting Entity (Continued) 
 

Budgetary Comparison Schedules: Demonstrating compliance with the adopted budget is an important 
component of a government’s accountability to the public.  Many citizens participate in the process of 
establishing the annual operating budgets of state and local governments, and have a keen interest in 
following the actual financial progress of their governments over the course of the year.  The Town and many 
other governments revise their original budgets over the course of the year for a variety of reasons. The 
budgetary comparison schedules present the Town’s original budget to the current comparison of final 
budget and actual results for its major funds. 

 

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States require financial statements to present the 
primary government and its component units, entities for which the government is considered to be 
financially accountable. Blended component units, although legally separate entities, are, in substance, part 
of the government’s operations and so data from these units are combined with data of the primary 
government.  The Town has no component units that meet the requirements for blending.  Discretely 
presented component units, on the other hand, are reported in a separate column in the government-wide 
statements to emphasize they are legally separate from the primary government.  The Town does not have 
any discretely presented component units. 
 

B. Government-wide and Fund Financial Statements 
 

The basic financial statements include both government-wide and fund financial statements.  The focus is on 
both the Town as a whole and the fund financial statements, including the major individual funds of the 
governmental and business-type categories, as well as the fiduciary funds (by category) and the component 
units, if applicable. Both the government-wide and fund financial statements (within the basic financial 
statements) categorize primary activities as either governmental or business type. In the government-wide 
Statement of Net Position, both the governmental and business-type activities columns (a) are presented on 
a consolidated basis by column, and (b) are reflected, on a full accrual, economic resource basis, which 
incorporates long-term assets and receivables as well as long-term debt and obligations.  Each presentation 
provides valuable information that can be analyzed and compared (between years and between 
governments) to enhance the usefulness of the information.  The Town generally first uses restricted assets 
for expenses incurred for which both restricted and unrestricted assets are available. The Town may defer 
the use of restricted assets based on a review of the specific transaction. 

The government-wide Statement of Activities reflects both the gross and net cost per functional category 
(public safety, public works, community development, etc.) that are otherwise being supported by general  
government  revenues  (property,  sales  and  use  taxes,  certain intergovernmental  revenues, fines, 
permits and charges, etc.).  The Statement of Activities reduces gross expenses (including depreciation) by 
related program revenues, operating and capital grants, and contributions.  The program revenues must be 
directly associated with the function (public safety, public works, community development, etc.) or a 
business-type activity.  Program revenues include: 1) charges to customers or applicants who purchase, use, 
or directly benefit from goods, services, or privileges provided by a given function, and 2) grants and 
contributions that are restricted to meeting the operation or capital requirements of a particular function or 
segment.   Taxes and other items not properly included among program revenues are reported as general 
revenues.  The Town does not allocate indirect expenses.  The operating grants include operating-specific 
and discretionary (either operating or capital) grants while the capital grants column reflects capital-specific 
grants.   



TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA 
 
Notes to Financial Statements 
As of June 30, 2015 (Continued) 
 
 

22 

NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 

B. Government-wide and Fund Financial Statements (Continued) 
 
Internal service charges, if applicable, are eliminated and the net income or loss from internal service 
activities is allocated to the various functional expense categories based on the internal charges to each 
function. 
 
In the fund financial statements, financial transactions and accounts of the Town are organized on the basis 
of funds.  The operation of each fund is considered to be an independent fiscal and separate accounting 
entity, with a self-balancing set of accounts recording cash and/or other financial resources together with all 
related liabilities and residual equities or balances, and changes therein, which are segregated for the 
purpose of carrying on specific activities or attaining certain objectives in accordance with special 
regulations, restrictions, or limitations.  The fund statements are presented on a current financial resource 
and modified accrual basis of accounting.  This is the manner in which these funds are normally budgeted.  
Since the governmental fund statements are presented on a different measurement focus and basis of 
accounting than the government-wide statements’ governmental column, a reconciliation is presented which 
briefly explains the adjustment necessary to reconcile the fund financial statements to the governmental 
column of the government-wide financial statements. 
 
Proprietary fund operating revenues consist of charges for services and related revenues.  Nonoperating 
revenues consist of contributions, grants, investment earnings and other revenues not directly derived from 
the providing of services. 
 
The accompanying financial statements are prepared in accordance with pronouncements issued by the 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board.  The principles prescribed by GASB represent generally accepted 
accounting principles applicable to governmental units. 
 
The following is a brief description of the specific funds used by the Town in 2015. 
 
A. Governmental Funds - Governmental Funds account for the expendable financial resources, other than 

those accounted for in Proprietary and Fiduciary Funds.  The Governmental Funds utilize the modified 
accrual basis of accounting where the measurement focus is upon determination of financial position and 
changes in financial position, rather than upon net income determination as would apply to a commercial 
enterprise.  The individual Governmental Fund is: 

General Fund - The General Fund is the primary operating fund of the Town.  This fund is used to 
account for and report all financial resources except those required to be accounted for and reported in 
another fund.  Revenues are derived primarily from property and other local taxes, state and federal 
distributions, licenses, permits, and interest income.  The General Fund is considered a major fund for 
reporting purposes. 

 
B. Proprietary Funds - Proprietary Funds account for operations that are financed in a manner similar to 

private business enterprises.  The Proprietary Funds utilize the accrual basis of accounting where the 
measurement focus is upon determination of net income, financial position, and cash flows.  Proprietary 
Funds consist of the water and sewer enterprise funds. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 
 

C. Basis of Accounting 
 

The accounting and financial reporting treatment applied to a fund is determined by its measurement focus. 
All Governmental Funds are accounted for using a current financial resources measurement focus.  With this 
measurement focus, only current assets and current liabilities generally are included on the balance sheet.  
Operating statements of these funds present increases (i.e., revenues and other financing sources) and 
decreases (i.e., expenditures and other financing uses) in net current assets. 

 
All proprietary funds are accounted for on a flow of economic resources measurement focus.  With this 
measurement focus, all assets and all liabilities associated with the operation of these funds are included on 
the balance sheet.  Proprietary fund-type operating statements present increases (e.g., revenues) and 
decreases (e.g., expenses) in net total assets. 

 
1. Governmental Funds - Governmental funds utilize the modified accrual basis of accounting under which 

revenues and related assets are recorded when measurable and available to finance operations during 
the year.  Accordingly, real and personal property taxes are recorded as revenues and receivables when 
billed, net of allowances for uncollectible amounts, except that property taxes not collected within 45 
days after year-end are reflected as deferred inflows of resources.  Sales and utility taxes, which are 
collected by the State or utilities and subsequently remitted to the Town, are recognized as revenues 
and receivables upon collection by the State or utility, which is generally in the month preceding receipt 
by the Town.  Licenses, permits, fines and rents are recorded as revenues when received.  
Intergovernmental revenues, consisting primarily of State and other grants for the purpose of funding 
specific expenditures, are recognized when measurable and available or at the time of the specific 
expenditure.   

 
Expenditures, other than interest on long-term debt, are recorded as the related fund liabilities are 
incurred. Principal and interest on long-term debt is recognized when due except for amounts due on 
July 1, which are accrued. 

 
2. Proprietary Funds - The accrual basis of accounting is used for the Enterprise Fund.  Under the accrual 

method, revenues are recognized in the accounting period in which they are earned, while expenses are 
recognized in the accounting period in which the related liability is incurred. 

 
D. Budgets and Budgetary Accounting 

 
The following procedures are used by the Town in establishing the budgetary data reflected in the financial 
statements: 
 
1. Prior to May 1, the Town Manager submits to the Town Council a proposed operating and capital budget 

for the fiscal year commencing the following July 1.  The operating and capital budget includes proposed 
expenditures and the means of financing them. 
 

2. Public hearings are conducted to obtain citizen comments. 
 

3. Prior to June 30, the budget is legally enacted through passage of an Appropriations Resolution. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 
 

D. Budgets and Budgetary Accounting (Continued) 
 

4. The Appropriations Resolution places legal restrictions on expenditures at the department or category 
level.  The appropriation for each department or category can be revised only by the Town Council.  The 
Town Administrator is authorized to transfer budgeted amounts within departments. 

5. Formal budgetary integration is employed as a management control device during the year for all funds. 

6. All budgets are adopted on a basis consistent with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP). 

7. Appropriations lapse on June 30 for all Town funds unless they are carried forward by a resolution of 
Town Council. 

8. All budgetary data presented in the accompanying financial statements reflect budget reviews as of June 
30. 

 
E. Cash and Cash Equivalents 

For purposes of the Statement of Cash Flows, cash and cash equivalents include all cash on hand and in 
banks, certificates of deposit, and highly liquid investments with original maturities of three months or less. 

F. Receivables and Payables 
 

Activities between funds that are representative of lending/borrowing arrangements outstanding at the end 
of the fiscal year are referred to as either “due to/from other funds” (i.e., the current portion of interfund 
loans) or “advance to/from other funds” (i.e., the non-current portion of interfund loans).  All other 
outstanding balances between funds are reported as “due to/from other funds.”  Any residual balances 
outstanding between the governmental activities and business-type activities are reported in the 
government-wide financial statements as “internal balances.” 
 

G.  Allowance for Uncollectible Accounts 
 
The Town calculates its allowance for uncollectible accounts using historical collection data and, in certain 
cases, specific account analysis.  The allowance amounted to approximately $28,921 at June 30, 2015 and is 
comprised of property taxes and water and sewer receivables. 

H. Prepaid Items 
 
Certain payments to vendors represent costs applicable to future accounting periods and are recorded as 
prepaid items in both the government-wide and fund financial statements.  The cost of prepaid items is 
recorded as expenditures/expenses when consumed rather than when purchased. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 
 
I.   Capital Assets 
 

Capital outlays are recorded as expenditures of the governmental funds of the Town, and as assets in the 
government-wide financial statements. 
 

The cost of normal maintenance and repairs that do not add value to the value of the asset or materially 
extend the asset’s life are not capitalized.  It is the town’s policy to record capital assets with a cost greater 
than $5,000 and an estimated useful life in excess of one year. 

 

Major outlays for capital assets and improvements are capitalized as projects are constructed.  Interest 
incurred during the construction phase of capital assets of business-type activities is included as part of the 
capitalized value of assets constructed.  The Town did not have any capitalized interest as of June 30, 2015. 
 

Property, plant and equipment, and infrastructure purchases are stated at historical cost or estimated cost.  
Donated property is recorded at the prevailing market value at date of donation.  Depreciation is recorded 
on capital assets on a government-wide basis or in the Proprietary Fund using the straight-line method and 
the following estimated useful lives: 
 

Buildings and improvements 15-50 years
Infrastructure 20-39 years
Equipment 5-10 years

 
J. Use of Estimates 
 

The preparation of financial statements in conformity with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles 
requires management to make estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts of assets and 
liabilities and disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities at the date of the financial statements and the 
reported amounts of revenues and expenses during the reporting period.  Actual results could differ from 
those estimates. 
 

K. Net Position 
 

Net position is the difference between a) assets and deferred outflows of resources and b) liabilities and 
deferred inflows of resources.  Net investment in capital assets represents capital assets, less accumulated 
depreciation, less any outstanding debt related to the acquisition, construction or improvement of those 
assets. Deferred outflows of resources and deferred inflows of resources that are attributable to the 
acquisition, construction, or improvement of those assets or related debt are also included in this component 
of net position. 
 

L. Net Position Flow Assumption 
 

Sometimes the Town will fund outlays for a particular purpose from both restricted (e.g., restricted bond or 
grant proceeds) and unrestricted resources. In order to calculate the amounts to report as restricted – net 
position and unrestricted – net position in the government-wide and proprietary fund financial statements, a 
flow assumption must be made about the order in which the resources are considered to be applied. It is the 
Town’s policy to consider restricted – net position to have been depleted before unrestricted – net position is 
applied. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 
 

M. Compensated Absences 
 

The Town accrues compensated absences (annual and sick leave benefits) when vested.  The amounts 
include all balances earned by employees which would be paid upon employee terminations, resignations or 
retirements. 
 

N. Long-term Obligations 
 
In the government-wide financial statements, long-term debt and other long-term obligations are reported as 
liabilities in the governmental activities, business-type activities, or proprietary fund type Statement of Net 
Position. Bonds payable are reported net of the applicable bond premium or discount.  
 
In the fund financial statements, governmental fund types recognize bond premiums and discounts during the 
current period. The face amount of debt issued is reported as other financing sources while discounts on 
debt issuances are reported as other financing uses. 
 

O. Fund Equity 

The Town reports fund balance in accordance with GASB Statement 54, Fund Balance Reporting and 
Governmental Fund Type Definitions.  The following classifications describe the relative strength of the 
spending constraints placed on the purposes for which resources can be used: 
 

Nonspendable fund balance – amounts that are not in spendable form (such as inventory and prepaids) or 
are required to be maintained intact (corpus of a permanent fund); 
 
Restricted fund balance – amounts constrained to specific purposes by their providers (such as grantors, 
bondholders, and higher levels of government), through constitutional provisions, or by enabling 
legislation; 
 
Committed fund balance – amounts constrained to specific purposes by a government itself, using its 
highest level of decision-making authority; to be reported as committed, amounts cannot be used for any 
other purpose unless the government takes the same highest level action to remove or change the 
constraint; 
 
Assigned fund balance – amounts a government intends to use for a specific purpose; intent can be 
expressed by the governing body or by an official or body to which the governing body delegates the 
authority; 
 
Unassigned fund balance – amounts that are available for any purpose; positive amounts are only 
reported in the general fund. 
 

When fund balance resources are available for a specific purpose in more than one classification, it is the 
Town’s policy to use the most restrictive funds first in the following order: restricted, committed, assigned, 
and unassigned as they are needed. 
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NOTE 1—SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:  (Continued) 
 
O. Fund Equity (Continued) 

 
Town Council establishes (and modifies or rescinds) fund balance commitments by passage of a resolution. 
This is typically done through adoption and amendment of the budget. A fund balance commitment is further 
indicated in the budget document as a designation or commitment of the fund (such as for special 
incentives). Assigned fund balance is established by Town Council through adoption or amendment of the 
budget as intended for specific purpose (such as the purchase of capital assets, construction, debt service, or 
for other purposes). 
 

P. Deferred Outflows/Inflows of Resources 
 

In addition to assets, the statement of financial position will sometimes report a separate section for 
deferred outflows of resources. This separate financial statement element, deferred outflows of resources, 
represents a consumption of net position that applies to a future period(s) and so will not be recognized as 
an outflow of resources (expense/expenditure) until then.  The Town only has only one item that qualifies 
for reporting in this category.  It is comprised of contributions to the pension plan made during the current 
year and subsequent to the net pension liability measurement date, which will be recognized as a reduction 
of the net pension liability next fiscal year.  For more detailed information on these items, reference the 
pension note.   
 
In addition to liabilities, the statement of financial position will sometimes report a separate section for 
deferred inflows of resources. This separate financial statement element, deferred inflows of resources, 
represents an acquisition of net position that applies to a future period(s) and so will not be recognized as an 
inflow of resources (revenue) until that time. The Town has two types of items that qualify for reporting in 
this category.  Under a modified accrual basis of accounting, unavailable revenue representing property 
taxes receivable is reported in the governmental funds balance sheet.  This amount is comprised of 
uncollected property taxes due prior to June 30, 2nd half installments levied during the fiscal year but due 
after June 30th, and amounts prepaid on the 2nd half installments and is deferred and recognized as an inflow 
of resources in the period that the amount becomes available. Under the accrual basis, 2nd half installments 
levied during the fiscal year but due after June 30th and amounts prepaid on the 2nd half installments are 
reported as deferred inflows of resources.  In addition, certain items related to the measurement of the net 
pension liability are reported as deferred inflows of resources.  These include differences between expected 
and actual experience, change in assumptions, and the net difference between projected and actual 
earnings on pension plan investments.  For more detailed information on these items, reference the pension 
note.  

NOTE 2—PROPERTY TAXES RECEIVABLE: 
 
Property is assessed at its value on January 1.  The Town bills and collects its own property taxes based on the 
assessed values provided by Clarke County.  Real estate taxes are levied semiannually and are due June 5th and 
December 5th.  Personal property taxes are levied annually and are due December 5th. 
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NOTE 3—DEPOSITS AND INVESTMENTS: 
 
Deposits: 
 
Deposits with banks are covered by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC) and collateralized in 
accordance with the Virginia Security for Public Deposits Act (the “Act”) Section 2.2-4400 et. seq. of the Code of 
Virginia.  Under the Act, banks and savings institutions holding public deposits in excess of the amount insured by 
the FDIC must pledge collateral to the Commonwealth of Virginia Treasury Board.  Financial Institutions may 
choose between two collateralization methodologies and depending upon that choice, will pledge collateral that 
ranges in amounts from 50% to 130% of excess deposits.  Accordingly, all deposits are considered fully 
collateralized. 
 
Investments: 
 
Statutes authorize the Town to invest in obligations of the United States or agencies thereof, obligations of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia or political subdivisions thereof, obligations of the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development (World Bank), the Asian Development Bank, the African Development Bank, 
“prime quality” commercial paper and certain corporate notes, banker’s acceptances, repurchase agreements 
and the State Treasurer’s Local Government Investment Pool (LGIP).  The Town had no investments at June 30, 
2015. 
 
 
NOTE 4—DUE FROM OTHER GOVERNMENTAL UNITS: 

At June 30, 2015, the amount due from other governmental units was as follows: 
 

Primary
Government

Commonwealth of Virginia:
Sales tax $ 15,858            
Virginia Water Quality Improvement Fund 386,662          

Total $ 402,520          
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NOTE 5—CAPITAL ASSETS: 
 
The following is a summary of changes in capital assets during the fiscal year:  
 
Governmental Activities:

Balance Balance
July 1, 2014 Additions Deletions June 30, 2015

Capital assets not being depreciated:
   Land $ 93,209         $ -                 $ -                $ 93,209            
      Total capital assets not being
        depreciated $ 93,209         $ -                 $ -                $ 93,209            

Other capital assets:
   Buildings and improvements $ 5,216,877    $ -                 $ -                $ 5,216,877       
   Infrastructure 259,940       -                 -                259,940          
   Equipment 1,112,324    51,337        -                1,163,661       
      Total other capital assets $ 6,589,141    $ 51,337        $ -                $ 6,640,478       

Less:  Accumulated depreciation for:
   Buildings and improvements $ 936,515       $ 131,302      $ -                $ 1,067,817       
   Infrastructure 187,821       10,477        -                198,298          
   Equipment 838,779       107,657      -                946,436          
      Total accumulated depreciation $ 1,963,115    $ 249,436      $ -                $ 2,212,551       

      Other capital assets, net $ 4,626,026    $ (198,099)     $ -                $ 4,427,927       

Net capital assets $ 4,719,235    $ (198,099)     $ -                $ 4,521,136       

Depreciation expense has been allocated as follows:

     General government administration $ 108,848      
     Public safety 19,854        
     Public works 83,450        
     Parks, recreation, and cultural 37,284        

        Total depreciation expense $ 249,436      
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NOTE 5—CAPITAL ASSETS:  (Continued) 
 
Business-type Activities:

Balance Balance
Water Fund July 1, 2014 Additions Deletions June 30, 2015
Capital assets not being depreciated:
   Land $ 5,000          $ -                 $ -                $ 5,000              
      Total capital assets not being
        depreciated $ 5,000          $ -                 $ -                $ 5,000              

Other capital assets:
   Buildings and improvements $ 3,391,605    $ -                 $ -                $ 3,391,605       
   Infrastructure 1,522,555    -                 -                1,522,555       
   Equipment 1,430,984    -                 -                1,430,984       
      Total other capital assets $ 6,345,144    $ -                 $ -                $ 6,345,144       

Less:  Accumulated depreciation for:
   Buildings and improvements $ 2,486,923    $ 75,820        $ -                $ 2,562,743       
   Infrastructure 556,919       72,267        -                629,186          
   Equipment 744,399       48,342        -                792,741          
      Total accumulated depreciation $ 3,788,241    $ 196,429      $ -                $ 3,984,670       

      Other capital assets, net $ 2,556,903    $ (196,429)     $ -                $ 2,360,474       

Net capital assets $ 2,561,903    $ (196,429)     $ -                $ 2,365,474       

Sewer Fund
Capital assets not being depreciated:
  Construction in progress $ 28,706,335  $ 418,246      $ -                $ 29,124,581      
  Land -                 71,000        -                71,000            
      Total capital assets not being
        depreciated $ 28,706,335  $ 489,246      $ -                $ 29,195,581      

Other capital assets:
   Buildings and improvements $ 526,973       $ -                 $ -                $ 526,973          
   Infrastructure 4,323,494    -                 -                4,323,494       
   Equipment 329,453       16,237        -                345,690          
      Total other capital assets $ 5,179,920    $ 16,237        $ -                $ 5,196,157       

Less:  Accumulated depreciation for:
   Buildings and improvements $ 526,973       $ -                 $ -                $ 526,973          
   Infrastructure 2,484,559    120,867      -                2,605,426       
   Equipment 272,824       23,535        -                296,359          
      Total accumulated depreciation $ 3,284,356    $ 144,402      $ -                $ 3,428,758       

      Other capital assets, net $ 1,895,564    $ (128,165)     $ -                $ 1,767,399       

Net capital assets $ 30,601,899  $ 361,081      $ -                $ 30,962,980      
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NOTE 6—LONG-TERM OBLIGATIONS: 
 
The following is a summary of long-term obligations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2015: 
 

Amounts Amounts Amounts
Payable Payable Due Within

July 1, 2014 Increases Decreases June 30, 2015 One Year

Governmental Obligations:
Lease revenue bond $ 2,183,316 $ -            $ 32,015 $ 2,151,301 $ 33,361
Net pension liability 451,474 312,377 532,620 231,231 -             
Accrued compensated absences 166,939 6,518 -            173,457 -             

Total Governmental Obligations $ 2,801,729 $ 318,895 $ 564,635 $ 2,555,989 $ 33,361

Enterprise Obligations:
General obligation bonds $ 10,845,000 $ -        $ 470,000 $ 10,375,000 $ 470,000
Net pension liability 262,359 165,825 298,565 129,619 -             
Accrued compensated absences 72,076 6,526 -            78,602 -             

Total Enterprise Obligations $ 11,179,435 $ 172,351 $ 768,565 $ 10,583,221 $ 470,000

Total Long-term Obligations $ 13,981,164 $ 491,246 $ 1,333,200 $ 13,139,210 $ 503,361

 
Annual requirements to amortize the Town’s long-term obligations are as follows: 
 

Year
Ending

June 30, Principal Interest Principal Interest

2016 $ 33,361 $ 88,115 $ 470,000 $ -                 
2017 34,763 86,713 470,000 -                 
2018 36,225 85,251 470,000 -                 
2019 37,748 83,728 470,000 -                 
2020 39,335 82,141 470,000 -                 

2021-2025 222,912 384,468 2,350,000 -                 
2026-2030 273,875 333,505 2,350,000 -                 
2031-2035 336,490 270,890 2,350,000 -                 
2036-2040 413,420 193,960 975,000 -                 
2041-2045 507,939 99,441 -                 -                 
2046-2047 215,233 8,656 -                 -                 

Total $ 2,151,301 $ 1,716,868 $ 10,375,000 $ -                 

Revenue Bond Obligation Bonds

Governmental Obligations Enterprise Obligations

Lease General 
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NOTE 6—LONG-TERM OBLIGATIONS:  (Continued) 
 
Details of the Town’s long-term obligations are as follows: 
 
Governmental Obligations:

Lease Revenue Bond:

$2,327,000 Lease Revenue Bond issued May 2008, due in monthly installments of
$10,123 beginning June 2009 through May 2047, including interest at 4.125%. This
lease revenue bond was issued through the Industrial Development Authority of
Clarke County, Virginia, for purposes of funding construction of the Town's municipal
building. $ 2,151,301      

Net pension liability 231,231         

Accrued compensated absences 173,457         

Total governmental obligations $ 2,555,989      

Enterprise Obligations:

General Obligation Bonds:

$11,750,000 General Obligation Revenue Bond Series 2010, issued March 2010 for
purposes of funding new wastewater treatment plant, due in semi-annual
installments of $235,000 beginning February 2013 through August 2037 with no
interest.  The balance shown is total drawdowns to date. $ 10,375,000    

Net pension liability 129,619         

Accrued compensated absences 78,602          

Total enterprise obligations $ 10,583,221    

 

NOTE 7—COMPENSATED ABSENCES: 
 
In accordance with GASB Statement 16, Accounting for Compensated Absences, the Town has accrued the 
liability arising from outstanding claims and judgments and compensated absences.  Town employees earn 
vacation and sick leave based upon length of service.  The Town has outstanding accrued vacation pay totaling 
$173,457 in the General Fund and $78,602 in Enterprise Fund. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN: 
 
Plan Description
 

All full-time, salaried permanent employees of the Town are automatically covered by VRS Retirement Plan upon 
employment. This is an agent multiple-employer plan administered by the Virginia Retirement System (the 
System) along with plans for other employer groups in the Commonwealth of Virginia. Members earn one month 
of service credit for each month they are employed and for which they and their employer pay contributions to 
VRS. Members are eligible to purchase prior service, based on specific criteria as defined in the Code of Virginia, 
as amended. Eligible prior service that may be purchased includes prior public service, active military service, 
certain periods of leave, and previously refunded service.  
 

The System administers three different benefit structures for covered employees – Plan 1, Plan 2, and, Hybrid. 
Each of these benefit structures has a different eligibility criteria. The specific information for each plan and the 
eligibility for covered groups within each plan are set out in the table below:

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 
 

About Plan 1  
Plan 1 is a defined benefit plan. 
The retirement benefit is based 
on a member’s age, creditable 
service and average final 
compensation at retirement using 
a formula. Employees are eligible 
for Plan 1 if their membership 
date is before July 1, 2010, and 
they were vested as of January 1, 
2013. 

About Plan 2  
Plan 2 is a defined benefit plan. 
The retirement benefit is based 
on a member’s age, creditable 
service and average final 
compensation at retirement using 
a formula. Employees are eligible 
for Plan 2 if their membership 
date is on or after July 1, 2010, 
or their membership date is 
before July 1, 2010, and they 
were not vested as of January 1, 
2013. 

About the Hybrid Retirement 
Plan
The Hybrid Retirement Plan 
combines the features of a 
defined benefit plan and a 
defined contribution plan. Most 
members hired on or after 
January 1, 2014 are in this plan, 
as well as Plan 1 and Plan 2 
members who were eligible and 
opted into the plan during a 
special election window. (see 
“Eligible Members”)  

 

• The defined benefit is based 
on a member’s age, 
creditable service and 
average final compensation 
at retirement using a 
formula. 

• The benefit from the 
defined contribution 
component of the plan 
depends on the member and 
employer contributions 
made to the plan and the 
investment performance of 
those contributions.  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

About Plan 1 (Cont.) About Plan 2 (Cont.) About the Hybrid Retirement 
Plan (Cont.) 

• In addition to the monthly 
benefit payment payable 
from the defined benefit 
plan at retirement, a 
member may start receiving 
distributions from the 
balance in the defined 
contribution account, 
reflecting the contributions, 
investment gains or losses, 
and any required fees. 

Eligible Members
Employees are in Plan 1 if their 
membership date is before July 1, 
2010, and they were vested as of 
January 1, 2013.  

Hybrid Opt-In Election
VRS non-hazardous duty covered 
Plan 1 members were allowed to 
make an irrevocable decision to 
opt into the Hybrid Retirement 
Plan during a special election 
window held January 1 through 
April 30, 2014.  
 

The Hybrid Retirement Plan’s 
effective date for eligible Plan 1 
members who opted in was July 
1, 2014.

If eligible deferred members 
returned to work during the 
election window, they were also 
eligible to opt into the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan. 

Eligible Members
Employees are in Plan 2 if their 
membership date is on or after 
July 1, 2010, or their membership 
date is before July 1, 2010, and 
they were not vested as of 
January 1, 2013.  

Hybrid Opt-In Election
Eligible Plan 2 members were 
allowed to make an irrevocable 
decision to opt into the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan during a special 
election window held January 1 
through April 30, 2014.  
 

The Hybrid Retirement Plan’s 
effective date for eligible Plan 2 
members who opted in was July 
1, 2014. 
 

If eligible deferred members 
returned to work during the 
election window, they were also 
eligible to opt into the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan. 

Eligible Members
Employees are in the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan if their 
membership date is on or after 
January 1, 2014. This includes:  

• Political subdivision 
employees*  

• Members in Plan 1 or Plan 2 
who elected to opt into the 
plan during the election 
window held January 1-April 
30, 2014; the plan’s 
effective date for opt-in 
members was July 1, 2014.

*Non-Eligible Members
Some employees are not eligible 
to participate in the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan. They include:  

• Political subdivision 
employees who are covered 
by enhanced benefits for 
hazardous duty employees.  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Hybrid Opt-In Election (Cont.) 
Members who were eligible for an 
optional retirement plan (ORP) 
and had prior service under Plan 
1 were not eligible to elect the 
Hybrid Retirement Plan and 
remain as Plan 1 or ORP.

Hybrid Opt-In Election (Cont.) 
Members who were eligible for an 
optional retirement plan (ORP) 
and have prior service under Plan 
2 were not eligible to elect the 
Hybrid Retirement Plan and 
remain as Plan 2 or ORP.

*Non-Eligible Members (Cont.) 
Those employees eligible for an 
optional retirement plan (ORP) 
must elect the ORP plan or the 
Hybrid Retirement Plan. If these 
members have prior service under 
Plan 1 or Plan 2, they are not 
eligible to elect the Hybrid 
Retirement Plan and must select 
Plan 1 or Plan 2 (as applicable) or 
ORP.

Retirement Contributions
Employees contribute 5% of their 
compensation each month to 
their member contribution 
account through a pre-tax salary 
reduction. Some political 
subdivisions elected to phase in 
the required 5% member 
contribution but all employees 
will be paying the full 5% by July 
1, 2016. Member contributions 
are tax-deferred until they are 
withdrawn as part of a retirement 
benefit or as a refund. The 
employer makes a separate 
actuarially determined 
contribution to VRS for all 
covered employees. VRS invests 
both member and employer 
contributions to provide funding 
for the future benefit payment.  

 

Retirement Contributions  
Employees contribute 5% of their 
compensation each month to 
their member contribution 
account through a pre-tax salary 
reduction. Some political 
subdivisions elected to phase in 
the required 5% member 
contribution but all employees 
will be paying the full 5% by July 
1, 2016. 
  

Retirement Contributions  
A member’s retirement benefit is 
funded through mandatory and 
voluntary contributions made by 
the member and the employer to 
both the defined benefit and the 
defined contribution components 
of the plan. Mandatory 
contributions are based on a 
percentage of the employee’s 
creditable compensation and are 
required from both the member 
and the employer. Additionally, 
members may choose to make 
voluntary contributions to the 
defined contribution component 
of the plan, and the employer is 
required to match those voluntary 
contributions according to 
specified percentages. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Creditable Service  
Creditable service includes active 
service. Members earn creditable 
service for each month they are 
employed in a covered position. It 
also may include credit for prior 
service the member has 
purchased or additional 
creditable service the member 
was granted. A member’s total 
creditable service is one of the 
factors used to determine their 
eligibility for retirement and to 
calculate their retirement 
benefit. It also may count toward 
eligibility for the health insurance 
credit in retirement, if the 
employer offers the health 
insurance credit.

Creditable Service  
Same as Plan 1.

Creditable Service  
Defined Benefit Component:  
Under the defined benefit 
component of the plan, 
creditable service includes active 
service. Members earn creditable 
service for each month they are 
employed in a covered position. It 
also may include credit for prior 
service the member has 
purchased or additional 
creditable service the member 
was granted. A member’s total 
creditable service is one of the 
factors used to determine their 
eligibility for retirement and to 
calculate their retirement 
benefit. It also may count toward 
eligibility for the health insurance 
credit in retirement, if the 
employer offers the health 
insurance credit.  
 
Defined Contributions 
Component:  
Under the defined contribution 
component, creditable service is 
used to determine vesting for the 
employer contribution portion of 
the plan. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Vesting  
Vesting is the minimum length of 
service a member needs to 
qualify for a future retirement 
benefit. Members become vested 
when they have at least five 
years (60 months) of creditable 
service. Vesting means members 
are eligible to qualify for 
retirement if they meet the age 
and service requirements for 
their plan. Members also must be 
vested to receive a full refund of 
their member contribution 
account balance if they leave 
employment and request a 
refund.  
 
Members are always 100% vested 
in the contributions that they 
make.

Vesting  
Same as Plan 1.

Vesting  
Defined Benefit Component:  
Defined benefit vesting is the 
minimum length of service a 
member needs to qualify for a 
future retirement benefit.  
Members are vested under the 
defined benefit component of the 
Hybrid Retirement Plan when 
they reach five years (60 months) 
of creditable service.  
Plan 1 or Plan 2 members with at 
least five years (60 months) of 
creditable service who opted into 
the Hybrid Retirement Plan 
remain vested in the defined 
benefit component.  

Defined Contributions 
Component:  
Defined contribution vesting 
refers to the minimum length of 
service a member needs to be 
eligible to withdraw the employer 
contributions from the defined 
contribution component of the 
plan. 
 
Members are always 100% vested 
in the contributions that they 
make. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Vesting (Cont.) Vesting (Cont.) 
 
Vesting (Cont.) 
Defined Contributions 
Component: (Cont.) 
Upon retirement or leaving 
covered employment, a member 
is eligible to withdraw a 
percentage of employer 
contributions to the defined 
contribution component of the 
plan, based on service.  

• After two years, a member 
is 50% vested and may 
withdraw 50% of employer 
contributions.  

• After three years, a member 
is 75% vested and may 
withdraw 75% of employer 
contributions.  

• After four or more years, a 
member is 100% vested and 
may withdraw 100% of 
employer contributions.  
 

Distribution is not required by law 
until age 70½.

Calculating the Benefit  
The Basic Benefit is calculated 
based on a formula using the 
member’s average final 
compensation, a retirement 
multiplier and total service credit 
at retirement. It is one of the 
benefit payout options available 
to a member at retirement.  

Calculating the Benefit  
See definition under Plan 1. 

Calculating the Benefit  
Defined Benefit Component:  
See definition under Plan 1  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Calculating the Benefit (Cont.) 
An early retirement reduction 
factor is applied to the Basic 
Benefit if the member retires 
with a reduced retirement 
benefit or selects a benefit 
payout option other than the 
Basic Benefit.

Calculating the Benefit (Cont.) Calculating the Benefit (Cont.) 
Defined Contribution 
Component:  
The benefit is based on 
contributions made by the 
member and any matching 
contributions made by the 
employer, plus net investment 
earnings on those contributions.

Average Final Compensation  
A member’s average final 
compensation is the average of 
the 36 consecutive months of 
highest compensation as a 
covered employee.

Average Final Compensation  
A member’s average final 
compensation is the average of 
their 60 consecutive months of 
highest compensation as a 
covered employee.

Average Final Compensation  
Same as Plan 2. It is used in the 
retirement formula for the 
defined benefit component of the 
plan.

Service Retirement Multiplier  
VRS: The retirement multiplier is 
a factor used in the formula to 
determine a final retirement 
benefit. The retirement 
multiplier for non-hazardous duty 
members is 1.70%.  
 

Sheriffs and regional jail 
superintendents: The retirement 
multiplier for sheriffs and 
regional jail superintendents is 
1.85%.  

Political subdivision hazardous 
duty employees: The retirement 
multiplier of eligible political 
subdivision hazardous duty 
employees other than sheriffs and 
regional jail superintendents is 
1.70% or 1.85% as elected by the 
employer. 

Service Retirement Multiplier  
VRS: Same as Plan 1 for service 
earned, purchased or granted 
prior to January 1, 2013. For non-
hazardous duty members the 
retirement multiplier is 1.65% for 
creditable service earned, 
purchased or granted on or after 
January 1, 2013.  
 
Sheriffs and regional jail 
superintendents: Same as Plan 1.  

Political subdivision hazardous 
duty employees: Same as Plan 1. 

Service Retirement Multiplier  
Defined Benefit Component:  
VRS: The retirement multiplier 
for the defined benefit 
component is 1.00%.  
 

For members who opted into the 
Hybrid Retirement Plan from Plan 
1 or Plan 2, the applicable 
multipliers for those plans will be 
used to calculate the retirement 
benefit for service credited in 
those plans.  

Sheriffs and regional jail 
superintendents: Not applicable.  
 

Political subdivision hazardous 
duty employees: Not applicable.  

Defined Contribution 
Component:  
Not applicable. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Normal Retirement Age  
VRS: Age 65.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Age 60.

Normal Retirement Age  
VRS: Normal Social Security 
retirement age.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Same as Plan 1.

Normal Retirement Age  
Defined Benefit Component:  
VRS: Same as Plan 2.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Not applicable.  

Defined Contribution 
Component:  
Members are eligible to receive 
distributions upon leaving 
employment, subject to 
restrictions. 

Earliest Unreduced Retirement 
Eligibility  
VRS: Age 65 with at least five 
years (60 months) of creditable 
service or at age 50 with at least 
30 years of creditable service.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Age 60 with at 
least five years of creditable 
service or age 50 with at least 25 
years of creditable service.  
 

Earliest Unreduced Retirement 
Eligibility  
VRS: Normal Social Security 
retirement age with at least five 
years (60 months) of creditable 
service or when their age and 
service equal 90.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Same as Plan 1.  
 

Earliest Unreduced Retirement 
Eligibility  
Defined Benefit Component:  
VRS: Normal Social Security 
retirement age and have at least 
five years (60 months) of 
creditable service or when their 
age and service equal 90.  

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Not applicable.  
 

Defined Contribution 
Component:  
Members are eligible to receive 
distributions upon leaving 
employment, subject to 
restrictions. 

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility 
VRS: Age 55 with at least five 
years (60 months) of creditable 
service or age 50 with at least 10 
years of creditable service.

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility
VRS: Age 60 with at least five 
years (60 months) of creditable 
service.

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility
Defined Benefit Component:  
VRS: Members may retire with a 
reduced benefit as early as age 
60 with at least five years (60 
months) of creditable service. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility (Cont.) 

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: 50 with at least 
five years of creditable service.

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility (Cont.) 

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Same as Plan 1.

Earliest Reduced Retirement 
Eligibility (Cont.) 
 

Political subdivisions hazardous 
duty employees: Not applicable.  

Defined Contribution 
Component:  
Members are eligible to receive 
distributions upon leaving 
employment, subject to 
restrictions. 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement  
The Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) matches the first 3% 
increase in the Consumer Price 
Index for all Urban Consumers 
(CPI-U) and half of any additional 
increase (up to 4%) up to a 
maximum COLA of 5%.   
 

Eligibility:  
For members who retire with an 
unreduced benefit or with a 
reduced benefit with at least 20 
years of creditable service, the 
COLA will go into effect on July 1 
after one full calendar year from 
the retirement date.  
 

For members who retire with a 
reduced benefit and who have 
less than 20 years of creditable 
service, the COLA will go into 
effect on July 1 after one 
calendar year following the 
unreduced retirement eligibility 
date. 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement  
The Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) matches the first 2% 
increase in the CPI-U and half of 
any additional increase (up to 
2%), for a maximum COLA of 3%. 
 

Eligibility:  
Same as Plan 1  
 
 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement  
Defined Benefit Component:  
Same as Plan 2.  

Defined Contribution 
Component:  
Not applicable. 
 
Eligibility:  
Same as Plan 1 and Plan 2.  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 

PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement (Cont.) 

Exceptions to COLA Effective 
Dates:  
The COLA is effective July 1 
following one full calendar year 
(January 1 to December 31) under 
any of the following 
circumstances:  

• The member is within five 
years of qualifying for an 
unreduced retirement benefit 
as of January 1, 2013.  

• The member retires on 
disability.  

• The member retires directly 
from short-term or long-term 
disability under the Virginia 
Sickness and Disability 
Program (VSDP). 

• The member is involuntarily 
separated from employment 
for causes other than job 
performance or misconduct 
and is eligible to retire under 
the Workforce Transition Act 
or the Transitional Benefits 
Program.  

• The member dies in service 
and the member’s survivor or 
beneficiary is eligible for a 
monthly death-in-service 
benefit. The COLA will go into 
effect on July 1 following one 
full calendar year (January 1 
to December 31) from the 
date the monthly benefit 
begins. 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement (Cont.) 

Exceptions to COLA Effective 
Dates:  
Same as Plan 1 

Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
(COLA) in Retirement (Cont.) 

Exceptions to COLA Effective 
Dates:  
Same as Plan 1 and Plan 2. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 
 

RETIREMENT PLAN PROVISIONS (CONTINUED) 
PLAN 1 PLAN 2 HYBRID RETIREMENT PLAN 

Disability Coverage  
Members who are eligible to be 
considered for disability 
retirement and retire on 
disability, the retirement 
multiplier is 1.7% on all service, 
regardless of when it was earned, 
purchased or granted.  
 
VSDP members are subject to a 
one-year waiting period before 
becoming eligible for non-work-
related disability benefits. 

Disability Coverage  
Members who are eligible to be 
considered for disability 
retirement and retire on 
disability, the retirement 
multiplier is 1.65% on all service, 
regardless of when it was earned, 
purchased or granted.  
 
VSDP members are subject to a 
one-year waiting period before 
becoming eligible for non-work 
related disability benefits. 

Disability Coverage  
Employees of political 
subdivisions (including Plan 1 and 
Plan2 opt-ins) participate in the 
Virginia Local Disability Program 
(VLDP) unless their local 
governing body provides an 
employer-paid comparable 
program for its members.  
 

Hybrid members (including Plan 1 
and Plan 2 opt-ins) covered under 
VLDP are subject to a one-year 
waiting period before becoming 
eligible for non-work-related 
disability benefits. 

Purchase of Prior Service  
Members may be eligible to 
purchase service from previous 
public employment, active duty 
military service, an eligible 
period of leave or VRS refunded 
service as creditable service in 
their plan. Prior creditable 
service counts toward vesting, 
eligibility for retirement and the 
health insurance credit. Only 
active members are eligible to 
purchase prior service. When 
buying service, members must 
purchase their most recent period 
of service first. Members also may 
be eligible to purchase periods of 
leave without pay.

Purchase of Prior Service  
Same as Plan 1.

Purchase of Prior Service  
Defined Benefit Component:  
Same as Plan 1, with the 
following exceptions:  

Hybrid Retirement Plan 
members are ineligible for 
ported service.  
The cost for purchasing 
refunded service is the higher 
of 4% of creditable 
compensation or average final 
compensation.  
Plan members have one year 
from their date of hire or 
return from leave to purchase 
all but refunded prior service 
at approximate normal cost. 
After that one-year period, the 
rate for most categories of 
service will change to actuarial 
cost.  

 

Defined Contribution 
Component: Not applicable.  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Plan Description (Continued) 

The System issues a publicly available comprehensive annual financial report that includes financial statements 
and required supplementary information for VRS. A copy of the most recent report may be obtained from the 
VRS website at http://www.varetire.org/Pdf/Publications/2014-annual-report.pdf or by writing to the System’s 
Chief Financial Officer at P.O. Box 2500, Richmond, VA, 23218-2500. 
 

Employees Covered by Benefit Terms  
 

As of the June 30, 2013 actuarial valuation, the following employees were covered by the benefit terms of the 
pension plan: 
 

Number

Inactive members or their beneficiaries currently receiving benefits 16            

Inactive members:
Vested inactive members 6             

Non-vested inactive members 6             

Inactive members active elsewhere in VRS 16            

Total inactive members 28            

Active members 30            

Total covered employees 74            
 

Contributions
 

The contribution requirement for active employees is governed by §51.1-145 of the Code of Virginia, as 
amended, but may be impacted as a result of funding options provided to political subdivisions by the Virginia 
General Assembly. Employees are required to contribute 5.00% of their compensation toward their retirement. 
Prior to July 1, 2012, all or part of the 5.00% member contribution may have been assumed by the employer. 
Beginning July 1, 2012 new employees were required to pay the 5% member contribution. In addition, for 
existing employees, employers were required to begin making the employee pay the 5.00% member contribution. 
This could be phased in over a period of up to 5 years and the employer is required to provide a salary increase 
equal to the amount of the increase in the employee-paid member contribution.

The Town’s contractually required contribution rate for the year ended June 30, 2015 was 8.56% of covered 
employee compensation. This rate was based on an actuarially determined rate from an actuarial valuation as of 
June 30, 2013. 
 

This rate, when combined with employee contributions, was expected to finance the costs of benefits earned by 
employees during the year, with an additional amount to finance any unfunded accrued liability. Contributions 
to the pension plan from the Town were $120,322 and $137,043 for the years ended June 30, 2015 and June 30, 
2014, respectively.  

Net Pension Liability  
 

The Town’s net pension liability was measured as of June 30, 2014. The total pension liability used to calculate 
the net pension liability was determined by an actuarial valuation performed as of June 30, 2013, using updated 
actuarial assumptions, applied to all periods included in the measurement and rolled forward to the 
measurement date of June 30, 2014. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Actuarial Assumptions – General Employees  
 
The total pension liability for General Employees in the Town’s Retirement Plan was based on an actuarial 
valuation as of June 30, 2013, using the Entry Age Normal actuarial cost method and the following assumptions, 
applied to all periods included in the measurement and rolled forward to the measurement date of June 30, 
2014. 

Inflation 2.5%

Salary increases, including inflation 3.5% – 5.35%

Investment rate of return 7.0%, net of pension plan investment
expense, including inflation*

* Administrative expenses as a percent of the market value of assets for the last experience study were found to 
be approximately 0.06% of the market assets for all of the VRS plans. This would provide an assumed investment 
return rate for GASB purposes of slightly more than the assumed 7.0%. However, since the difference was 
minimal, and a more conservative 7.0% investment return assumption provided a projected plan net position that 
exceeded the projected benefit payments, the long-term expected rate of return on investments was assumed 
to be 7.0% to simplify preparation of pension liabilities.  
 
Mortality rates: 14% of deaths are assumed to be service related  
 

Largest 10 – Non-LEOS:  
Pre-Retirement:  

RP-2000 Employee Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 4 years and 
females set back 2 years 
 

Post-Retirement:  
RP-2000 Combined Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 1 year 

 
Post-Disablement:  

RP-2000 Disability Life Mortality Table Projected to 2020 with males set back 3 years and no provision for 
future mortality improvement  
 

All Others (Non 10 Largest) – Non-LEOS:  
Pre-Retirement:  

RP-2000 Employee Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 4 years and 
females set back 2 years  

 
Post-Retirement:  

RP-2000 Combined Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 1 year 
 
Post-Disablement:  

RP-2000 Disability Life Mortality Table Projected to 2020 with males set back 3 years and no provision 
for future mortality improvement 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Actuarial Assumptions – General Employees (Continued) 
 
The actuarial assumptions used in the June 30, 2013 valuation were based on the results of an actuarial 
experience study for the period from July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2012. Changes to the actuarial assumptions 
as a result of the experience study are as follows: 
 

Largest 10 – Non-LEOS:  
- Update mortality table  
- Decrease in rates of service retirement  

 - Decrease in rates of disability retirement  
 - Reduce rates of salary increase by 0.25% per year  
 

All Others (Non 10 Largest) – Non-LEOS:  
 - Update mortality table  
 - Decrease in rates of service retirement  
 - Decrease in rates of disability retirement  
 - Reduce rates of salary increase by 0.25% per year  
 
Actuarial Assumptions – Public Safety Employees 
 
The total pension liability for Public Safety employees in the Town’s Retirement Plan was based on an actuarial 
valuation as of June 30, 2013, using the Entry Age Normal actuarial cost method and the following assumptions, 
applied to all periods included in the measurement and rolled forward to the measurement date of June 30, 
2014. 
 

Inflation 2.5%

Salary increases, including inflation 3.5% – 4.75%

Investment rate of return 7.0%, net of pension plan investment
expense, including inflation*

 
* Administrative expenses as a percent of the market value of assets for the last experience study were found to 
be approximately 0.06% of the market assets for all of the VRS plans. This would provide an assumed investment 
return rate for GASB purposes of slightly more than the assumed 7.0%. However, since the difference was 
minimal, and a more conservative 7.0% investment return assumption provided a projected plan net position that 
exceeded the projected benefit payments, the long-term expected rate of return on investments was assumed 
to be 7.0% to simplify preparation of pension liabilities. 
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Actuarial Assumptions – Public Safety Employees (Continued) 
 

Mortality rates: 60% of deaths are assumed to be service related  
 

Largest 10 – Non-LEOS:  
Pre-Retirement:  

RP-2000 Employee Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set back 2 years and 
females set back 2 years  
 

Post-Retirement:  
RP-2000 Combined Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 1 year 

 
Post-Disablement:  

RP-2000 Disability Life Mortality Table Projected to 2020 with males set back 3 years and no provision for 
future mortality improvement  

 
All Others (Non 10 Largest) – Non-LEOS:  

Pre-Retirement:  
RP-2000 Employee Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set back 2 years and 
females set back 2 years 

 
Post-Retirement:  

RP-2000 Combined Mortality Table Projected with Scale AA to 2020 with males set forward 1 year 
 

Post-Disablement:  
RP-2000 Disability Life Mortality Table Projected to 2020 with males set back 3 years and no provision 
for future mortality improvement  

 
The actuarial assumptions used in the June 30, 2013 valuation were based on the results of an actuarial 
experience study for the period from July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2012. Changes to the actuarial assumptions 
as a result of the experience study are as follows: 
 

Largest 10 – LEOS:  
- Update mortality table  
- Decrease in male rates of disability 

 
All Others (Non 10 Largest) – LEOS:  

 - Update mortality table  
 - Adjustments to rates of service retirement for females  
 - Increase in rates of withdrawal  
 - Decrease in male and female rates of disability  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Long-term Expected Rate of Return  
 
The long-term expected rate of return on pension System investments was determined using a log-normal 
distribution analysis in which best-estimate ranges of expected future real rates of return (expected returns, net 
of pension System investment expense and inflation) are developed for each major asset class. These ranges are 
combined to produce the long-term expected rate of return by weighting the expected future real rates of 
return by the target asset allocation percentage and by adding expected inflation. The target asset allocation 
and best estimate of arithmetic real rates of return for each major asset class are summarized in the following 
table: 

 
Weighted

Arithmetic Average
Long-term Long-term

Target Expected Expected
Asset Class (Strategy) Allocation Rate of Return Rate of Return

U.S. Equity 19.50% 6.46% 1.26%
Developed Non U.S. Equity 16.50% 6.28% 1.04%
Emerging Market Equity 6.00% 10.00% 0.60%
Fixed Income 15.00% 0.09% 0.01%
Emerging Debt 3.00% 3.51% 0.11%
Rate Sensitive Credit 4.50% 3.51% 0.16%
Non Rate Sensitive Credit 4.50% 5.00% 0.23%
Convertibles 3.00% 4.81% 0.14%
Public Real Estate 2.25% 6.12% 0.14%
Private Real Estate 12.75% 7.10% 0.91%
Private Equity 12.00% 10.41% 1.25%
Cash 1.00% -1.50% -0.02%

Total 100.00% 5.83%

Inflation 2.50%
*Expected arithmetic nominal return 8.33%

* Using stochastic projection results provides an expected range of real rates of return over various time 
horizons. Looking at one year results produces an expected real return of 8.33% but also has a high standard 
deviation, which means there is high volatility. Over larger time horizons the volatility declines significantly 
and provides a median return of 7.44%, including expected inflation of 2.50%.  
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Discount Rate  
 
The discount rate used to measure the total pension liability was 7.00%. The projection of cash flows used to 
determine the discount rate assumed that System member contributions will be made per the VRS Statutes and 
the employer contributions will be made in accordance with the VRS funding policy at rates equal to the 
difference between actuarially determined contribution rates adopted by the VRS Board of Trustees and the 
member rate. Through the fiscal year ending June 30, 2018, the rate contributed by the employer for the Town 
Retirement Plan will be subject to the portion of the VRS Board-certified rates that are funded by the Virginia 
General Assembly. From July 1, 2018 on, participating employers are assumed to contribute 100% of the 
actuarially determined contribution rates. Based on those assumptions, the pension plan’s fiduciary net position 
was projected to be available to make all projected future benefit payments of current active and inactive 
employees. Therefore the long-term expected rate of return was applied to all periods of projected benefit 
payments to determine the total pension liability.  
 
Changes in Net Pension Liability 

Total Plan Net
Pension Fiduciary Pension
Liability Net Position Liability

(a) (b) (a) - (b)

Balances at June 30, 2013 $ 4,646,092            $ 3,932,259            $ 713,833               

Changes for the year:
Service cost $ 157,906               $ -                          $ 157,906               
Interest 320,296               -                          320,296               
Differences between expected 

and actual experience -                          -                          -                          
Contributions - employer -                          136,088               (136,088)              
Contributions - employee -                          73,323                 (73,323)                
Net investment income -                          625,028               (625,028)              
Benefit payments, including refunds

of employee contributions (140,878)              (140,878)              -                          
Administrative expenses -                          (3,286)                 3,286                   
Other changes -                          32                       (32)                      

Net changes $ 337,324               $ 690,307               $ (352,983)              

Balances at June 30, 2014 $ 4,983,416            $ 4,622,566            $ 360,850               

Increase (Decrease)
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NOTE 8—PENSION PLAN:  (Continued) 

Sensitivity of the Net Pension Liability to Changes in the Discount Rate 

The following presents the net pension liability of the Town using the discount rate of 7.00%, as well as what the 
Town’s net pension liability would be if it were calculated using a discount rate that is one percentage point 
lower (6.00%) or one percentage point higher (8.00%) than the current rate: 
 

(6.00%) (7.00%) (8.00%)

Town
Net Pension Liability (Asset) $ 1,074,525                 $ 360,850                    $ (230,550)                   

Rate

 
Pension Expense and Deferred Outflows of Resources and Deferred Inflows of Resources Related to 
Pensions 
 
For the year ended June 30, 2015, the Town recognized pension expense of $61,093. At June 30, 2015, the Town 
reported deferred outflows of resources and deferred inflows of resources related to pensions from the following 
sources: 
 

Deferred Outflows Deferred Inflows
of Resources of Resources

Net difference between projected and actual
earnings on pension plan investments $ -                         $ 277,988               

Employer contributions subsequent to the
measurement date 120,322                  -                      

Total $ 120,322                  $ 277,988               

$120,322 reported as deferred outflows of resources related to pensions resulting from the Town’s contributions 
subsequent to the measurement date will be recognized as a reduction of the Net Pension Liability in the year 
ended June 30, 2016. Other amounts reported as deferred outflows of resources and deferred inflows of 
resources related to pensions will be recognized in pension expense as follows: 
 

Year ended June 30

2016 $ (69,497)              
2017 (69,497)              
2018 (69,497)              
2019 (69,497)              

Thereafter -                      
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NOTE 9—LITIGATION:
 
At June 30, 2015, the Town was involved in one matter of litigation involving the construction of the Wastewater 
Treatment Plant.  It is reasonably possible that this matter may materially affect the Town’s financial position in 
future years, but the amount and timing of the pending decision are not yet known as of the date of the audit 
report, November 30, 2015. 

NOTE 10—DEFERRED/UNAVAILABLE REVENUE: 
 
Deferred/unavailable revenue represent amounts for which asset recognition criteria have been met, but for 
which revenue recognition criteria have not been met.  Under the modified accrual basis of accounting, such 
amounts are measurable, but not available.  Unavailable revenue totaling $526,438 is comprised of the 
following: 
 
Unavailable Property Tax Revenue – Unavailable revenue representing uncollected tax billings not available for 
funding of current expenditures totaled $519,393 at June 30, 2015. 
 
Prepaid Property Taxes – Property taxes due subsequent to June 30, 2014 but paid in advance by the taxpayers 
totaled $7,045 at June 30, 2015. 
 
 
NOTE 11—ADOPTION OF ACCOUNTING PRINCIPLES: 
 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 68, Accounting and Financial Reporting for 
Pensions – an amendment of GASB Statement No. 27 and Statement No. 71, Pension Transition for 
Contributions Made Subsequent to the Measurement Date – an amendment of GASB Statement No. 68: 
 
The Town implemented the financial reporting provisions of the above Statements for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 2015. These Statements establish standards for measuring and recognizing liabilities, deferred outflows of 
resources, and deferred inflows of resources, and expense/expenditures related to pensions. Note disclosure and 
required supplementary information requirements about pensions are also addressed.  The requirements of these 
Statements will improve financial reporting by improving accounting and financial reporting by state and local 
governments for pensions.  The implementation of these Statements resulted in the following restatement of net 
position: 
 

Governmental
Activities

Net Position Water Fund Sewer Fund Total

June 30, 2014, as reported $ 3,844,465    $ 3,722,678    $ 23,268,460  $ 26,991,138    

Implementation of GASB Statement No. 68 (364,270)      (114,664)      (98,811)       (213,475)       

July 1, 2014, as restated $ 3,480,195    $ 3,608,014    $ 23,169,649  $ 26,777,663    

Business-Type Activities Net Position
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NOTE 12—UPCOMING PRONOUNCEMENTS:
 
Statement No. 72, Fair Value Measurement and Application, amends the definitions of fair value used 
throughout GASB literature to be consistent with the definition and principles provided in FASB Accounting 
Standards Codification Topic 820, Fair Value Measurement. This Statement provides guidance for determining a 
fair value measurement for financial reporting purposes and for applying fair value to certain investments and 
disclosures related to all fair value measurements. The requirements of this Statement are effective for financial 
statements for periods beginning after June 15, 2015. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard 
has been performed. 
 
Statement No. 73, Accounting and Financial Reporting for Pensions and Related Assets That are Not Within the 
Scope of GASB Statement 68, and Amendments to Certain Provisions of GASB Statements 67 and 68, establishes 
requirements for defined benefit pensions that are not within the scope of Statement No. 68, Accounting and 
Financial Reporting for Pensions, as well as for the assets accumulated for purposes of providing those pensions. 
In addition, it establishes requirements for defined contribution pensions that are not within the scope of 
Statement 68 and amends certain provisions of Statement No. 67, Financial Reporting for Pension Plans, and 
Statement 68 for pension plans and pensions that are within their respective scopes. The requirements of this 
Statement that address accounting and financial reporting by employers and governmental nonemployer 
contributing entities for pensions that are not within the scope of Statement 68 are effective for financial 
statements for fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2016, and the requirements of this Statement that address 
financial reporting for assets accumulated for purposes of providing those pensions are effective for fiscal years 
beginning after June 15, 2015. The requirements of this Statement for pension plans that are within the scope of 
Statement 67 or for pensions that are within the scope of Statement 68 are effective for fiscal years beginning 
after June 15, 2015. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard has been performed. 
 
Statement No. 74, Financial Reporting for Postemployment Benefit Plans Other Than Pension Plans, improves 
the usefulness of information about postemployment benefits other than pensions (other postemployment 
benefits or OPEB) included in the general purpose external financial reports of state and local governmental 
OPEB plans for making decisions and assessing accountability. This Statement replaces Statements No. 43, 
Financial Reporting for Postemployment Benefit Plans Other Than Pension Plans, as amended, and No. 57, OPEB
Measurements by Agent Employers and Agent Multiple Employer Plans. It also includes requirements for defined 
contribution OPEB plans that replace the requirements for those OPEB plans in Statement No. 25, Financial
Reporting for Defined Benefit Pension Plans and Note Disclosures for Defined Contribution Plans, as amended, 
Statement 43, and Statement No. 50, Pension Disclosures. This Statement is effective for financial statements 
for fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2016. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard has 
been performed. 
 
Statement No. 75, Accounting and Financial Reporting for Postemployment Benefits Other Than Pension, 
improves accounting and financial reporting by state and local governments for postemployment benefits other 
than pensions (other postemployment benefits or OPEB). This Statement replaces the requirements of 
Statements No. 45, Accounting and Financial Reporting by Employers for Postemployment Benefits Other Than 
Pensions, as amended, and No. 57, OPEB Measurements by Agent Employers and Agent Multiple Employer Plans, 
for OPEB. Statement No. 74, Financial Reporting for Postemployment Benefit Plans Other Than Pension Plans, 
establishes new accounting and financial reporting requirements for OPEB plans.   This Statement is effective for 
fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2017. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard has been 
performed. 
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NOTE 12—UPCOMING PRONOUNCEMENTS:  (Continued) 
 
Statement No. 76, The Hierarchy of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles for State and Local Governments, 
objective is to identify—in the context of the current governmental financial reporting environment—the 
hierarchy of generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP). This Statement supersedes Statement No. 55, The
Hierarchy of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles for State and Local Governments. The requirements of 
this Statement are effective for financial statements for periods beginning after June 15, 2015, and should be 
applied retroactively. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard has been performed. 
 
Statement No. 77, Tax Abatement Disclosures, will increase the disclosure of tax abatement agreements to 
disclose information about the agreements. The requirements of this Statement improve financial reporting by 
giving users of financial statements essential information that is not consistently or comprehensively reported to 
the public at present. The requirements of this Statement are effective for financial statements for periods 
beginning after December 15, 2015. No formal study or estimate of the impact of this standard has been 
performed. 
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 10

Schedule of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balances - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Variance With
Final Budget

Original Final Positive
Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

Revenues:
  General property taxes $ 1,010,000   $ 1,010,000   $ 1,165,459   $ 155,459          
  Other local taxes   827,000        827,000        934,720        107,720          
  Permits, privilege fees and regulatory licenses 26,000        26,000        30,965        4,965             
  Fines and forfeitures   22,750          22,750          35,352          12,602            
  Revenue from use of money and property   82,600          82,600          98,699          16,099            
  Charges for services   18,000          18,000          34,918          16,918            
  Miscellaneous 7,100         7,100         34,702        27,602            
  Intergovernmental revenues:         
    Commonwealth 835,968      835,968      884,506      48,538            
    Federal -                -                16,887        16,887            

    Total revenues $ 2,829,418   $ 2,829,418   $ 3,236,208   $ 406,790          

Expenditures:
  Current:
    General government administration $ 838,525      $ 838,525      $ 819,437      $ 19,088            
    Public safety   681,928        681,928        675,521        6,407             
    Public works   1,096,457     1,096,457     1,245,952     (149,495)         
    Parks, recreation, and cultural 11,400        11,400        10,222        1,178             
    Community development   164,400        164,400        149,509        14,891            
  Capital outlay 76,045        76,045        15,050        60,995            
  Contingency 226,123      226,123      87,153        138,970          
  Debt service 121,480      121,480      121,476      4                    

    Total expenditures $ 3,216,358   $ 3,216,358   $ 3,124,320   $ 92,038            

Excess (deficiency) of revenues over 
expenditures $ (386,940)     $ (386,940)     $ 111,888      $ 498,828          

Net change in fund balances $ (386,940)     $ (386,940)     $ 111,888      $ 498,828          

Fund balances at beginning of year 386,940      386,940      1,390,627 1,003,687       

Fund balances at end of year $ -                $ -                $ 1,502,515   $ 1,502,515       
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 11

Schedule of Components of and Changes in Net Pension Liability and Related Ratios
Year Ended June 30, 2015

2014
Total pension liability
Service cost $ 157,906                
Interest 320,296                
Benefit payments, including refunds of employee contributions (140,878)               
Net change in total pension liability $ 337,324                
Total pension liability - beginning 4,646,092             
Total pension liability - ending (a) $ 4,983,416             

Plan fiduciary net position
Contributions - employer $ 136,088                
Contributions - employee 73,323                  
Net investment income 625,028                
Benefit payments, including refunds of employee contributions (140,878)               
Administrative expense (3,286)                  
Other 32                        
Net change in plan fiduciary net position $ 690,307                
Plan fiduciary net position - beginning 3,932,259             
Plan fiduciary net position - ending (b) $ 4,622,566             

Town's net pension liability - ending (a) - (b) $ 360,850                

Plan fiduciary net position as a percentage of the total
pension liability 92.76%

Covered-employee payroll $ 1,476,761             

Town's net pension liability as a percentage of 
covered-employee payroll 24.44%

Schedule is intended to show information for 10 years. Since 2015 is the first year for this
presentation, no other data is available. However, additional years will be included as they
become available.  
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 12

Schedule of Employer Contributions
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Contributions in Contributions
Relation to Employer's as a % of

Contractually Contractually Contribution Covered Covered
Required Required Deficiency Employee Employee

Contribution Contribution (Excess) Payroll Payroll
Date (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

2015 $ 120,322         $ 120,322         $ -                $ 1,407,165      8.55%

Schedule is intended to show information for 10 years. Since 2015 is the first year for this presentation, no
other data is available.  However, additional years will be included as they become available.
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Exhibit 13

Notes to Required Supplementary Information
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Largest 10 – Non-LEOS:
- Update mortality table
- Decrease in rates of service retirement
- Decrease in rates of disability retirement
- Reduce rates of salary increase by 0.25% per year

Largest 10 – LEOS:
- Update mortality table
- Decrease in male rates of disability

All Others (Non 10 Largest) – Non-LEOS:
- Update mortality table
- Decrease in rates of service retirement
- Decrease in rates of disability retirement
- Reduce rates of salary increase by 0.25% per year

All Others (Non 10 Largest) – LEOS:
- Update mortality table
- Adjustments to rates of service retirement for females
- Increase in rates of withdrawal
- Decrease in male and female rates of disability

Changes of benefit terms – There have been no significant changes to the System benefit provisions since
the prior actuarial valuation. A hybrid plan with changes to the defined benefit plan structure and a new
defined contribution component were adopted in 2012. The hybrid plan applies to most new employees
hired on or after January 1, 2014 and not covered by enhanced hazardous duty benefits. The liabilities
presented do not reflect the hybrid plan since it covers new members joining the System after the valuation
date of June 30, 2013 and the impact on the liabilities as of the measurement date of June 30, 2014 are
minimal.

Changes of assumptions – The following changes in actuarial assumptions were made effective June 30,
2013 based on the most recent experience study of the System for the four-year period ending June 30,
2012:
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 1
Page 1 of 2

Schedule of Revenues - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund:
  Revenue from local sources:
    General property taxes:
      Real property taxes $ 669,500 $ 669,500 $ 807,400 $ 137,900        
      Personal property taxes 173,000 173,000 183,391 10,391          
      Machinery and tools taxes 163,000 163,000 159,317 (3,683)          
      Penalties  3,000  3,000  7,055  4,055           
      Interest  1,500  1,500  8,296  6,796           

        Total general property taxes $ 1,010,000   $ 1,010,000   $ 1,165,459     $ 155,459        

    Other local taxes:
      Local sales and use taxes $ 160,000 $ 160,000 $ 177,160 $ 17,160          
      Business license tax  185,000  185,000  184,412  (588)             
      Cigarette tax -                -                28,373 28,373          
      Bank franchise taxes  110,000  110,000  147,856  37,856          
      Consumer utility tax 90,000 90,000 97,168 7,168           
      Meals tax 192,000 192,000 198,288 6,288           
      Motor vehicle licenses  90,000  90,000  101,463  11,463          

        Total other local taxes $ 827,000      $ 827,000      $ 934,720        $ 107,720        

    Permits, privilege fees and regulatory licenses:  
      Licenses, zoning and subdivision permits $ 26,000 $ 26,000 $ 30,965 $ 4,965           
 
    Fines and forfeitures:
      Court fines and forfeitures $ 20,000 $ 20,000 $ 33,343 $ 13,343          
      Parking fines 2,750 2,750 2,009 (741)             

        Total fines and forfeitures $ 22,750 $ 22,750 $ 35,352 $ 12,602          

    Revenue from use of money and property:  
      Revenue from use of money $ 7,000 $ 7,000 $ 7,203 $ 203              
      Revenue from use of property 75,600 75,600 91,496 15,896          

        Total revenue from use of money and property $ 82,600 $ 82,600 $ 98,699 $ 16,099          

    Charges for services:
      Charges for services - meters $ 8,000 $ 8,000 $ 9,043 $ 1,043           
      Zoning and subdivision fees 10,000 10,000 25,875 15,875          

        Total charges for services  $ 18,000         $ 18,000        $ 34,918          $ 16,918          
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 1
Page 2 of 2

Schedule of Revenues - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  Revenue from local sources:  (continued)
    Miscellaneous revenue:  
      Miscellaneous income $ 7,100 $ 7,100 $ 34,702          $ 27,602          

        Total revenue from local sources $ 1,993,450   $ 1,993,450   $ 2,334,815     $ 341,365        

  Revenue from the Commonwealth:  
    Noncategorical aid:  
      Communication taxes $ 90,000        $ 90,000        $ 93,665 $ 3,665           
      Personal property tax relief act funds 209,917 209,917 209,917 -                  
      Rolling stock tax 2,000 2,000 2,021 21                

        Total noncategorical aid $ 301,917      $ 301,917      $ 305,603        $ 3,686           

    Categorical aid:
      Aid to localities with police departments $ 74,052 $ 74,052 $ 75,007 $ 955              
      Litter control grant 2,000 2,000 1,889 (111)             
      Street and highway maintenance 441,812 441,812 485,735 43,923          
      Commission of the arts 5,000         5,000         5,000 -                  
      Fire funds 11,187 11,187 11,272 85                

        Total categorical aid $ 534,051      $ 534,051      $ 578,903        $ 44,852          

        Total revenue from the Commonwealth $ 835,968      $ 835,968      $ 884,506        $ 48,538          

  Revenue from the Federal government:
    Categorical aid:
      Fire funds $ -                $ -                $ 3,587 $ 3,587           
      Transportation funds -                -                13,300 13,300          

          Total revenue from the Federal government $ -                $ -                $ 16,887          $ 16,887          

            Total General Fund $ 2,829,418   $ 2,829,418   $ 3,236,208     $ 406,790        
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 2
Page 1 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Function, Activity and Elements Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund:
  General government administration:
    Town Council:
      Compensation  $ 18,900  $ 18,900  $ 18,900  $ -                     
      Training  1,000  1,000  -                 1,000              
      Miscellaneous 1,500 1,500 3,643 (2,143)             
      Dues 2,300 2,300 2,922 (622)                
      Town code supplements 2,250 2,250 3,148 (898)                

        Total town council  $ 25,950        $ 25,950        $ 28,613         $ (2,663)             

    Town Clerk:
      Compensation  $ 44,290  $ 44,290  $ 30,624  $ 13,666            
      Education/Training  500  500  1,120  (620)                
      Dues 200 200 -                200                 

        Total town clerk  $ 44,990        $ 44,990        $ 31,744         $ 13,246            

    Town Manager:
      Compensation  $ 124,800  $ 124,800  $ 129,139  $ (4,339)             
      Mileage  150  150  20  130                 
      Training  1,000  1,000  -                 1,000              
      Dues 300 300 298 2                    

        Total town manager  $ 126,250      $ 126,250       $ 129,457       $ (3,207)             

    Legal and Professional:
      Professional services  $ 30,000  $ 30,000  $ 27,784  $ 2,216              
      Contractual services 15,100 15,100 15,100 -                     
      Engineering services 5,000 5,000 -                5,000              

        Total legal and professional  $ 50,100        $ 50,100        $ 42,884         $ 7,216              

    Personnel:
      Social security  $ 71,300  $ 71,300  $ 79,741  $ (8,441)             
      Retirement 80,210 80,210 78,610 1,600              
      Health insurance 138,680 138,680 131,366 7,314              
      Life insurance 12,300 12,300 10,930 1,370              
      Unemployment insurance  800  800  702  98                  
      Workers' compensation insurance  30,000  30,000  21,761  8,239              
      Line of Duty act 3,000 3,000 3,217 (217)                
      Employment screening 450 450 45 405                 

        Total personnel  $ 336,740      $ 336,740       $ 326,372       $ 10,368            
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 2
Page 2 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  General government administration: (continued)
    Town Treasurer:
      Compensation  $ 89,600  $ 89,600  $ 88,022  $ 1,578              
      Surety bonds 300 300 260 40                  
      Training  1,000  1,000  825  175                 
      Dues  150  150  300              (150)                
      Miscellaneous 950 950 -                950                 

        Total town treasurer  $ 92,000        $ 92,000        $ 89,407         $ 2,593              

    Finance/Accounting:
      Compensation  $ 56,220  $ 56,220  $ 60,055  $ (3,835)             
      Training 400 400 -                400                 

        Total finance/accounting  $ 56,620        $ 56,620        $ 60,055         $ (3,435)             

    Central Administration/Purchasing:
      Maintenance contracts  $ 34,525  $ 34,525  $ 34,400  $ 125                 
      Advertising 7,000 7,000 9,229 (2,229)             
      Postage 8,000 8,000 6,878 1,122              
      Telecommunications 4,100 4,100 7,252 (3,152)             
      Office supplies and equipment 11,000 11,000 7,953 3,047              
      Newsletter  1,500  1,500  -                 1,500              
      Training  750  750  386  364                 
      Dues 500 500 335 165                 

        Total central administration/purchasing  $ 67,375        $ 67,375        $ 66,433         $ 942                 

    Risk Management:
      Blanket excess liability  $ 13,500  $ 13,500  $ 11,992  $ 1,508              
      Automobile insurance 9,000 9,000 8,469 531                 
      Semi-multi peril insurance  11,500  11,500  24,011  (12,511)           
      Insurance deductibles  3,000  3,000  -                 3,000              

        Total risk management  $ 37,000        $ 37,000        $ 44,472         $ (7,472)             

    Elections:
      Election officials  $ 500  $ 500  $ -                 $ 500                 
      Office supplies 1,000 1,000 -                1,000              

        Total elections  $ 1,500          $ 1,500          $ -                 $ 1,500              

          Total general government administration $ 838,525     $ 838,525      $ 819,437      $ 19,088            
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 2
Page 3 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  Public safety:
    Police department:
      Compensation  $ 500,000  $ 500,000  $ 484,654  $ 15,346            
      Maintenance contracts 8,088 8,088 8,716 (628)                
      Communication equipment and services 1,550 1,550 3,065 (1,515)             
      Community relations 700 700 2,354 (1,654)             
      Office supplies 2,125 2,125 629 1,496              
      Gasoline oil 24,288 24,288 13,700 10,588            
      Repair and maintenance 9,875 9,875 17,141 (7,266)             
      Police supplies 9,000 9,000 20,441 (11,441)           
      Uniforms 3,000 3,000 3,849 (849)                
      Medical examinations 500 500 69 431                 
      Training  8,000  8,000  6,241  1,759              
      Professional services  400  400  -                 400                 
      Employment screening 500 500 856 (356)                
      Dues 3,045 3,045 425 2,620              

        Total police department  $ 571,071      $ 571,071       $ 562,140       $ 8,931              

    Traffic control:
      Contribution - crossing guard  $ 2,500  $ 2,500  $ 2,500           $ -                     

    Emergency services:
      Contribution - alarm  $ 2,000  $ 2,000  $ 2,000           $ -                     

    Fire and rescue:
      Professional services - emergency medical tech.  $ 67,920  $ 67,920  $ 67,920         $ -                     
      Contribution - JHEVFD 25,000 25,000 25,000        -                     
      Fire fund program 11,187 11,187 15,246 (4,059)             

        Total fire and rescue  $ 104,107      $ 104,107       $ 108,166       $ (4,059)             

    Correction and detention:
      Confinement and prisoners  $ 250  $ 250  $ -                 $ 250                 
      Public defenders fees 2,000 2,000 715 1,285              

        Total correction and detention  $ 2,250          $ 2,250          $ 715              $ 1,535              

          Total public safety $ 681,928     $ 681,928      $ 675,521      $ 6,407              

  Public works:
    Maintenance of streets, bridges and sidewalks:
     General administration:
      Compensation  $ 42,425  $ 42,425  $ 39,855  $ 2,570              
      Fuel oil/heat 3,325 3,325 1,309 2,016              
      Telecommunications 3,800 3,800 4,803 (1,003)             
      Office supplies 500 500 2,752 (2,252)             
      Vehicle repairs and maintenance 6,000 6,000 9,459 (3,459)             
      Medical exams 525 525 887 (362)                
      Training 500 500 767 (267)                

        Total general administration  $ 57,075        $ 57,075        $ 59,832         $ (2,757)             
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 2
Page 4 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  Public works: (continued)
    Maintenance of streets, bridges and sidewalks: (continued)
     Highways, streets, bridges and sidewalks:
      Compensation  $ 117,600  $ 117,600  $ 153,433  $ (35,833)           
      Gasoline and oil 37,040 37,040 33,019 4,021              
      Uniforms 3,000 3,000 2,788 212                 
      Materials and supplies 4,000 4,000 10,953 (6,953)             
      Equipment maintenance 10,000 10,000 14,592 (4,592)             
      Sidewalk maintenance 6,000 6,000 5,550          450                 
      Street maintenance 431,812     431,812      544,337 (112,525)         
      Street sign maintenance 500 500 -                500                 
      Norfolk/Southern ROW 950 950 1,015 (65)                 

        Total highways, streets, bridges, and sidewalks  $ 610,902      $ 610,902       $ 765,687       $ (154,785)         

     Street lights:
      Electricity - street lights  $ 79,000  $ 79,000  $ 69,818  $ 9,182              

     Snow and ice removal:
      Material and supplies  $ 2,000  $ 2,000  $ (4,155)  $ 6,155              

     Parking meters:
      Material and supplies  $ 1,500  $ 1,500  $ -                 $ 1,500              

     Street and road cleaning:
      Street cleaning  $ 4,000  $ 4,000  $ 380  $ 3,620              

        Total maintenance of streets, bridges and sidewalks  $ 754,477      $ 754,477       $ 891,562       $ (137,085)         

    Sanitation and waste removal:
      Contractual services  $ 170,200  $ 170,200  $ 183,866  $ (13,666)           
      Recycling services 51,000 51,000 48,105 2,895              
      Landfill charges 20,000 20,000 17,090 2,910              

        Total sanitation and waste removal  $ 241,200      $ 241,200       $ 249,061       $ (7,861)             

    Maintenance of buildings and grounds:
     General properties:
      Electricity  $ -                 $ -                 $ 141  $ (141)                
      Repair and maintenance 13,180 13,180 10,288 2,892              
      Materials and supplies 1,000 1,000 101 899                 
      Christmas lights 1,100 1,100 1,520 (420)                

        Total general properties  $ 15,280        $ 15,280        $ 12,050         $ 3,230              
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Page 5 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  Public works: (continued)
    Maintenance of buildings and grounds: (continued)
     Building services:
      Compensation  $ -                 $ -                 $ 11,788         $ (11,788)           
      Contractual services 16,960       16,960       16,622 338                 
      Electricity 13,540 13,540 16,978 (3,438)             
      Natural gas/heat 2,010 2,010 1,928 82                  
      Materials and supplies 6,520         6,520         11,781 (5,261)             
      Water/sewer 2,810 2,810 2,533          277                 
      Shared expenses - Clarke County 33,850 33,850 20,240        13,610            
      Telecommunications 9,810         9,810         11,409        (1,599)             

        Total building services  $ 85,500        $ 85,500        $ 93,279         $ (7,779)             

        Total maintenance of buildings and grounds  $ 100,780      $ 100,780       $ 105,329       $ (4,549)             

        Total public works  $ 1,096,457    $ 1,096,457    $ 1,245,952    $ (149,495)         

  Parks, recreation and cultural:
      Christmas lights  $ 400  $ 400  $ 410              $ (10)                 
      Rose Hill improvements 5,000 5,000 3,828 1,172              
      Contributions 6,000 6,000 5,984 16                  

        Total parks, recreation and cultural  $ 11,400        $ 11,400        $ 10,222         $ 1,178              

  Community development:
    Planning:
      Compensation  $ 75,375  $ 75,375  $ 75,752  $ (377)                
      Professional services  4,500  4,500  8,880  (4,380)             
      Office supplies  100  100  81  19                  
      Printing 200 200 -                200                 
      Mileage 750 750 618 132                 
      Training 500 500 -                500                 
      Dues 600 600 415 185                 

        Total planning  $ 82,025        $ 82,025        $ 85,746         $ (3,721)             

    Board of zoning appeals:
      Compensation  $ 500  $ 500  $ 160              $ 340                 
      Training 500 500 -                500                 

        Total board of zoning appeals  $ 1,000          $ 1,000          $ 160              $ 840                 

    Economic development:
      DBI/economic development professional services  $ 72,000  $ 72,000  $ 60,000  $ 12,000            
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Page 6 of 6

Schedule of Expenditures - Budget and Actual
General Fund
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Variance with
Final Budget-

Original Final Positive
Fund, Major and Minor Revenue Source Budget Budget Actual (Negative)

General Fund: (continued)
  Community development: (continued)
    Planning commission:
      Compensation  $ 5,000  $ 5,000  $ 2,220  $ 2,780              
      Training  1,000  1,000  -                 1,000              
      Dues 250 250 -                250                 

        Total planning commission  $ 6,250          $ 6,250          $ 2,220           $ 4,030              

    Berryville Area Development Authority:
      Compensation  $ 2,500  $ 2,500  $ 1,300  $ 1,200              
      Training  250  250  -                 250                 
      Dues 125 125 -                125                 

        Total Berryville Area Development Authority  $ 2,875          $ 2,875          $ 1,300           $ 1,575              

    Architectural Review Board:
      Training  $ 250  $ 250  $ 83  $ 167                 

        Total community development  $ 164,400      $ 164,400       $ 149,509       $ 14,891            

  Capital outlay:
      Snow removal  $ 49,600  $ 49,600  $ 15,050  $ 34,550            
      Other capital outlay 26,445 26,445 -                26,445            

        Total capital outlay  $ 76,045        $ 76,045        $ 15,050         $ 60,995            

  Contingency:
      Shared cost for operation of joint government center  $ 213,976  $ 213,976  $ 87,153  $ 126,823          
      Debt service reserve 12,147 12,147 -                12,147            

        Total contingency  $ 226,123      $ 226,123       $ 87,153         $ 138,970          

  Debt service:
      Principal  $ 31,800  $ 31,800  $ 32,015  $ (215)                
      Interest 89,680 89,680 89,461 219                 

        Total debt service  $ 121,480      $ 121,480       $ 121,476       $ 4                    

            Total General Fund $ 3,216,358   $ 3,216,358   $ 3,124,320   $ 92,038            
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Schedule 3
Page 1 of 2

Schedule of Operating Expenses (With Comparative Amounts for 2014)
Enterprise Funds
Year Ended June 30, 2015

Fund, Function, Activity and Elements 2015 2014

Water Fund:
  General administration:
      Salaries and wages  $ 34,029  $ 33,597
      Miss Utility  562  1,546
      Repairs and maintenance  1,685  1,915
      Postage 2,183 2,222
      Office supplies 225                  55                   

        Total general administration  $ 38,684              $ 39,335             

  Supply purification:
      Salaries and wages  $ 114,991  $ 124,409
      Repairs and maintenance 42,889 40,367
      Electricity 54,623 58,574
      Heating service 2,846 4,083
      Equipment and supplies 8,487 6,696
      Materials and supplies - chemicals 24,808 42,980
      Sludge removal 13,350 22,024
      Permits, fees and testing 12,963 13,110
      Other operating expenses 8,923 9,453               

        Total supply purification  $ 283,880            $ 321,696           

  Transmission and distribution:
      Salaries and wages  $ 77,960  $ 76,603
      Repairs and maintenance - water lines 74,235 41,975
      Materials and supplies 22,954 8,911               

        Total transmission and distribution  $ 175,149            $ 127,489           

  Fringe benefits:
      Social security  $ 17,081  $ 18,536
      Retirement 438 19,401
      Health insurance 32,280 33,113
      Group life insurance 2,315 2,489
      Workers' compensation 5,800 7,474
      Unemployment insurance 207 265                  

        Total fringe benefits  $ 58,121              $ 81,278             

  Depreciation  $ 196,429  $ 197,761

  Contingency  $ -                       $ 4,916               

            Total Water Fund  $ 752,263  $ 772,475
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Schedule of Operating Expenses (With Comparative Amounts for 2014)
Enterprise Funds
Year Ended June 30, 2015 (Continued)

Fund, Function, Activity and Elements 2015 2014

Sewer Fund:
  General administration:
      Salaries and wages  $ 33,867  $ 34,538
      Repairs and maintenance  1,685  -                      
      Postage 6,269 6,055
      Office supplies 842 50                   

        Total general administration  $ 42,663              $ 40,643             

  Wastewater treatment:
      Salaries and wages  $ 224,641  $ 263,787
      Professional services 26,684 23,398
      Repairs and maintenance 56,400 47,654
      Electricity 124,965 156,954
      Materials and supplies - chemicals 67,223             76,606.00        
      Equipment and supplies 12,331 12,167
      Permits, fees and testing 16,683 15,570
      Other operating expenses 6,071 6,279               

        Total wastewater treatment  $ 534,998            $ 602,415           

  Maintenance of sewer lines:
      Salaries and wages  $ 77,609  $ 77,187
      Repairs and maintenance - sewer lines 22,977 28,261
      Materials and supplies 1,041 14,699             

        Total maintenance of sewer lines  $ 101,627            $ 120,147           

  Fringe benefits:
      Social security  $ 25,456  $ 28,748
      Retirement 20,020 29,813
      Health insurance 47,707 48,758
      Group life insurance 3,468 3,826
      Workers' compensation 299 336
      Unemployment insurance 7,558 9,496               

        Total fringe benefits  $ 104,508            $ 120,977           

  Depreciation  $ 144,403  $ 155,334

  Contingency  $ 14,801              $ 3,571               

            Total Sewer Fund  $ 943,000  $ 1,043,087
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TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Table 1

Governmental Revenues by Source
Last Ten Fiscal Years

General Other Permits, Fines Use of Charges
Fiscal Property Local Fees and and Money and for Miscel- Recovered Inter-
Year Taxes Taxes Licenses Forfeitures Property Services laneous Costs governmental Total

2015 $ 1,165,459 $ 934,720 $ 30,965 $ 35,352      $ 98,699      $ 34,918    $ 34,702     $ -                 $ 901,393         $ 3,236,208
2014 941,675 770,294 28,716 31,710      46,912      14,389    52,424     -                 907,472         2,793,592
2013 882,457 726,993 29,433 44,245      54,830      29,326    40,884     -                 845,141         2,653,309
2012 873,690 828,078 51,419 45,997      57,716      20,116    188,443   -                 602,820         2,668,279
2011 874,629 726,493 90,822 40,330      66,570      17,811    195         916,399       442,654         3,175,903
2010 1,146,789 762,621 50,284 32,112      76,549      8,995      3,562      -                 189,747         2,270,659
2009 1,206,692 751,709 84,766 54,918      98,463      8,193      16,339     -                 112,888         2,333,968
2008 1,192,311 772,820 13,345 58,553      142,604    9,385      73,495     -                 128,716         2,391,229
2007 1,137,000 774,422 35,016 73,228      183,142    10,359    56,500     -                 138,565         2,408,232
2006 1,067,540 781,037 48,018 54,810      156,005    11,525    40,121     -                 117,251         2,276,307

 

68



 

 

TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA Table 2

Governmental Expenditures by Function
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Parks, Capital
Fiscal General Public Public Recreation, Community Outlay and Debt
Year Government Safety Works and Culture Development Contingency Service Total

2015 $ 819,437        $ 675,521        $ 1,245,952     $ 10,222         $ 149,509        $ 102,203      $ 121,476    $ 3,124,320    
2014 811,097        676,255        885,330        7,135           126,914        101,579      121,476    2,729,786    
2013 815,620        626,573        1,111,714     7,375           111,478        157,314      121,476    2,951,550    
2012 900,572        676,428        660,363        248,227        116,815        374,951      121,476    3,098,832    
2011 796,362        552,020        664,892        1,100,238     128,752        183,620      121,476    3,547,360    
2010 794,863        658,010        641,026        13,620         133,471        377,099      121,476    2,739,565    
2009 764,750        620,564        548,722        8,688           140,128        2,913,217   94,869      5,090,938    
2008 726,951        637,027        540,502        10,674         142,974        155,212      16,068      2,229,408    
2007 722,777        548,059        539,679        26,081         139,008        111,814      -               2,087,418    
2006 635,159        547,833        473,545        10,916         101,425        66,704        -               1,835,582     
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ROBINSON, FARMER, COX ASSOCIATES 
 

 

A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

Independent Auditors’ Report on Internal Control over Financial Reporting and on 
Compliance and Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements 

Performed in Accordance with Government Auditing Standards 
 
 
To the Honorable Members of the Town Council 
Town of Berryville, Virginia 
 
We have audited, in accordance with the auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America; 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States; and the Specifications for Audits of Counties, Cities, and Towns, 
issued by the Auditor of Public Accounts of the Commonwealth of Virginia, the financial statements of the 
governmental activities, the business-type activities, and each major fund of Town of Berryville, Virginia, as of 
and for the year ended June 30, 2015, and the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively 
comprise Town of Berryville, Virginia’s basic financial statements, and have issued our report thereon dated 
November 30, 2015. 

Internal Control over Financial Reporting
 
In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we considered Town of Berryville, Virginia’s 
internal control over financial reporting (internal control) to determine the audit procedures that are 
appropriate in the circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the financial statements, but not 
for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of Town of Berryville, Virginia’s internal control.  
Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of Town of Berryville, Virginia’s internal control. 
 
A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or 
employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, 
misstatements on a timely basis.  A material weakness is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in 
internal control, such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the entity’s financial 
statements will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis.  A significant deficiency is a 
deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet 
important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. 
 
Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph of this section 
and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be material weaknesses or, 
significant deficiencies.  Given these limitations, during our audit we did not identify any deficiencies in internal 
control that we consider to be material weaknesses.  However, material weaknesses may exist that have not 
been identified.  
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Compliance and Other Matters 
 
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether Town of Berryville, Virginia’s financial statements are 
free from material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, 
regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material effect 
on the determination of financial statement amounts.  However, providing an opinion on compliance with those 
provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.  The results of 
our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under 
Government Auditing Standards.  

Purpose of this Report 
 
The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and compliance and 
the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s internal control or 
on compliance.  This report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing 
Standards in considering the entity’s internal control and compliance.  Accordingly, this communication is not 
suitable for any other purpose.  
 
 
Charlottesville, Virginia 
November 30, 2015 
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A. Overview 

The Berryville Area Plan (the “Plan”) was adopted in 1992 by Clarke County and the Town of 

Berryville to serve as a joint land use plan for the Berryville Annexation Area – undeveloped 

County lands adjacent to the Town limits that were designated for addition to the Town in 

accordance with the 1988 Town-County Annexation Agreement.  The 1988 Annexation 

Agreement created two separate annexation areas – A and B.  The Berryville Area Plan applies 

only to properties located in Annexation Area B.  For the purposes of this document, the 

“Annexation Area” references only Annexation Area B.   

 

The Plan is jointly administered by the Town and County via the Berryville Area Development 

Authority (BADA) with technical support provided by the Town and County planning staffs.  

The BADA was formed in 1990 and serves as a joint planning commission with review 

authority over development proposals within the Annexation Area.  A more detailed description 

of the annexation area agreement, the formation of the BADA, and development of the Plan is 

included in Subsection F below. 

 

This Plan should be used as the primary guidance document for land use decision-making 

within the Berryville Annexation Area as it was developed in coordination with the Town and 

County comprehensive plans.  The Plan identifies five Goals that summarize the Plan’s intent, 

and also includes land use Objectives and Policies for implementing the Goals across eight 

subject areas -- Environment, Transportation, Housing, Land Use, Public Facilities, Economic 

Development, Urban Design, and Implementation (Chapter III).  These Objectives and Policies 

should be used to evaluate new development proposals, make decisions on public infrastructure 

siting and improvements, and assist in long-range planning and growth management projects.  

 

The Plan also divides the Annexation Area into a series of Sub-Areas, or groups of parcels or 

portions of parcels that have similar development characteristics.  These Sub-Areas are 

described in detail in Chapter II and were created following an extensive evaluation of 

historical, environmental, and geological characteristics of each Sub-Area.  Based upon these 

characteristics, recommended use types were assigned to the Sub-Areas with residential or 

commercial densities based upon the net developable portion of the parcels in the Sub-Areas.  

These densities are captured in a Future Land Use Table (page A-9) depicting the maximum 

number of dwelling units recommended for each Sub-Area recommended for residential use, 

and the maximum floor area per gross leasable area for each Sub-Area recommended for 

business use.  Maps depicting the Sub-Area locations are provided on pages A-3 and A-4. 

 

Similar to comprehensive plans, the Berryville Area Plan serves as a guidance document for 

land use decision-making – the actual rules and regulations for development are found in the 

zoning and subdivision ordinances for the Town and County.  The Plan has been amended 

several times since its adoption in 1992 and this current update represents the first “cover-to-

cover” evaluation and re-write of the Plan.  Chapter IV discusses implementation of the Plan’s 

recommendations and also includes a detailed section on reviewing and updating the Plan.  

Generally speaking, the Plan should be evaluated for potential amendment on a regular basis 

following the review and update of the Town and County comprehensive plans.  Any update of 

this Plan should be through a careful and deliberate process and any “piecemeal” Plan 
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amendments offered in response to a specific development request or land use decision are 

discouraged.   

 

B. Land Use Philosophy of Clarke County and the Town of Berryville 

Clarke County and the Town of Berryville share a symbiotic relationship regarding land use 

and growth management.  For decades, the County has strived to implement its vision of 

protecting its natural and historic resources, agricultural properties, and scenic beauty by 

limiting urban and suburban-style development to designated growth areas including the Town 

of Berryville.  The Town has also sought to maintain vibrancy as the primary growth area for 

residential, commercial, and industrial uses through thoughtful planning and timely 

development of public infrastructure.  This relationship is captured in the goals and policies of 

the Town and County comprehensive plans and in the Berryville Area Plan.  

 

The County implemented its “sliding-scale zoning” land use system in 1980 in an effort to 

focus development in designated growth areas while preserving agricultural and open space 

lands in large tracts to mitigate “parcelization” in rural areas that can lead to suburban sprawl.  

Sliding-scale zoning limits the total number of parcels that may be created, limits the size of 

new parcels, and keeps residual parcels as large as possible. Under this system, a fixed number 

of dwelling unit rights (DURs) was allocated in 1980 for parcels of land in the County zoned 

Agricultural-Open Space-Conservation (AOC) and Forestal-Open Space-Conservation (FOC).  

The number of DURs were allocated on a “sliding-scale” that provided for fewer DURs per 

acre for larger parcels.  The number of DURs cannot be increased unless parcels are rezoned 

(which is strongly discouraged), but the total number of available DURs decrease as 

landowners build houses or place their property under permanent open-space easement and 

retire DURs.   

 

Hand in hand with this tool is designating growth areas – including the Town of Berryville – as 

the only areas of the County appropriate for more suburban scale residential development due 

to the proximity of water and sewer infrastructure.  These are the only areas where rezoning to 

a higher residential density may be considered.  To ensure successful implementation of the 

Town and County’s shared land use philosophy, the Berryville Town Council and Clarke 

County Board of Supervisors adopted the Berryville Area Plan (BAP) in April 1992 to guide 

land use decision-making in the areas designated to be annexed.   

 

C. Demographic Summary 

For the past several decades, the County and Town have faced growth and development 

pressures primarily from Northern Virginia but also from the City of Winchester and Frederick 

County.  Loudoun County to the east increased in population from 37,150 in 1970 to 312,311 in 

2010 with a growth rate well in excess of 50% each decade during the period.  Similarly, 

Frederick County and the City of Winchester to the west have grown from 48,322 in 1970 to 

104,508 in 2010 with growth rates in excess of 20% for all except one decade during the 

period.  Growth in these jurisdictions, along with Warren County to the south and Jefferson 

County, WV to the north, is mostly attributable to the explosive growth experienced in 

Northern Virginia. Potential residents continue to look for more affordable homes away from 

the density and traffic of the urban core and to seek a high quality rural lifestyle.  Clarke 
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County lies directly in the path of this growth due to its proximity to major commuter routes 

(US 50/17 and VA Route 7) that convey traffic to and from the major employment centers to 

the east. 

 

Selected demographic information on population, business, and employment is provided in the 

subsections below.  More detailed demographic information may be found in the 2013 Clarke 

County Comprehensive Plan.  

 

1. Current and Projected Population 
By adhering to its land use and growth management philosophy during this period, the County 

has been able to avoid unplanned impacts from these growth pressures.  According to the 2010 

Census, Clarke County's population increased from 12,652 in the 2000 Census to 14,034 – an 

increase of 10.9%.   This increase is greater than the 4.5% increase from 1990-2000 and can be 

attributed to the housing “boom” experienced from 2001-2005.  Despite this increased growth 

rate, Clarke still grew at a slower rate than any surrounding jurisdictions (ranging from Warren 

County’s 19% rate to Loudoun County’s 84.1% rate), and below the Commonwealth of 

Virginia’s growth rate of 13%.  The County also grew at a slower rate than the 14,205 

projection made in 2005 by the Weldon-Cooper Center. 

 

TABLE 1 – Population and Growth Rates, 1970-2010   
     

Jurisdiction 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 

Clarke Co. 8,102 

(2.0%) 

9,965 

(23.0%) 

12,101 

(21.4%) 

12,652 

(4.5%) 

14,034 

(10.9%) 

Loudoun Co. 37,150 

(51.3%) 

57,427 

(54.6%) 

86,129 

(50.0%) 

169,599 

(96.9%) 

312,311 

(84.1%) 

Frederick Co./ 

Winchester 

48,322 

(30.4%) 

54,367 

(12.5%) 

67,686 

(24.5%) 

82,794 

(22.3%) 

104,508 

(26.2%) 

Warren Co. 15,301 

(4.4%) 

21,200 

(38.6%) 

26,142 

(23.3%) 

31,584 

(20.8%) 

37,575 

(19.0%) 

Fauquier Co. 26,375 

(10.0%) 

35,889 

(36.1%) 

48,860 

(36.1%) 

55,139 

(12.9%) 

65,203 

(18.3%) 

Fairfax Co. 454,275 

(65.2%) 

598,901 

(31.8%) 

818,584 

(36.7%) 

969,749 

(18.4%) 

1,081,726 

(11.5%) 

Berkeley Co., 

WV 

36,356 

(7.6%) 

46,775 

(28.7%) 

59,253 

(26.7%) 

75,905 

(28.1%) 

104,169 

(37.2%) 

Jefferson Co., 

WV 

21,280 

(14.0%) 

30,302 

(42.4%) 

35,926 

(18.6%) 

42,190 

(17.4%) 

53,498 

(26.8%) 
 

Source – US Census 2010.   

 

Note:  The U.S. Census does not make projections.  The University of Virginia’s Weldon-Cooper Center, through 

a contractual arrangement with the Virginia Employment Commission (VEC), establishes the official population 

projections for the state.  The VEC projected population for Clarke in 2020 is 15,025, a 7.1 percent increase from 
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2010.  It should be noted that population projections are based on local and regional growth trends.  A locality’s 

growth control measures and approach to land use is not included as a factor in making the projections.   

 

 

Clarke County's neighboring counties continued to experience significant growth.  As a point of 

reference, the Code of Virginia establishes a decadal growth rate of 10% or more as “high 

growth.”  Loudoun’s growth of almost 100% in the 1990s was nearly repeated with an 84.1% 

rate from 2000-2010, but is projected to slow to 27.2% through 2020.  Fauquier’s growth rate 

increased from 13% in the 1990s to 18% in the 2000s and is expected to increase by 13.7% in 

the current decade.  The combined population of Frederick and Winchester grew by 22% in the 

1990s, and increased by 26.2% in the past decade.  The 21% Warren County growth rate in the 

1990s slowed slightly to 19%.  The 17% rate of growth in Jefferson County in the 1990s 

increased to 26.8%. Similarly, the 28% Berkeley County growth rate also increased to 37.2%.  

Jefferson and Berkeley Counties are projected to continue growing at rates of 17.2% and 23.4% 

respectively over the current decade.   

 

TABLE 2 – Population Projections 

 

Jurisdiction 2010* 2020** 2030** 2040** Growth % 

2030-2040 

Clarke 14,034 15,025 15,871 16,631 15.6% 

Loudoun 312,311 397,272 482,234 567,195 44.9% 

Frederick 78,305 97,192 119,419 145,938 46.3% 

City of 

Winchester 

26,203 27,967 29,449 30,781 14.9% 

Warren 37,575 41,856 45,818 49,709 24.4% 

Fauquier 65,203 74,118 83,312 93,028 29.9% 

Fairfax 1,081,726 1,182,609 1,271,995 1,350,245 19.9% 

Berkeley Co., 

WV 

104,169 128,550*** 155,566*** n/a n/a 

Jefferson Co., 

WV 

53,498 62,691*** 71,208*** n/a n/a 

 
Sources: 

* US Census (2010 population) 

** University of Virginia’s Weldon-Cooper Center (VA projections) 

*** West Virginia University’s Bureau of Business and Economic Research (WV projections) 

 

Below is a table listing the decennial population numbers for the Town of Berryville since 

1970.  The Town experienced a growth rate of 26% from 1990-2010 with a significant portion 

of this growth occurring during the housing “boom” from 2001-2005.  Population projections 

for the Town are not provided by the Weldon-Cooper Center or other demographic resources. 
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TABLE 3 – Berryville Population and Growth Rates 

 

 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 

Population 1,569 1,752 3,097 2,963 4,185 

Growth Rate -4.6% 11.7% 76.8% -4.33% 29.2% 

 

Source: 

* US Census (2010 population) 

 

 

2. Business and Employment Information 

In addition to serving as the primary location for urban-scale residential development, the Town 

of Berryville also serves as the primary location for business, retail, and industry.  The Town is 

home to half of the top 20 employers and nine of the top 10 private sector employers in the 

County: 

 

  Berryville Graphics 

  GGNSC Berryville, LLC 

  Bank of Clarke County 

  Food Lion 

  Dutch Haven Adult Home 

  Greenfield Assisted Living 

  American Woodmark Corporation 

  Caldwell & Santmyer 

  Cochrans Lumber & Millwork 

  
Source: Virginia Employment Commission Community Profile, June 2014 

 

Properties in the Annexation Area designated for future business development are designed to 

complement rather than compete with the Town’s Main Street retail uses.  To date, the majority 

of business growth in the Annexation Area has occurred in the Clarke County Business Park 

located on Jack Enders Boulevard on the southern end of Town.  The approximately 70-acre 

Business Park was annexed by the Town and is served by public water and sewer.  The Park 

contains several light industrial/manufacturing businesses and as of 2014 was approaching 

maximum build-out.  Adjacent properties to the east and west of the Park in private ownership 

are also designated for light industrial uses and could develop in similar fashion in the future.  

As provided on the Berryville Area Plan Proposed Road Network, Jack Enders Boulevard 

constitutes the Southeast Collector.  Accordingly, Jack Enders Boulevard will extend from its 

current terminus to South Buckmarsh Street thereby completing the connection between Main 

and Buckmarsh Streets (U.S. Route 340).  Jack Enders Boulevard will cross the Norfolk and 

Southern rail line by means of an at-grade crossing.  It is expected that the intersection of 

Buckmarsh Street (U.S. Route 340) and Jack Enders Boulevard will be located in close 

proximity to the existing intersection of Buckmarsh Street (U.S. Route 340) and South Church 

Street, thereby requiring the construction of a cul-de-sac at the terminus of South Church Street. 
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Business growth has also occurred on the southwestern quadrant of the U.S. 340/Virginia Route 

7 intersection on the northern end of Town.  This area, bordered by Mosby Boulevard to the 

south, includes a Food Lion grocery store and Bank of Clarke County office.  There is available 

land at this location for future development of retail and office uses and is currently under 

consideration as a potential location for a new hotel. 

 

Additional employment data for the Town and County may be found in the 2013 Clarke County 

Comprehensive Plan and in the Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) Community Profile 

for Clarke County. 

 

D. Current Inventory of Public Facilities 

The Town of Berryville is ideally suited to provide urban levels of service as the County’s 

primary designated growth area for residential and business uses.  Public water and sewer is 

currently provided by the Town to parcels within its limits, and the Annexation Area agreement 

ensures provision of water and sewer for new developments brought into the Town limits.  The 

Town is home to all but one of the public schools and is adjacent to the County Parks & 

Recreation facility.  Berryville is also centrally located from a transportation perspective, 

bisected by Virginia Route 7 and U.S. 340 and within 15 minutes of I-81 in Frederick County.  

Rail access is available via the Norfolk Southern rail line that passes through the center of 

Town.   

 

1. Water and Sewer 

The Town of Berryville provides public water and sewer services for Town residents and 

businesses.  Water is obtained via the Shenandoah River and is treated at the Town’s facility in 

the County outside of Town limits.  The Town also maintains three storage facilities.  Sewage 

is treated by the Town at a treatment facility that is also located in the County outside of Town 

limits. 

 

Future extension of public water and sewer service is governed by a Water and Sewer 

Extension Agreement that was adopted by the Town and County on March 29, 2000.  The 

Agreement states that the Town has the right to extend water and sewer lines into the 

Annexation Area but not beyond the Town limits without the County’s consent.  This 

Agreement helps to ensure that future growth and available water and sewer capacity is 

contained within the Annexation Area and that unplanned growth and development does not 

occur in the County. 

 

As of July 2014, the Town produces an approximate average of 400,000 gallons per day of 

water to serve all current customers.  The Town’s water system is capable of producing a 

maximum of 730,000 gallons per day, and could produce up to 864,000 gallons per day with 

the addition of a booster pump.   

 

The Town’s projected sewer flow capacity is depicted in Table 3 below.  Projected flow for the 

Annexation Area is based on the Berryville Area Plan’s future land use projections assuming  
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maximum build-out of the most intensive uses.  Projected flow for the in-town areas (areas of 

Town not located within the Annexation Area) is based upon current zoning.  Projections also 

presume an annual 2.12% school growth rate. 

 

TABLE 4 – Sewer flow capacity projections in gallons per day (gpd) 

 

Area Subtotal 

Projected 

Flow 

20% Flow 

Contingency 

Total 

Projected 

Flow 

 

Annexation 

Area 

606,607 gpd 121,321 gpd 727,928 gpd  

In-Town 201,988 gpd 40,398 gpd 242,385 gpd  

     

   Total: 970,314 gpd 

   Current Avg 

Flow: 

300,000 gpd 

   Total Future 

& Existing: 

1,270,314 gpd 

 
Source: Town of Berryville Study, March 2011  

 

 

2. Transportation Network (see Map 1) 

 

a. Public Road System 
The Town of Berryville is served by two primary highways.  Harry Byrd Highway (Route 7), a 

state primary highway, is the main east-west corridor conveying traffic between the Winchester 

area and Loudoun County.  Lord Fairfax Highway/Buckmarsh Street (U.S. 340), a Federal 

primary highway, is the main north-south corridor conveying traffic between Warren County 

and the West Virginia state line.  A third primary highway – West Main Street/East Main Street 

(Business Route 7) – serves as an alternate business route to Route 7.   

 

In 2012, the Town of Berryville assumed the responsibility of maintaining the secondary street 

network within the Town limits.  There are a total of 10.32 miles of secondary roads and an 

additional 0.8 miles of public streets that maintained by the Town. 

 

(1) Proposed Street Network 

The Town of Berryville Comprehensive Plan and the original Berryville Area Plan proposed a 

series of collector streets to more efficiently convey traffic through the Town and annexation 

areas.   

 

In the northwestern portion of Town, Mosby Boulevard was planned to convey traffic as an 

alternative route from the north end of Buckmarsh Street (U.S. 340) to West Main Street 

(Business Route 7) on the west end of Town.  The development of Battlefield Estates and 

related uses along with the construction of the new Clarke County High School helped to 
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facilitate completion of this collector road, which now connects Mosby Boulevard and West 

Main Street via the County’s first traffic circle constructed in 2012. 

 

A southwest collector road was also identified in the original Berryville Area Plan that would 

connect West Main Street with the south end of Buckmarsh Street.  This collector road was 

ultimately constructed as Hermitage Boulevard with the development of The Hermitage 

residential subdivision. 

 

The following collector and connector streets remain undeveloped and are reliant upon future 

development in the pertinent annexation areas to ensure their completion.  Project numbers 

listed for the following projects, as well as the Priority Transportation Improvement Projects in 

Subsection 2 below, are referenced in Map #8 located in the Appendix on Page A-8. 

 

  Southeast collector (Project #4).  A collector road is proposed to connect the east end 

of East Main Street (Business Route 7) with the south end of Buckmarsh Street at the 

Town limits.  A substantial portion of this collector road has been constructed with the 

extension of Jack Enders Boulevard into the County Business Park.   

 

  Fairfax Street extension (Project #5).  An extension of West Fairfax Street to connect 

with East Fairfax Street is proposed that would establish direct access from Buckmarsh 

Street to First Street.  While this extension is located outside of the Annexation Area, 

the improved connectivity would benefit the nearby Sub-Areas.   

 

(2) Priority Transportation Improvement Projects  

The following future improvement projects are identified within or directly impacting Sub-

Areas in the Annexation Area.  These projects are also included in the County’s 2013 

Transportation Component Plan and are included in the County’s list of priority improvement 

projects as of 2014.  The County provides this list of priority projects to the Commonwealth 

Transportation Board (CTB) on an annual basis in order to obtain funding. 

 

 Project #1 -- Route 7 Business (West Main Street) from Route 7 (Harry Byrd 

Highway) to Hermitage Boulevard in the Town of Berryville (approximately 1.2 

miles of primary highway).   
 

 Planning Cost Estimate:  $3,800,000 

 

 Assessed Need/Description: 

 This section of Route 7 Business serves five public school buildings, the County’s Parks 

 and Recreation Facility, and the Ruritan Fairgrounds in addition to serving as the main 

 western route into the Town of Berryville.  The original project concept was to upgrade 

 the current two-lane section to three lanes with turn lanes, drainage, and safety 

 improvements at major intersections, and sidewalks and bike lanes/trails should be 

 added to facilitate pedestrian and bicycle traffic.  With the recent construction of the 

 new Clarke County High School and extension of Mosby Boulevard to West Main 

 Street, a roundabout has been added at this new intersection and new sidewalks added 
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 along the north side of West Main Street in addition to other improvements.  

 Additionally, the Mosby Boulevard extension now provides a new route for traffic 

 between the west end of town and the north end of town at U.S. 340.   

 

 Recommendation: 

 Project – Safety/capacity improvements, drainage improvements, and addition of 

 bicycle/pedestrian facilities including school crosswalks to state primary route.  

 Reconstruct the segment of West Main Street from Route 7 to the roundabout at Mosby 

 Boulevard to a three-lane section with sidewalk on the north side, along with safety and 

 drainage improvements on the remaining section from the roundabout to Hermitage 

 Boulevard. 

 

 Project #2 -- Route 7 Business (East Main Street) from Route 7 (Harry Byrd 

Highway) to Norfolk Southern Railroad crossing (approximately 0.94 miles of 

primary highway).   
 

 Cost Estimate:  $7,700,000 

 

 Assessed Need/Description: 

 The roadway serves as a major route for truck traffic to several industrial businesses on 

 the east side of Town including the County’s industrial park and a major (800 

 employees) publishing company.  The current two-lane section should be upgraded to 

 three lanes with turn lanes, sidewalks, drainage, and safety improvements at major 

 intersections.  The project area is located predominantly within the Town of Berryville. 

 

 Recommendation: 

 Project – Safety/capacity improvements, drainage improvements, and addition of 

 bicycle/pedestriam facilities to state primary route.  Reconstruct East Main Street with a 

 three-lane section where feasible along with utility relocations, drainage improvements, 

 and new sidewalk construction. 

 

 Project #3 -- Park and Ride Lot, Route 7 (Harry Byrd Highway) near intersection 

of Route 7 Business one mile west of Berryville.   
 

Cost Estimate:  $2,500,000 for 250 space facility. 

 

 Assessed Need/Description:  

 Route 7 is a major east-west commuter route between the Winchester area and 

 employment centers in the Washington metropolitan area.  Commuter traffic has 

 increased more than 50% along this route since 2001 and will continue to increase with 

 new residential growth in Winchester, Frederick County, and surrounding jurisdictions.  

 Alternatives to single-occupancy vehicle commuters must be developed to avoid 

 increasing the capacity of Route 7 and a park and ride lot at this location would help 

 with this effort.   
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 Recommendation: 

 Project – Addition of a new commuter facility.  The facility should be designed similar 

 to the park and ride facility at Waterloo on U.S. 50 with a higher capacity to support the 

 greater traffic demand along with accommodations for commuter buses and vans.  The 

 location on the west side of Berryville would help maximize convenience for Town and 

 County residents who choose to commute. 

 

b. Bicycle and Pedestrian System 

Provision of alternatives to vehicular transportation is important to the growth and vitality of 

urbanized areas.  Communities that are walkable and that provide bicycling facilities provide 

benefits to their citizens by having a healthier and more active population, reduced 

transportation costs to citizens, improved air quality, and increased traffic to local businesses.  

Recent housing trends also point towards increased demand for urban-style communities where 

residents can live, work, and shop without reliance on motor vehicles – in particular among 

emerging young professionals who add energy and vibrancy to communities. 

 

One of the stated Goals of the 2013 County Comprehensive Plan supports the provision of 

bicycle and pedestrian facilities in growth areas such as the Town of Berryville: 

 

“2. Enhance town, village, and commercial areas through context-sensitive design and 

walkability elements to improve the quality of life for all residents.” 

 

Objective 9 (Designated Growth Areas for Development) of the County Comprehensive Plan 

also contains a policy that supports this goal: 

 

“2(a).  Provide a mixture of complementary land uses and consider innovative techniques such 

as form-based codes that create walkable, pedestrian-friendly street networks and greater 

flexibility of uses.” 

 

“2(c).  Create walkable neighborhoods.” 

 

The 2005 Town of Berryville Comprehensive Plan provides significant support for pedestrian 

and bicycle accommodations.  The Plan notes the following: 

 

“The walkability of a community directly effects the health of its residents.  Although many 

streets do not have sidewalks, efforts have been made through zoning and subdivision 

regulations to construct sidewalks with all new residential development.  Commercial 

development and redevelopment are also required to either build sidewalks or, if future plans 

dictate, bond the improvements for later discussion.” (p. 7-10) 

 

The Town further supports development of pedestrian and bike facilities through Walk/Bike to 

School programs and attempts to obtain State and Federal funding for improvements via 

Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) revenue sharing and transportation 

enhancement grants. 
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The Berryville Area Plan also echoes the Town and County Comprehensive Plans by 

recommending provision of a “uniform integrated approach for pedestrian movement, 

addressing walkways and bikeways.”  The Plan also includes a policy recommending provision 

of bike lanes and sidewalks. 

 

The Town of Berryville has an extensive sidewalk network both in the Town core and in the 

annexation Sub-Areas.  The Town has also codified these planning recommendations by 

including a requirement in the Subdivision Ordinance for new developments to provide 

sidewalks as part of their overall development plan.  The County and Town also worked in 

cooperation with the Northern Shenandoah Valley Regional Commission to develop the first 

Town-County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.  This document will assist with future planning of 

bike and pedestrian strategies and resources.   

 

c. Commuter Facilities 

There are no formal commuter facilities in the Town of Berryville, however both the Town and 

County have identified a need to establish a park-and-ride commuter lot along the Route 7 

corridor (see project detail above).  Modeled after the Waterloo commuter lot, this facility 

would provide a centralized location for ridesharing and commuter van usage and would help to 

reduce the number of single-occupant vehicles contributing to traffic on Route 7. 

 

3. Schools 

Clarke County Public Schools operates all but one of its schools within the Town of Berryville 

or in close proximity to the town limits.  These include D.G. Cooley Elementary School Upper 

and Lower Campus, Johnson-Williams Middle School, and Clarke County High School. The 

former Primary School building will be retained for future use, yet to be determined. 

 

4. Recreation 

The Clarke County Parks and Recreation Department manages the 102 acre Chet Hobert Park, 

which houses an outdoor swimming pool, lighted outdoor tennis courts, ball fields, soccer 

fields, a Recreation Center, picnic shelters, playgrounds and a fitness trail.  Clarke County 

Public Schools also have a number of active recreation facilities including a football/soccer 

stadium, baseball/softball fields, track, playgrounds, and indoor/outdoor basketball (limited 

access).   

 

The Town of Berryville owns and maintains the three-acre Rose Hill Park in the heart of 

downtown Berryville. Rose Hill Park provides a great place for families to relax and enjoy a 

peaceful outing. Park facilities include a playground designed for our younger citizens, 

basketball courts, and a gazebo. There are also several small private neighborhood playgrounds 

in Town. 
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E. Challenges and Limitations 

1. Karst  

The most significant geological feature in the County is karst.  Karst, consisting primarily of 

limestone, is characterized by large underground drainage systems, sinking streams, sinkholes, 

and caves due to the solubility of the limestone.  The resultant hollow underground geology 

makes groundwater supplies very susceptible to pollution from surface and subsurface point 

and nonpoint sources.  Groundwater pollutants are able to travel significant distances and can 

impact multiple aquifers due to the drainage networks that typically exist in karst.  Surface 

pollutants are able to penetrate through to these same aquifers via sinking streams and 

sinkholes, making stormwater runoff a critical feature to manage.  Approximately 90% of the 

County’s land area west of the Shenandoah River contains karst. 

 

Groundwater aquifers in the eastern United States are continuously replenished or recharged by 

precipitation. Recharge rate affects groundwater quality and quantity.  Only a fraction of all 

precipitation, however, reaches the deep aquifers used for drinking water, because most of it 

runs off and flows into streams, is absorbed by plants, or evaporates. 

 

Aquifer recharge is much more rapid in areas with karst topography.  The limestone and 

dolomite rock is highly fractured, allowing water to move quickly through to the aquifer.  

Moreover, carbonate rocks are usually water soluble, and fractures are eroded to form larger 

channels.  Sinkholes and sinking streams indicate the rapid recharge ability of this area.  In 

areas characterized by karst, pollution of groundwater is more likely because the open channels 

allow ground-level pollutants quick and easy access to the aquifer. 

 

The County experienced a major example of groundwater contamination first-hand in 1981 

when the Town of Berryville was forced to abandon its public well system due to 

contamination that could not be traced to a single source.  The Town’s water supply is now 

provided by a direct intake from the Shenandoah River and a water treatment facility.  Instances 

of groundwater contamination have occurred in other parts of the County ranging from 

petrochemical contamination in the Pine Grove, White Post, and Shepherd’s Mill Road areas to 

fecal coliform, nitrate, and pesticide contamination in various locations across the County.   

 

Groundwater contamination poses a greater risk to properties outside of the Town limits and 

annexation areas due to the Town’s provision of public water and prohibition on use of private 

wells for drinking water.  However, it is important to ensure that new development within the 

annexation area does not adversely impact the County’s groundwater resources.  This Plan 

designates areas with particular environmental sensitivity as Environmental Conservation, and 

does not support any development in these areas.  Both the Town and County land use 

ordinances also contain specific provisions to further protect groundwater including buffers, 

setbacks, and stormwater quality requirements.  The Town and County will also pursue 

voluntary provision of site-specific mitigation measures by developers proposing new uses that 

could adversely impact the County’s groundwater sources. 

 

A greater challenge posed to developers by the County’s geology is the presence of rock 

outcroppings, rock seams, and shallow bedrock areas in various locations throughout the 
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Annexation Area.  Developers are encouraged to limit development or designate building 

envelopes away from such features. 

 

2. Utility Capacity Limitations 

As previously noted, the Town of Berryville provides public water and public sewer to 

properties within Town limits and to a handful of properties and public uses on adjacent parcels 

in the County.  As of 2014, the Town has sufficient water and sewer capacity to serve all 

current customers as well as a significant amount of excess capacity to accommodate future 

uses (see Item D1 above).   

 

Water and sewer capacity is currently provided on a first-come, first-serve basis and the Town 

does not reserve capacity on an administrative basis for specific use types (e.g., business, 

industrial) that may require services in the future.  This is a common practice of localities in 

Virginia that operate smaller utility systems with limited access to expansion alternatives and 

limited funding to pursue such alternatives on their own.  As new development occurs and 

water and sewer capacity is consumed, localities such as the Town of Berryville will look to 

partner with the development community to cover the cost of adding capacity to the water and 

sewer plants, building new plants, or acquiring new capacity.    

 

An alternative approach that could be evaluated is to set aside a fixed amount of capacity 

specifically for business uses that may be high users of public water and/or sewer but that 

would provide significant positive economic impact to the Town and County.  Such set asides 

would give the Town and County the flexibility to market a streamlined siting process to 

potential businesses without the concern of available capacity.  Any evaluation of this approach 

should also include a re-examination of the build-out analysis of the current future land use 

designations and how capacity set-asides could impact development of other future uses. 

 

 

F. Annexation Area Agreement 

The foundation of the Berryville Area Plan and the joint approach to land use decision-making 

is the 1988 Town-County Annexation Area Agreement.  This section provides background 

information on this Agreement including an overview of annexation law in the Commonwealth 

and a history of the Annexation Area Agreement and subsequent agreements that established 

this system. 

 

1. Annexation Law in Virginia 

Counties and towns are separate municipal entities under Virginia law and each has distinct 

powers and responsibilities.  The Code of Virginia authorizes towns to annex adjacent county 

lands into the town’s borders upon petition to the Circuit Court.  To minimize the potential 

negative aspects of annexation, the Code of Virginia allows for a town and county to enter into 

an annexation agreement which defines the town’s future annexation rights in exchange for the 

town renouncing its right to become a city.  Annexation agreements are required to “provide for  

the regular and orderly growth of the town in conjunction with the county and for an equitable 

sharing of resources and liabilities.”
1
 

                                                           
1
 Code of Virginia §15.2-3232. 
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2. History of the Agreement and Establishment of Annexation Areas 

Given the Town of Berryville’s and Clarke County’s mutual interest in managing future growth 

and protecting the unique environmental, geological, and historic resources, both governing 

bodies signed an Agreement Defining Annexation Rights on December 29, 1988.  This 

Agreement included the following points:  

 

  Established County lands to be annexed as Annexation Areas A and B. 

 

  Defined the circumstances by which land in Area B would be annexed. 

 

  Agreed to develop a jointly-managed Town-County future land use plan by March 31, 

1989. 

 

  Agreed that the Town Subdivision Ordinance would govern land use changes and new 

development in Area B. 

 

  Agreed that the County Zoning Ordinance would govern land use changes and new 

development in Area B until the land in question is annexed by the Town.   

 

  The Town agreed to jointly authorize any land uses that were approved by the County. 

 

  Agreed to joint review of land use applications between the Town and County Planning 

Commissions. 

 

  The County agreed to Town review of all stormwater plans prior to County approval 

and provision of funding for stormwater drainage improvements in the Town. 

   

3. Creation of the Berryville Area Plan; Plan adoption, historical updates, and review 

 process 

 

The Berryville Area Plan was originally adopted on April 12, 1992 by the Berryville Town 

Council and Clarke County Board of Supervisors.  The Plan has been amended seven (7) times 

since its 1992 adoption, and the changes that were adopted with those amendments are 

summarized below: 

 

  December 4, 1995 – Amend Sub-Areas 6 and 7 to allow “housing for older persons” 

in the areas designated for Business/Office and Highway & Visitor Commercial 

Uses.  Amend County zoning district map to reflect re-zoning of Battlefield Estates 

Subdivision. 

 

  February 18, 1997 – Amend the transportation policies for the southwest and 

southeast collector roads, and amend the land use policies for Sub-Areas 22, 23A, 

and 23B. Amend County zoning district map to reflect re-zoning of Tax Map Parcel 

#14-A-38. 
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  April 15, 1997 – Amend County zoning district map to reflect re-zoning of Tax Map 

Parcels #14-A-44, 43, 42 (part), and 42B. 

 

  May 13, 1997 – Amend County zoning district map to reflect re-zoning of Tax Map 

Parcel #14-5-251B. 

 

  May 15, 2001 – Amend Sub-Area 18 to change access policies, amend Sub-Area 19C 

to change land use designation from Low Density Residential to Light 

Industrial/Research, and amend Sub-Area 23 to change land use designation from 

Business/Office to Light Industrial/Research.  Amend County zoning district map to 

reflect re-zoning of Tax Map Parcel #14-A-56 and Tax Map Parcels #14-A-38, 38A, 

and 38B. 

 

  September 15, 2009 (BOS)/November 10, 2009 (TC) – Amend Chapter V to delete 

paragraphs in each Sub-Area section with the following first sentence: “Housing for 

the elderly is a land-use designation to be applied to the Sub-Areas 6 and 7.” 

 

  April 20, 2010 (BOS)/June 8, 2010 (TC) – Amend Chapter V to add 15 acres to Sub-

Area 6A by taking 14 acres from Sub-Area 6 and 1 acre from Sub-Area 5, in order to 

expand the area in the Plan that is devoted to Older Person Residential uses. 

 

The 2014 project to update the Berryville Area Plan is the first comprehensive revision of the 

Plan since its 1992 adoption.  It is recommended that future reviews of the Town and County 

Comprehensive Plans include parallel reviews of the Berryville Area Plan in order to ensure 

consistency among the Plans.  Any amendments to the Town or County Comprehensive Plans 

should be evaluated for impacts to the Berryville Area Plan.  It is also recommended that, at a 

minimum, the Berryville Area Development Authority (BADA) should conduct an assessment 

of the Plan once every five years and provide a recommendation to the governing bodies 

regarding the Plan’s status and any need to revise/update the Plan. 

 

Review and amendment of the Berryville Area Plan is the responsibility of the BADA with 

technical support provided by Town and County planning staffs.  Requests for review or Plan 

amendment may also be made by the Town and County planning commissions and governing 

bodies.  Requests for review or Plan amendment may also be made by citizens or other private 

stakeholders however the BADA reserves the right to decline to advance  such requests to the 

governing bodies for consideration.    

 

As previously noted, any review of the Plan should be careful and deliberate.  Impacts such as 

new developments approved since the previous Plan update, changes in public water/sewer 

capacity, or changes in capital needs of the Town and County should be  included in any Plan 

evaluation.  “Piecemeal” changes in response to specific land use applications are strongly 

discouraged.  
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4. Creation of Berryville Area Development Authority (BADA); responsibilities and 

 review process 

 

On March 27, 1990, a Resolution and Agreement was signed that created the Berryville Area 

Development Authority (BADA).  The BADA was charged with administering the Town’s 

Subdivision Ordinance and the County’s site plan development standards for all land use 

proposals that occurred in Area B.  The Agreement also established the membership 

composition of the BADA including initial terms of office.  This Resolution and Agreement 

was amended in December 1992 to add new items to the BADA’s administration 

responsibilities – management of the Town’s site plan development standards, the Town’s 

Historic District regulations, and the County’s Historic Access Corridor Overlay District 

regulations for land use applications within Area B. 

 

The reference charts below summarize the BADA review processes for specific types of land 

use applications and the location of the subject properties in the Town or County: 

 

TABLE 5 -- Land Use Applications – County Land 

 

Application Review/Action By Applicable Ordinance Reference 

Subdivision BADA Town Subdivision Ord. Annex. Agreement 

¶6(a); BADA 

Agreement ¶5 

Site Plan BADA
1
 County Zoning Ord. BADA Agreement ¶5 

and ¶6 

Rezoning BADA and Town 

PC recommend; 

BOS acts 

County Zoning Ord. Annex. Agreement 

¶6(b) and County 

Zoning Ord §8-D-3 

Special Use Permit BADA and Town 

PC recommend; 

BOS acts 

County Zoning Ord. Annex. Agreement 

¶6(b) and County 

Zoning Ord §5-B-2-d 

Historic District BADA (appeals to 

County BOS) 

County Zoning Ord. 

(Historic Access 

Corridor Overlay 

District) 

BADA Agreement ¶6 

and County Zoning 

Ord §3-E-4-b 

 
1
 The Town and County Zoning Ordinances each require site plans to be submitted with a special use permit 

(SUP) application, and each requires a site plan to be submitted with a SUP application to be acted upon by the 

governing body, as a separate approval.  Therefore, under the existing BADA Agreement provisions, as to a site 

plan submitted with a SUP application, the BADA makes a recommendation on the site plan, the applicable  

Planning Commission makes a recommendation on the SUP, and the governing body acting on the SUP takes 

action on the site plan as a separate approval. 
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TABLE 6 -- Land Use Applications – Town Land 

 

Application Review/Action By Applicable Ordinance Reference 

Subdivision BADA Town Subdivision Ord. BADA Agreement ¶5 

Site Plan BADA
1
 Town Zoning Ord. BADA Agreement ¶5  

Rezoning Town PC 

recommends; Town 

Council acts 

Town Zoning Ord. n/a 

Special Use Permit Town PC 

recommends; Town 

Council acts 

Town Zoning Ord. n/a 

Historic District BADA
2
 (appeals to 

Town Council) 

Town Zoning Ord. 

(Historic District) 

BADA Agreement ¶5 

and Town Zoning 

Ord §704.1 

 
1
 The Town and County Zoning Ordinances each require site plans to be submitted with a special use permit 

(SUP) application, and each requires a site plan to be submitted with a SUP application to be acted upon by the 

governing body, as a separate approval.  Therefore, under the existing BADA Agreement provisions, as to a site 

plan submitted with a SUP application, the BADA makes a recommendation on the site plan, the applicable 

Planning Commission makes a recommendation on the SUP, and the governing body acting on the SUP takes 

action on the site plan as a separate approval. 
 
2
 Action by the BADA is limited to those properties for which no final certificate of occupancy has been granted.  

Otherwise, the matter goes to the Town Architectural Review Board. 

 

The process for reviewing and amending the Berryville Area Plan involves review and 

recommendation of an amended plan by the BADA to both the Town Council and Board of 

Supervisors.  Both governing bodies must take formal action on the amended plan for final 

approval.  This process is referenced in ¶6(a) of the Annexation Agreement. 
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A. CURRENT LAND USE CHARACTERISTICS AND DEVELOPING LAND USE 

 PATTERNS 

 

The Berryville Area's existing land use reflects a small town scale land development pattern, linear 

in fashion, coinciding with the crossroads of two major historic throughways, one connecting 

Winchester and Alexandria - Route 7, and the other providing a connection between Baltimore 

and Waynesboro - Route 340.  The existing railroad, completed in 1880, has also had a significant 

influence in shaping the existing land use pattern of the Berryville Area.  Minor commercial strips 

exist today along Route 7 Business in addition to the small downtown business district.  Industrial 

uses are located along the railroad, which runs north/south through the Berryville Area. 

 

The major attractiveness of the Berryville Area lies within the Town's central core.  Its small town 

character, emphasized by its tightly knit urban village pattern, is enhanced by numerous historic 

buildings and sites, a picturesque ensemble of county court buildings, and a rich and varied turn-

of-the-century Main Street.  Scattered throughout the area are numerous commercial and 

residential uses. 

 

Since the Berryville Area Plan’s inception, the Town has served as the primary hub for the 

County’s residential development.  Most of the pre-1990s neighborhoods are located in close 

proximity to the Downtown Business District and consist of moderate-density single family 

residential homes along with a limited number of townhomes and apartments.  Development 

patterns following the 1990s consisted of new traditional subdivisions along the Town’s 

boundaries and in the Annexation Area.  The Town’s land use regulations helped to ensure that 

these new subdivisions provided efficient connectivity to the Town’s existing public road and 

sidewalk networks.  Demand for residential units in the Town can be attributed to the availability 

of public water and sewer, the County’s philosophy of strongly discouraging residential 

development outside of the towns, and the high quality and convenience of small town living 

offered by the Town.   

 

Berryville also has historically served as the County’s commerce hub, situated at the intersection 

of two major highways (U.S. 340 and VA Route 7) and bisected by the Norfolk Southern rail line.  

With public water and sewer service and centrally-located Town and County government 

facilities, the Town is ideally suited to accommodate new, existing, and expanding commercial 

and light industrial uses.  The Downtown Business District is the center of commerce with a 

variety of retail, dining, and service establishments that help make the Downtown a desired 

destination for County residents and visitors.  The Town also supports light industrial and business 

uses along its East Main Street and First Street corridors.  The Berryville Area Plan’s Sub-Areas 

designated for business and light industrial uses are designed to complement rather than compete 

with the Downtown Business District and existing industrial areas. 

 

Both enlightened self-interest and a growing body of law support the importance of encouraging a 

mix of housing opportunities and prices to serve all levels of household incomes.  For this to 

become a reality in the future, the Town must continue a policy of providing reasonably priced 

urban services to the local housing industry. 
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Land Use Inventory 
For purposes of analysis when the BAP was first developed, the Berryville area was separated into 

four smaller study areas:  

 

 The Town of Berryville 

 Annexation Area "A" (annexed by the Town of Berryville on 1 January 1989) 

 Annexation Area "B" (located within the County of Clarke and the subject of this Plan)  

 A residue area situated contiguous to, but outside these areas.  Since this residue area was not 

incorporated into the original Berryville Area Plan, it is excluded from the 2015 Plan update. 

 

Table 7 lists the gross acreages composing the original defined study areas.  Table 8 presents a 

summary of the existing land uses in each Sub-Area by land use category.  Table 9 represents an 

inventory of vacant land in the study area by zoning classification, employing the current County 

and Town zoning categories. 

 

 

TABLE 7 -- EXISTING LAND USE STUDY AREAS 

 

 Study Area         Gross Acres 

 Town of Berryville (pre 1989)      493.2 

 Annexation Area "A"        350.0 

 Annexation Area "B"        836.7 

 Total                1679.9 

 

 

TABLE 8 -- EXISTING LAND USE PLANNING AREA INVENTORY 

 

Land Use Classification Sub-Area(s) Total Area (acres) 

Business/Office 6 13.1 

Environmental Conservation 12A & 13 51.1 

Historical/Cultural Preservation 11, 16, & 19B 34 

Highway-Visitor Commercial 7 23.1 

Institutional/Public 1, 2, & 20 85.8 

Low-Density Residential 3, 4, 9, 10, 15, 17, 18, 

27A, & 27B 

383.4 

Light Industrial/Research 12B, 19A, 21, & 23 126.6 

Medium Density Older Persons 

Residential 

6A 19.2 

Medium-Low Density Residential 5, 14, 22, 25, & 26 100.4 
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TABLE 9 – VACANT LAND BY ZONING CLASSIFICATION
1
 

 

Areas Annexed by the Town 

 

Zoning District Sub-Area(s) Total Area (acres) 

Business (B) 6 8.35 

Business Commercial (BC) 7 7.84 

Business Park (BP) 14, 19A, & 23 44.48 

Detached Residential-1 (DR-1) 22 & 27A 48.5 

Detached Residential-2 (DR-2) 9 41.26 

Institutional (ITL) 20 1.0 

Older Persons Residential (OPR) 6A 10.97 

 TOTAL: 162.40 

 

Areas Remaining in the County 

 

Zoning District Sub-Area(s) Total Area 

(acres) 

Ag-Open-Space-Conservation (AOC) 15 & 17 64.0 

Business (B) 6 4.6 

Business Commercial (BC) 7 6.74 

Business Park (BP) 12B & 14 14.05 

Detached Residential-1 (DR-1) 15 & 27B 20.21 

Open Space Residential (OSR) 13 & 15 33.99 

 TOTAL: 143.59 

 
1 

Source -- Clarke County Geographic Information System (acreages are approximate).   

 

 

B. METHODOLOGY USED IN DEVELOPING THE FUTURE LAND USE 

 DESIGNATIONS AND SUB-AREAS 

 

For the purposes of the Area Plan and subsequent revisions to the implementing land use 

ordinances, a range of land use districts has been identified.  Within each district, a base density 

has been established for the particular principal use.  Densities for residential areas are expressed 

in terms of "dwelling units per net acre" while intensities for commercial and industrial uses are 

conveyed in terms of "floor area ratios" applied to net developable acres within the Sub-Areas. 

 

Net Developable Acre Concept 

In simplest terms, “net developable acre” refers to the balance of a parcel of land that is actually 

developable once roads, utility infrastructure (water, sewer, stormwater management), and critical 

environmental areas are removed. Critical environmental areas include features such as steep 

slopes, sinkholes, and floodplains (see Map 2).  Utilizing the “net developable acre” provides a 

quantifiable approach to estimating the land carrying capacity of the Sub-Areas for the allocated 

uses. 
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The zoning districts for the Berryville Area employ the net developable area technique in 

establishing the minimum criteria for development, and thereby the land use yield for any given 

property use subject to a development proposal.  The net developable area concept enables the 

planner and landowner to establish a truer estimate of a given property's development capacity. 

Specifically, the Berryville zoning districts do not allow the inclusion of the land area covered by 

100 year floodplains, sinkholes, slopes greater than 25%, and half of the area of slopes between 

15% and 25% into the land area calculations of individual lots or required open space/landscaping 

areas.   

 

For example, in a zoning district with a minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet, if a portion of that 

lot falls within the 100 year flood plain that portion is not included in determining whether the lot 

meets the minimum lot size requirement.  An area, such as a flood plain, with inherent usability 

limitations should not be included in determining whether a lot is large enough to provide what is 

determined to be the minimally sufficient amount of usable space.  Similarly, areas with slopes 

greater than 25% that fall within required open space or landscape areas are not counted when 

determining whether that required area is large enough to meet zoning requirements.   

 

Required open or landscaped areas shall be usable; including areas with inherent use limits does 

not provide truly usable areas.  These critical environmental areas (floodplains, sinkholes, and 

steep slopes) may be included in any lot or required open space/landscaped area, but their land 

area cannot be counted toward the minimum area requirements for such lots or open 

space/landscaped areas.  The exclusion of such critical environmental areas from the developable 

area of a property shall be determined prior to its development.   

 

Land Use Designations 

The Berryville Area Plan provides for eight separate land use designations within three major land 

use categories.  The land use plan accommodates each of these within the context of the Berryville 

Area Plan's adopted goals and objectives, marketplace observations, demographic trends and 

growth management strategies.   

 

Residential Districts 

The Berryville Area accommodates a wide range of residential housing types and densities.  

Recognizing that future demands will likely continue for a similar range of diverse housing 

opportunities, the Area Plan's housing goals and objectives seek to encourage sensitively phased 

and appropriately scaled neighborhood locations for mixed housing types. 

 

Three separate residential land use designations have been selected for the land use plan:  Low 

Density Residential, Medium-Low Density Residential, and Medium Density Residential for 

Older Persons.  Each residential land use designation is selected and defined based on its 

appropriateness for the future housing needs and desires of the Berryville Area.  Densities for each 

of these land use designations were originally created to match the size and scale of development 

that is desired in the Town of Berryville.  These densities are generally expressed in this Plan as 

dwelling units per net developable acre.  

 

The residential densities recommended herein are presented in a range to provide maximum 

flexibility for the Board of Supervisors and Town Council to determine the most appropriate 
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density for any given development proposal.  The higher density zoning districts are to be applied 

where land use proposals will be optimally accommodated by existing public infrastructure, or 

where developers may propose site design features to mitigate any possible level of service 

degradation to infrastructure (e.g., roads, stormwater management, or public water/sewer) that 

may be caused by the development at build-out.  It should be incumbent upon developers to 

present zoning proposals, master planning, phasing concepts and public facilities programs which 

fully complement the adopted Area Plan and mitigate impacts on Town and County infrastructure.   

 

The following table summarizes the three residential land use designations: 

 

TABLE 10 – RESIDENTIAL LAND USE DESIGNATIONS AND DENSITIES 

 
Residential     Net Density 
Low Density Residential    1-2 Units per Net Developable Acre 
(single family detached) 
 
Medium-low Density Residential 2-4 Units per Net Developable Acre 
(single family detached) 
 
Medium Density Residential  (Exact density determined by site specific characteristics, 
for Older Persons(single family with the total number of units in Annexation Area B not 
detached, single family attached, to exceed 300, not more than 120 shall be multi-family units) 
and multi-family units)  
 
The Low Density Residential designation is intended to provide a transition between the existing 

small town oriented development patterns within the Berryville Area and the surrounding area.  

Housing in this land use designation will be developed at a maximum density of two units per net 

developable acre.  The Low Density Residential planning designation is implemented by zoning 

districts which incorporate a range of environmental design and land use performance standards, 

including opportunities for clustered development.  Cluster development provisions allow for 

neighborhoods with smaller lot layouts when coupled with additional developed recreation 

features, special setback conditions, and expanded open spaces.   

 

The Detached Residential-1 (DR-1) zoning district (1 dwelling unit per net acre) is to be applied to 

those locations within the Berryville Area that are planned for Low Density Residential uses.  The 

Detached Residential-2 (DR-2) zoning district (2 dwelling units per net acre) is also an appropriate 

density applied to Low Density Sub-Areas, subject to the ability of the applicant to address the 

goals and objectives of the Berryville Area Plan. 

 

The Medium-Low Density Residential designation was established to provide for single-family 

detached homes at higher densities in selected locations within the Berryville Area.  The 

application of this residential designation is targeted for (1) planning Sub-Areas with excellent 

accessibility and proximity to public and private community facilities, and (2) undeveloped 

planning Sub-Areas which are contiguous to similarly sized, existing residential areas.  The 

maximum residential density for the Medium-low Density Residential land use designation is four 

units per net developable acre.   
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The Detached Residential-2 (DR-2) zoning district is to be applied to those locations within the 

Berryville Area which are planned for Medium-low Density Residential uses.  This residential 

zoning district permits conventional and clustered development.  The clustering of residential lots 

is strongly encouraged in the Berryville Area Plan residential Sub-Areas.  The Detached 

Residential-4 (DR-4) zoning designation (4 dwelling units per net acre) would be applied to 

subject sites based on development proposals that address the specific issues and needs raised in 

the Berryville Area Plan, that best mitigate negative impacts on surrounding properties and public 

infrastructure, and that provide open space with appropriate landscape design and viewshed 

protection. 

 

The Medium Density Residential land use designation is designed for housing for Older Persons 

as single family detached, single family attached, and multi-family dwelling units.  It is especially 

appropriate to provide for housing for older persons.  With the aging of the Baby-boom 

generation, greater numbers of people will be seeking housing compatible with a retirement 

lifestyle and that meets the needs of seniors.  Providing for such uses not only meets a need for the 

most rapidly growing segment of the population but also provides for households with the greatest 

amount of discretionary income.  This high level of spendable income provides a greater 

opportunity for business and service activity.  Older Person housing carries the additional benefit 

of not resulting in an increase in public school services, the single most costly local government 

service. 

 

This planning designation is to be applied to select planning Sub-Areas with locational attributes 

conducive to older person residential development uses. This planning designation may replace 

the adopted land use designation of other Sub-Areas that also have the locational attributes 

conducive to Older Person Residential uses and if public service needs are not increased by 

establishment of such older person uses.  Specifically, the burden is on the applicant to show that 

the number of Peak Hour Trips, the amount of sewage, the demand on water resources, and the 

demand on emergency services generated by the proposed older person residential uses will be no 

greater than that generated by the uses allowed by a property's adopted land use designation.  To 

insure for a balance of housing types, a maximum of 300 dwellings for Older Persons are allowed 

in Annexation Area B, with not more than 120 of these dwellings being multi-family units. 

 

An older person residential zoning district that incorporates design principles and performance 

standards, oriented to retirement age residents, will provide the implementation mechanism for 

this housing designation.  The Older Person Residential (OPR) zoning district is to be applied to 

those locations within the Berryville Area planned, or subsequently designated, for Medium 

Density Residential for Older Person uses.  Properties should be zoned OPR only if the applicant 

presents zoning proposals, master planning, phasing concepts, and public facilities programs 

which fully complement the adopted Area Plan. 

 

The specific density for each site shall be determined by a plan showing the location of, and the 

relationship between, uses based on land use planning standards and urban design criteria.  These 

standards and criteria shall provide for quality neighborhoods that are complementary to the 

existing community and that do not generate undue public service needs.   
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New Approaches to Facilitate Flexible Housing Options  

In conjunction with the 2015 update of the Berryville Area Plan, policies were established to 

encourage and facilitate the development of a mix of housing types to serve the Town’s future 

housing demands (see Chapter III, Housing).  In particular, the future development of flexible 

housing types that would appeal to broad demographic of residents is desired that include 

elements such as: 

 

 Single-story structures with accessible design elements desirable to residents of all ages 

and that enable residents to “age in place.” 

 Compact lots, shared walls, and zero-lot line designs to create low-maintenance property 

footprints. 

 Amenities such as shared common areas, courtyards, sidewalks, trails, and open space to 

help create a sense of place for residents. 

 Innovative street, parking, and stormwater management designs to cluster units together 

and maximize use of space. 

 

Also undertaken as part of the 2015 Plan update was a study to determine the number of projected 

dwelling units throughout Annexation Area B that have gone unused as a result of residential  

development at lower densities or other projects.  Town and County Planning Staffs identified a 

total of 195 unused dwelling unit rights in six residential Sub-Areas: 

 

 Sub-Area 3 (Clarke County High School/Battlefield Estates South) – Total of 71 dwelling 

units not used as a result of constructing the new High School, recreation/open space, and 

stormwater management facilities. 

 Sub-Area 4 (Battlefield Estates North) – Total of 18 dwelling units not used, partially due 

to the need for stormwater management areas. 

 Sub-Area 18 (Berryville Glen) – Total of 45 dwelling units not used as a result of lower 

density development. 

 Sub-Areas 24 and 25 (Southgate/Northern Portion and Southgate Residential Area) – 

Total of 6 dwelling units not used as a result of lower density development. 

 Sub-Area 27A (Hermitage Residential Growth Area) – Total of 55 dwelling units not used 

as a result of lower density development and areas needed for stormwater management.   

 

Reallocation of these unused dwelling units to other residential Sub-Areas may be used as an 

approach to encourage development of flexible housing types with the aforementioned attributes 

without exceeding the total residential capacity identified in the original Berryville Area Plan.  As 

noted later in this Chapter, undeveloped residential Sub-Areas 9 (Northern Residential Growth 

Area) and 15 (Northeastern Residential Growth Area) are identified as potential candidates to 

receive reallocated dwelling units from other Sub-Areas. 

 

The Town and County should also consider adoption of new or modification of existing land use 

regulations for Annexation Area B that will further help to facilitate innovative design of flexible 

housing types and communities, especially regulations that maximize the use of land while 

protecting areas of environmental, scenic, or historic significance.   
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Commercial/Economic Development 

The Plan has been designed to accommodate three distinct commercial/economic development use 

classifications - Highway and Visitor Commercial, Business/Office, and Light 

Industrial/Research. 

 

The Berryville Area's center of commerce is the downtown Berryville business district.  The Area 

Plan's retail and business goals emphasize the community's desire and commitment for the 

existing downtown to serve as the principal location for new retail shopping and service 

opportunities.  In keeping with this, it is an objective of this Plan to discourage any shopping 

center and/or strip-styled retail land uses outside of downtown Berryville.   

 

For commercial and light industrial uses, the Plan utilizes “floor area ratio” (FAR) to articulate the 

desired density and scale in each planning area. Similar to residential uses, FAR utilizes the net 

developable acre concept but uses total floor area of commercial/light industrial structures in the 

ratio instead of number of dwelling units.  This Plan recommends an FAR of 0.30 per net acre for 

each land use designation. 

 

The Highway and Visitor Commercial designation addresses peripheral business-related land 

uses lying adjacent to the intersection of arterial highways.  The limitations included in this 

designation were set for the specific purpose of discouraging any future conversion of this land for 

intensive highway strip commercial or less desirable industrial/ warehousing uses.  The Highway 

and Visitor Commercial designation provides an opportunity for retail/service development in 

carefully chosen locations within the Berryville Area to complement the retail uses in the 

Downtown Business Commercial area.  This commercial land use designation does not encourage 

or provide for conventional shopping centers or large-scale, freestanding retailing establishments.  

To the extent achievable, via zoning district controls, development is to be compatible in physical 

scale and architectural themes with existing retail in the downtown area. The specific retail and 

service uses permitted in this district must be sensitive to the goal of maintaining the marketplace 

balance and critical mass essential to the continued health of the downtown retail sector. 

 

Peripheral commercial activities oriented to uses requiring a high degree of auto accessibility and 

serving the visitor commercial needs are accommodated in the Highway and Visitor Commercial 

designation.  Lodging and eating establishments related to tourism are accommodated in this 

designation.  Such establishments are to be creatively grouped in an efficient manner meeting the 

comprehensive planning objectives.  Adequate transportation and site planning of tourism related 

land uses shall minimize traffic conflicts with other commercial activities within the Berryville 

area.  The Business-Commercial (BC) zoning district is to be applied to the Sub-Areas with the 

Highway and Visitor Commercial designation. 

 

The Business/Office designation is established to encourage innovative design of office and 

employment related development that will provide opportunities for small scale business 

activities, as well as serve as a transitional land use between commercial and residential land uses.  

The application of the land use designation is intended for newly developing locations with good 

accessibility in the Berryville Area where offices and businesses of a scale compatible with 

surrounding residential areas are the principal use.  Development intensities can span a wide range 

in floor area ratios (up to .30 FAR) depending on the particular project's intended land uses, 
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physical characteristics, access, parking requirements and other infrastructure demands.  Quality 

site design principles, with significant buffers when adjacent to any residential land uses, are to be 

incorporated into Business/Office development projects.  The Business (B) zoning district is to be 

applied to those locations with the Business/Office designation. 

 

The Light Industrial/Research designation is organized to guide industrial-related land use 

activities within the Berryville Area.  Given the economic development goals of the community, 

this district does not encourage heavy industry, but, rather, promotes the development of research, 

development, training centers, light warehousing, light manufacturing, and incidental offices to 

such uses.  The intent of the Light Industrial/ Research planning designation is to accommodate 

such relatively low intensity industrial uses with site planning emphasizing landscaping and 

stringent performance standards for air and noise quality.  New economic development uses 

should be highly buffered from residential areas by significant landscaped setbacks and 

transitional uses, business office or public uses, where possible. 

 

This land use designation will apply to areas in the Berryville Area.  Development densities 

should not exceed 0.30 FAR, with implementation tied to detailed, site plan proposals.  Given the 

close proximity of those Sub-Areas planned for Light Industrial/Research uses to existing, low 

density residential and non-residential land uses, industrial applications shall be subject to 

stringent review for mitigation features.  This review shall use rigorous standards for external site 

uses (such as storage), sensitive lighting, signage, buffering (fencing and landscape materials), and 

other matters that could adversely impact the environment.  The Light Industrial (L-1) zoning 

district will be applied to those locations within the Berryville Area that are planned for Light 

Industrial/Research uses. 

 

Conservation/Preservation/Institutional Districts 

The fourth general planning category includes conservation, preservation, and institutional land 

uses.  These land uses are each uniquely susceptible to potential negative impacts from urban 

development activities, and require special regulatory oversight to ensure their continued 

protection.  Any and all land uses occurring within the Conservation/Preservation/Institutional 

areas shall be implemented by zoning districts and/or special use permit standards. 

 

The three planning designations include: (1) Environmental Conservation Areas, (2) 

Historic/Cultural Preservation Areas, and (3) Institutional/Public Areas.  In the areas which are 

directly related to conservation and sensitive physiographic areas (including Karst areas, flood 

plains, and stream valleys), planning policies and implementation guidelines shall protect the 

environment and surrounding land uses against ecological destruction and harmful encroachment. 

 

The Environmental Conservation designation for specific Sub-Areas within the Berryville Area 

is consistent with the goals and objectives of the Plan to maintain the natural and scenic qualities 

of the Berryville Area.  Within the Berryville Area, Environmental Conservation is applied to 

those Sub-Areas having unique geological and physiographic features which warrant their 

continued maintenance in limited residential use or passive open space and/or park uses.  Such 

features include those areas that may be situated within either 100-year floodplains or established 

environmentally sensitive areas critical to the management of storm drainage.  The intent of this 

land use orientation is to protect significant natural features which are subject to periodic 
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inundation from flood waters including water courses, stream valleys, marshes, forest cover in 

watershed lowlands, manmade drainage channels, and overland drainage areas which are impacted 

by the 100-year floodplain.  Land use controls for these areas are to ensure that future 

development provide for adequate drainage facilities as well as appropriate stormwater 

management improvements. 

 

The Historical/Cultural Preservation designation includes planning policies and implementation 

guidelines to encourage uses that will lead to their continuance, preservation and improvement in a 

manner appropriate to the Berryville Area's special heritage and scale.  Cultural, social, political, 

architectural and archeological influences must be carefully weighed to ensure that development 

within such districts will be in keeping with the character to be preserved and enhanced.  Both this 

and the previous land use designation would be compatible for certain properties for which the 

owners desire conservation easement status. 

 

The Open Space Residential (OSR) zoning district is designed to accommodate residences with 

the environmentally sensitive areas outlined above as well as properties with historic/cultural 

resource value located within the Berryville area.  Specifically, it is to be applied to Sub-Areas 

where (1) existing environmental conditions present geophysical constraints which may limit any 

development, and (2) an existing historic residence may be subject to future encroachment by 

more intense land uses.  The maximum allowable development density in this zoning district is 

one single-family detached residential unit per ten net developable acres.  The OSR district may be 

applied to those locations within the Berryville Area that are planned for Environmental 

Conservation and Historic/Cultural Preservation uses. 

 

Uses in the Institutional and Public Uses designation shall be focused on activities that directly 

or indirectly benefit the general public, including public facilities and uses that meet public goals 

including housing for the handicapped or senior citizens, or low to moderate income households.  

The concept of the Institutional and Public Use designation is incorporated to identify locations 

for municipal government properties and land uses (Town, County, and joint facilities) within the 

Berryville Area.  While lands incorporated into this designation are primarily intended for 

governmental agency use or quasi-public use, some mixed-use (private/public) orientations may 

be appropriate under special permit regulations.  The Institution (ITL) zoning district is to be 

established to implement the objectives of this land use designation. 

 

Summarized in the following table, are the three land use categories with a general overview of 

intended land uses and density guidelines: 
 
TABLE 11 – CONSERVATION/PRESERVATION/INSTITUTIONAL LAND USES AND 

DENSITIES 
 
Conservation/Preservation/Public  Density 
1. Environmental Conservation  No urban uses permitted, other uses as per   
       overlay zoning district requirements 
 
2. Historic/Cultural Preservation   Performance-based densities 
 
3. Institutional/Public   Use and densities as per zoning district   
       requirements 
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In addition, to these conventional land use controls, a Historic Access Corridor Overlay Zoning 

District has been established by the County to ensure high quality site design and architectural 

compatibility as permitted by State law.  The purpose of the district is to achieve architectural 

control of the buildings, structures, places, and areas of new development along the arterial streets 

or highways which are significant routes of tourist access to the County and surrounding areas.  In 

the Berryville area, the Historic Access Corridor Overlay Zoning District has been applied to the 

following County properties along the Route 7 corridor: 

 

 Within 300 feet of the rights of way of: 

o U.S 340 south of the Town corporate limits 

o Route 7 Business 

o Route 7 Bypass starting from a point 3,000 feet east of the western intersection of 

Route 7 Bypass and Route 7 Business to the intersection of Route 7 Bypass and 

U.S. 340 

 

 Within 1,000 feet of the rights of way of: 

o U.S. 340 north of the Town corporate limits 

o Route 7 Bypass from its western intersection with Route 7 Business to a point 

3,000 feet east of this intersection 

o Route 7 Bypass from its intersection with U.S. 340 to its eastern intersection with 

Route 7 Business. 

 

The Historic Access Corridor Overlay District provisions can be found in §3-E-4 of the Clarke 

County Zoning Ordinance. 

 

PLANNING AREA ANALYSIS 

The 880 acre growth ring around the Town of Berryville known as Annexation Area B, which is 

the focus of the Berryville Area Plan, was divided into twenty-seven separate and distinct 

geographical planning units when the Plan was developed and adopted in 1992.  Each planning 

unit, referred to as a planning Sub-Area, included an area of land that circumscribed a unique set 

of interrelated physiographic, topographic, and cultural characteristics that gave the Sub-Area its 

special identity.  In establishing the boundaries and location of the various planning Sub-Areas, 

the Plan's research, inventories and analysis carefully weighed the physical, social, economic and 

political resources and constraints of the entire Berryville Area.  Thus, in essence, the planning 

Sub-Area represents both a unit of analysis and a result of analysis. 

 

In the process of designing a preferred land use plan for the Berryville Area, each Sub-Area 

became a unit around which (a) concepts were evaluated, (b) alternative land uses were modeled 

and (c) compatibility with community planning goals is was tested.  The following updated 

narratives recognize the original evaluations while including current Sub-Area data and analysis. 

These narratives identify the key Sub-Area characteristics, including (a) Sub-Area boundary 

delineations and land area, (b) existing land use and zoning, (c) hydrology and geology, (d) 

topography and natural features, and (e) cultural and political aspects.  As related to the planning 

process, these factors and their interrelationships combine to have a direct bearing upon the 

process of structuring the optimal future land use(s) for any given Sub-Area.  For example, key 

topographic features, such as major ridges or drainage swales, will suggest some land-use patterns 
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and discourage others.  Similarly, existing highways and railroads constitute established man-

made systems that must be incorporated into this planning process. 

 

The original descriptions and designations of each Sub-Area section reflect town boundaries 

subsequent to the annexation effective January 1, 1989. The updated information reflects 

conditions in 2015.   

 

The original document has been helpful in addressing planning-related issues in the Berryville 

Area. These include the development of the transportation network, the number of projected 

housing units, the requisite upgrades to utility systems, and the direction in which economic 

development efforts should occur.  For example, in 2011 engineers and staff determined maximum 

daily flows for a new wastewater treatment plant, completed in 2013, that used development yield 

figures from the original Berryville Area Plan and the zoning applied to each parcel.  Best 

practices identified the daily flows for single-family residential at 350 gallons per day.   

 

 

C. SUB-AREA DESCRIPTIONS 

This section contains detailed descriptions of each Sub-Area in Annexation Area B including 

future land use designations and development considerations.  Future Land Use Plan Maps (Maps 

3 and 4) and a table depicting Projected Development Yields (Table 12) are located in the 

Appendix.   

 

SUB-AREA 1 

Name: WESTERN GATEWAY 

Acreage:   16.6 acres 

Land Use Designation: Institutional  

Annexed:   No 

 

Planning Sub-Area 1, containing approximately 17 acres, is located west of the Town limits and 

immediately east of the Route 7 Bypass/Route 7 Business intersection.  The Sub-Area is bounded 

by Route 7 Bypass on the north and Route 7 Business to the south.  The eastern boundary is the 

property line with the County Fairgrounds.  The land is currently zoned Institutional and Historic 

Access Corridor Overlay, and is regulated under the County’s zoning regulations. 

 

Enders and Shirley Funeral Home and St. Bridget’s Catholic Church are located in this Sub-Area.  

Town utilities have not been extended to this Sub-Area and it has not been annexed by the Town.  

The area is served by a private water line that is maintained by the property owners or by private 

agreement with the Town, and the two users use septic drainfields. It was determined that while 

these businesses may expand, significant additional development of this Sub-Area is unlikely.  A 

parish hall was added to the church parcel in 2013.  The extension of Town-maintained utilities is 

recommended if any additional development occurs.   

 

Businesses in this Sub-Area are accessed via Route 7 Business as their Route 7 frontages are 

designated as limited access.  Given the Sub-Area’s location to the Route 7/Route 7 Business 

intersection, it is a potential location for a future park-and-ride commuter lot. 

Given that this Sub-Area has excellent highway visibility and limited vegetative cover, planning 
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for any development must address issues of buffering, open space and landscaping.  The overall 

appearance of this property, as seen from both highways, must be a significant factor in selecting 

its most appropriate uses.  In this context, any development proposals for the land must be 

carefully weighed against the planning goals and objectives related to the entry corridors of the 

Berryville Area.  Due to the Sub-Area’s location, historic access corridor ordinance and design 

guidelines should be adhered to and addressed in any development applications. 

 

SUB-AREA 2 

Name: FAIRGROUNDS 

Acreage:   58.9 acres 

Land Use Designation: Institutional  

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 2, containing approximately 58.9 acres, is comprised of the Ruritan fairgrounds, two 

single-family homes, a commercial recreation business, two of the Town’s municipal water 

storage facilities and Town public works shop and storage area.  The zoning applied to this Sub-

Area is Institutional and Historic Access Corridor Overlay.  Its northerly and southerly boundaries 

are Route 7/Bypass and Route 7 Business, respectively.  The westerly boundary is delineated by 

the common property line with Sub-Area 1, while the easterly limits of the Sub-Area generally 

correspond to the north/south ridge whereon the existing water tanks are sited. The Town’s Public 

Works Department has access to sanitary sewer since the development of the Clarke County High 

School in Sub-Area 3.  Utilities have not been extended past this point and the Sub-Area has not 

been annexed by the Town.   

 

While the majority of this Sub-Area consists of the fairgrounds, there is the potential for future re-

development.  The Institutional zoning district allows for low- to moderate-income housing to be 

constructed allowing 12 units per net developable acre with an approved Special Use Permit.  The 

maximum potential density is 540 units.  The installation of Town utilities would be required of 

any developer who chose to build in this Sub-Area.   

 

The Institutional/Public Use planning designation supports and characterizes the dominant 

existing site uses.  The historic access corridor district regulations impact this Sub-Area and 

provide for design review treatment of any subsequent development proposals.  The Sub-Area has 

generally stable land uses given its major use as the County fairgrounds and Town water facilities.  

As such, no additional urban uses should be prescribed for the Sub-Area. 

 

Transportation improvements to the Sub-Area shall include provision for pedestrian movements, 

via sidewalks and paths, along Route 7 Business given the public nature uses in the Sub-Area. Due 

to its location to the Route 7 Bypass, a park and ride facility would be appropriate for this Sub-

Area and should be considered in the future.   
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SUB-AREA 3 

Name: HIGH SCHOOL/BATTLEFIELD ESTATES SOUTH 

Acreage:   84.4 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 3 contains approximately 84 acres and is located entirely within Town limits.  It is 

bordered on the south by Route 7 Business and the Berryville Corporate Limits.  The north and 

west boundaries of the Sub-Area is Mosby Boulevard. Sub-Area 3 is the location of the Clarke 

County High School which was completed in the fall of 2012.  71 single-family homes were 

removed from the original yield of 290 homes in order to build the high school.  A total of 143 

single-family homes are constructed within this Sub-Area in the Battlefield Estates Subdivision 

with two undeveloped lots remaining.  The zoning in Sub-Area 3 is DR-4 Detached Residential.   

 

The residential density should not exceed two dwelling units per net developable acre.  Density 

calculations should be based on the developable or net acreage of a parcel so as to better reflect its 

actual development potential.   

 

Significant transportation improvements have occurred in Sub-Area 3 since the Area Plan’s 

development.  The Mosby Boulevard extension which was part of the Berryville Area Plan 

Proposed Road Network was completed in 2012.  A roundabout was added to the intersection of 

West Main Street (Business 7), Mosby Boulevard and Westwood Road and has been an effective 

tool for traffic management.  A multi-use trail was constructed by the Town in the mid-2000s that 

runs along the Clarke County High School site.  The path was paved as a part of the high school  

development and is now extended to Chet Hobert Park.  The path also follows the new portion of 

Mosby Boulevard from the intersection to existing sidewalks.   

 

As of 2015, this Sub-Area is close to maximum build-out assuming the Clarke County High 

School property cannot be further developed.  This Sub-Area may be a candidate for removal from 

the Plan in the near future.  

 

SUB-AREA 4  

Name: BATTLEFIELD ESTATES NORTH 

Acreage:   50.1 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 4, containing approximately 50.1 acres, is located between Mosby Boulevard to the 

south, Route 7 Bypass to the north, Hancock Court to the east, and the Ruritan Fairgrounds to the 

west. The parcels within this Sub-Area are zoned Detached Residential-4 (DR-4) and have been 

annexed by the Town.  There are 54 single-family units within this Sub-Area with 8 single-family 

lots remaining.   

  

The Clarke County School Board purchased a 13.6-acre parcel on the northwest portion of this  

Sub-Area concurrently with the parcel on which the Clarke County High School is built. Much of 

the northern parcel is encumbered by a storm water management facility that was constructed as a 
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part of the extension of Mosby Boulevard to capture storm water from the road surface.  A total of 

18 dwelling units were removed from the Battlefield Estates development plan due to the purchase 

of this property by the School Board. 

 

As of 2015, this Sub-Area is close to maximum build-out assuming the Clarke County School 

Board property cannot be further developed.  It is recommended that the Sub-Area be retained as 

future development is dependent on the stormwater detention facility.  Future stormwater 

requirements may also be modified which could allow additional development. 

 

SUB-AREA 5 

Name: BATTLEFIELD ESTATES EAST 

Acreage:   30.8 acres 

Land Use Designation: Medium Density Residential  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 5 contains approximately 30.8 acres and is generally situated south of Mosby Boulevard 

from Jackson Drive to US 340.  The entire Sub-Area is located within Town limits.  

 

There are 58 single-family homes built in this Sub-Area with four lots remaining which is the total 

number originally proposed yield for this Sub-Area.  Residential streets included in this Sub-Area 

are Stuart, Ashby, Archer, Breckinridge and Pickett Courts.  Several houses front on Mosby 

Boulevard.  All of the parcels in this Sub-Area are zoned Detached Residential-4 (DR-4). 

 

As of 2015, this Sub-Area is close to maximum build-out with only two undeveloped DR-4 zoned 

parcels on the north side of Mosby Boulevard.  This Sub-Area may be a candidate for removal 

from the Plan in the near future.   

 

SUB-AREA 6 

Name: MOSBY BUSINESS AREA 

Acreage:   15.95 acres 

Land Use Designation: Business/Office  

Annexed:   Western portion has been annexed 

 

Sub-Area 6 contains approximately 16 acres in two non-contiguous areas and is situated between 

Sub-Area 4 on the west, Sub-Area 7 to the east, Mosby Boulevard to the south and the 7 Bypass to 

the north.  

 

Sub-Area 6 was modified in 2009 when a rezoning occurred in order to expand the Older Person 

Residential zoning district to allow for the development of the Robert Regan House in Sub-Area 

6A.  The project was not completed at that time.  A similar application for a Special Use Permit 

was resubmitted and approved in 2013.  This portion of Sub-Area 6 is located within Town limits.  

The eastern portion of Sub-Area 6, located adjacent to Sub-Area 7, remains in the County. 

 

Sub-Area 6 also includes a portion of the parcel owned by the North Buckmarsh LLC located at 

the southwestern corner of the intersection of 7 Bypass and 340.  This portion of Sub-Area 6 has 

not been annexed by the Town.  The zoning applied to all portions of Sub-Area 6 is B Business.  
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This district allows for a broad range of business activities and encourages employment related 

development.  The portion of Sub-Area 6 that has not been annexed by the Town also includes the 

Historic Access Corridor Overlay District which extends 300 feet south of the right of way for 

Route 7.  

 

The Business/Office land use designation is applied to Sub-Area 6 to establish the framework for a 

low intensity business park that will be planned in conjunction with Sub-Area 7.  

 

The proposed Business-B zoning district for this Sub-Area states that Development intensity 

should not exceed a 0.3 floor area ratio (FAR), based on the net developable area within the Sub-

Area.  Sub-Area 6 has an approximate development capacity of approximately 95,000 square feet 

of leasable area. 

 

SUB-AREA 6A 

Name: MOSBY FLEXIBLE RESIDENTIAL AREA 

Acreage:   19.2 acres 

Land Use Designation: Medium Density Residential for Older Persons; Medium-Low  

    Density Residential (alternative) 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 6A contains approximately 18 acres and is situated between Sub-Area 6 on the west and 

north, Sub-Area 7 to the east, and Sub-Area 5 to the south. The entire Sub-Area is located within 

the Town.   

 

This Sub-Area was originally established to facilitate development of medium-density senior 

housing developments, and the Older Person Residential (OPR) zoning district was applied to all 

properties within the Sub-Area.  The OPR District allows for the broadest range of housing types 

available in the Berryville Area including single-family detached homes, duplexes, 

triplexes/quadplexes, townhouses, and multi-family structures.  Mary Hardesty House, a 

multifamily senior housing complex, and the Greenfield Assisted Living Facility were developed 

in this Sub-Area over the past twenty years along with several single-family detached residences.  

An additional multi-family residential complex was approved in 2013 for a maximum of 60 units. 

 

The OPR District was originally adopted by the Town of Berryville and Clarke County in 

accordance with the Berryville Area Plan’s original recommended densities – a maximum of 300 

residential units for all properties zoned OPR including a maximum of 120 multi-family 

residential units.  With the approval of the two multi-family residential complexes, the total 

number of multi-family units set forth in the Town Ordinance and Berryville Area Plan was 

exhausted. 

 

Alternative Design Option 

In conjunction with the 2015 update of the Berryville Area Plan, policies were established to 

encourage and facilitate the development of a mix of housing types to serve the Town’s future 

housing demands.  In particular, the future development of flexible housing types that would 

appeal to broad demographic of residents is desired that include elements such as: 
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 Single-story structures with accessible design elements desirable to residents of all ages 

and enabling residents to “age in place.” 

 Compact lots, shared walls, and zero-lot line designs to create low-maintenance property 

footprints. 

 Amenities such as shared common areas, courtyards, sidewalks, trails, and open space to 

help create a sense of place for residents. 

 Innovative street, parking, and stormwater management designs to cluster units together 

and maximize use of space. 

 

In an effort to encourage development of a mix of housing types with these characteristics in this 

Sub-Area, an alternative development option is recommended.  Developers may be able to re-zone 

to the Attached Residential (AR) District provided that their proposal includes the aforementioned 

design elements, mitigates impacts on public infrastructure and surrounding properties, and meets 

all requirements of the Town’s AR District.  A maximum of fifty (50) AR District units are set 

aside for this alternative development option.  These units would not be subject to age-restriction 

requirements of the OPR District but they would be deducted from the total number of units 

programmed for this Sub-Area. 

 

Other Sub-Area Considerations 

Transportation is a critical component of this Sub-Area. Its development pattern has dictated a 

road network which accesses Greenfield and future development to the north of Mosby Boulevard.  

Vehicular and pedestrian connectivity of this area shall be considered with future development.  

The public street system in this Sub-Area (Chamberlain and McClellan) must be completed and 

brought into the Town’s road system prior to additional development.  Emergency access and 

appropriate lighting is important to the health, safety and welfare of those who live and work in 

this Sub-Area as well as to emergency responders.   

 

Other relevant planning issues for Sub-Area 6A, include provision of quality landscaping, 

screening and buffering to alleviate potential concerns from residential uses to the south and west.  

The design and scale of the proposed uses should have a residential character that extends the 

small town design features and respects the architectural themes in the Berryville Area.  A 

consistent design program should be established for all proposed buildings within the 

development.  Site design requirements shall include the siting and massing of buildings to 

enhance the views of the site from Mosby Boulevard and adjacent residential areas.  Site planning 

shall also include extensive landscaping to screen the views of the buildings from these same 

vantages. 

 

Site Plan and other future land use decisions in Sub-Area 6A should only approve development 

proposals that present a workable transportation solution, with public streets, which is in 

compliance with provisions for safe and adequate ingress/egress measures into the Sub-Area, as 

well as, adequate public street linkages within the overall planning precinct.  The private sector 

should design and construct public roads in the planning precinct necessary to carry the ultimate 

traffic loadings for the projected development.  In addition, transportation plans shall provide for 

bikeways as well as internal pedestrian movements via sidewalks and paths. 
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SUB-AREA 7 

Name: NORTHERN GATEWAY/MOSBY HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL 

Acreage:   23.1 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 7, containing approximately 23 acres, is situated in the southwest quadrant of the Route 

7 Bypass/Route 340 highway interchange, being bordered on the north and east by these roads.  

The southern boundary abuts Mosby Boulevard.  The Sub-Area is zoned Business Commercial 

BC which provides locations for highway commercial uses including restaurants and motels. The 

Highway Access Corridor Overlay District also covers a portion of this Sub-Area – 300 feet south 

of the Route 7 right of way.  Approximately 13 acres of Sub-Area 7, including the Food Lion and 

Bank of Clarke County, have been annexed by the Town.  

 

The land use designation for Sub-Area 7 is Highway and Visitor Commercial.  The Highway and 

Visitor Commercial land uses are established to provide locations within the Berryville Area for 

highway oriented business and commercial activities such as retail uses dependent on automobile 

access, restaurants, lodging, and offices.  The locational characteristics of the Highway and Visitor 

Commercial uses solidify the goals of both the Town and County to expand the tax base while 

preventing the spread of urban-scale commercial development into rural portions of the County 

and providing for such development in the area of the County where urban services are available. 

 

The transportation network in Sub-Area 7 must allow for access to the northern-most parcel.  The 

roads within this Sub-Area must also be brought into the Town’s secondary street system to allow 

for public access to both developed and undeveloped parcels.  As this location is the northern 

entrance to the Town, aesthetics reflected in architectural design and landscaping shall be 

considered as a part of the development in this area.  Direct access to North Buckmarsh Street 

should be limited, prohibiting full entrances with the possibility of right in/right out ingress/egress.   

Consideration shall also be given to completing connectivity between McNeill Drive and 

Chamberlain Street to facilitate traffic to use McClellan Street in order to exit the Sub-Area via 

Mosby Boulevard.  This will help to minimize stacking and other access management concerns 

with traffic attempting to exit the Sub-Area via McNeill Drive to use the signalized intersection at 

Mosby Boulevard and North Buckmarsh Street. 

 

The Highway and Visitor Commercial Land use policy is designed to encourage business and 

commercial employment uses in a master planned setting, with an emphasis on low density, well 

landscaped development.  This strategy is in keeping with the Town and County’s firm 

commitment to the preservation of its existing residential neighborhoods and the semirural 

lifestyle of the outlying community, while ensuring the economic vitality and stability of the 

County and the Town.   

 

Private developers shall coordinate their work to establish a master site plan for the surrounding 

Sub-Areas (Sub-Area 4, 5, 6 and 7) as a condition of any specific land use approval.  A consistent 

design theme shall be established for all proposed buildings within the Sub-Area.  Given the 

locational and topographic characteristics of this Sub-Area, development shall emphasize low 

intensity building coverage, quality landscaping and buffering as well as the preservation of the 
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extensive natural drainageways which impact the site.  Site planning and design shall address 

stormwater management and preserve the existing natural swales and ridges.   

 

Development intensity in the Business Commercial Zoning District proposed for this Sub-Area 

should not exceed a 0.3 floor area ratio (FAR), based on the net developable area within the Sub-

Area.  The Sub-Area has an estimated development capacity of 210,000 square feet of leasable 

area.   

 

The type and scale of commercial uses should relate to the architectural styling, massing, and 

materials described in the guidelines for the Historic Access Corridor while serving the prevailing 

marketplace needs.  The planning of public streets, and water and sanitary sewer service shall 

address both on-site and off-site improvements as a condition of approval.   

 

SUB-AREA 8  

Name: CEMETERY 

Acreage:   N/A 

Land Use Designation: N/A  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 8, containing approximately 22.2 acres, is located immediately north of the Town of 

Berryville, on the east side of Route 340.  The Sub-Area is developed entirely as Green Hill 

Cemetery, with the entire Sub-Area under the ownership of the cemetery corporation. The parcels 

within this Sub-Area are zoned Institutional ITL.  Since this original Sub-Area does not have 

development potential, it is removed from the revised Plan.  

 

SUB-AREA 9  

Name: NORTHERN RESIDENTIAL GROWTH AREA 

Acreage:   41.7 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 9, a portion of the farm referred to as Soldier's Rest, contains approximately 41.7 acres 

and is located in the southeast quadrant of the Route 7 Bypass/Route 340 interchange.  A major 

ridge formation constitutes the largest part of the Sub-Area’s eastern boundary, with the balance 

following the Sub-Area 11 boundary, a minor swaled drainage way that runs in a northerly 

direction towards Route 7 Bypass.  The southerly boundary corresponds to an east-west ridge that 

approximately delineates the line between Annexation Area B and the previous Town corporate 

limits.  Route 7 Bypass provides the northerly limits of the Sub-Area, with Green Hill Cemetery 

serving as the western limits of this undeveloped property.  Sub-Area 9 is currently zoned 

Detached Residential – 2 (DR-2).  The entire Sub-Area is located within town limits. 

 

The Sub-Area is highly visible from the Route 7 Bypass because of the road's elevation.  But, it is 

well buffered from any views from Route 340 by the cemetery and adjacent ridge formation.  The 

well contained basin orientation has its most direct visibility from Sub-Area 11 (the historic 

Soldier's Rest residence). 
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The Low Density Residential land use designation, in combination with the Historic Access 

Corridor design requirements, provides for an appropriately scaled residential neighborhood 

compatible with the ecological and locational characteristics of the property as well as the 

character of the adjoining Green Hill Cemetery and the historic house, Soldier's Rest.  Due to its 

position in the watershed, stormwater management and drainage should be addressed relative to 

potential downstream runoff problems.   

 

In 2005, an application was submitted for the Shenandoah Crossing subdivision which includes 

this Sub-Area and a small portion of Sub-Area 10 and created 79 lots permitted under cluster 

subdivision design regulations.  At the same time, a development plan was submitted for the 

Fellowship Square property immediately to the south of Sub-Area 9 which is not located in 

Annexation Area B. An integrated road plan was submitted that addressed the extension of Fairfax 

Street; access to Sub-Areas 9, 10 and 11; and off-site improvements on the western portion of 

Fairfax Street to 340.  Due to the economic downturn, the developers of both parcels discontinued 

their efforts to develop the respective parcels, however these approved plans control future 

development of the property.  

 

A portion of this Sub-Area was developed in conjunction with Darbybrook Subdivision (described 

in Sub-Area 10).  The boundaries of this Sub-Area have been adjusted with the 2015 Plan update 

to reflect the parcel boundaries of the Darbybrook and Shenandoah Crossing developments. 

 

A cluster design for all residential units is encouraged and would provide opportunities to reserve 

significant slopes, sensitive environmental areas, and natural drainage ways.  Unit siting, setbacks, 

and related landscape buffering should protect the Soldier’s Rest house and adhere to the Historic 

Access Corridor design principles.  Cluster development incentives shall be considered in the 

future, allowing for increased density within this subdivision and the Fellowship Square parcel to 

the south.  Continued discussions with both property owners should be encouraged in order to 

maximize development potential and allow for higher density residential development closer to 

downtown which allows for a more walkable/bicycle friendly community.   

 

As of 2015, the entire projected yield of 54 dwelling units is obligated to the Shenandoah Crossing 

project but none of the units have been developed.  The original Berryville Area Plan identified 

Future Land Uses in Table V-1 and included planned yields for respective commercial and 

residential development.  Of the residential development that has occurred in Annexation Area B 

through 2015, 195 dwelling units of the planned yield have not been constructed.  Given that the 

Shenandoah Crossing lots have not yet been developed, this Sub-Area could be considered for 

additional dwelling units from those units not used in other Sub-Areas. Projects that utilize cluster 

design with provision of open space, incorporate age-in-place design elements in the proposed 

homes, and propose a mix of housing types and sizes should be considered for additional density. 
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SUB-AREA 10 

Name: FIRST STREET RESIDENTIAL AREA 

Acreage:   9.5 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential  

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 10, originally containing approximately 9.5 acres, is bounded on the south by the 

previous Town corporate limits with the Battletown townhouses beyond.  The previously 

described ridge formation establishing its western boundary is common with Sub-Areas 9 and 11.  

The northerly boundary follows the centerline of the stream, Buckmarsh Run that drains the 

majority of this Sub-Area.  To the east, a number of residences line the First Street frontage across 

from the industrial property on the east side of First Street.  

 

The property within this Sub-Area, known as Apple Glen, was previously subdivided into 67 

quarter-acre lots using property in both Sub-Areas 9 and 10.  The parcels within the development 

are zoned Detached Residential-4 (DR-4).  The subdivision was fully built out as the Darbybrook 

Subdivision in 2005 and 2006 using the general layout from the original subdivision.  This portion 

of the Sub-Area has been annexed into the Town and has been removed from the Plan with the 

2015 update.  Also in conjunction with the 2015 update, the stormwater detention facility that 

serves Darbybrook Subdivision and is located at the end of Page Street is removed from the plan.  

This change results in a maximum development yield for Sub-Area 10 of six (6) units.  

 

This Sub-Area also includes two parcels that front on First Street and are not part of Darbybrook 

Subdivision.  These parcels are zoned Detached Residential-2 (DR-2) and have not been annexed 

by the Town.   

 

SUB-AREA 11 

Name: SOLDIER’S REST PRESERVATION AREA 

Acreage:   13.8 acres 

Land Use Designation: Historical/Cultural Preservation 

Annexed:   No 

 

The configuration of Sub-Area 11, comprising 13.8 acres, establishes a desirable boundary around 

the historic house, Soldier’s Rest.  The Sub-Area encompasses the main grounds and physical 

improvements of Soldier’s Rest, with its west, south and east boundaries common with those of 

Sub-Areas 9, 10, and 12, respectively.  The northerly Sub-Area boundary is Route 7 Bypass.  The 

Sub-Area is zoned Open Space Residential (OSR). A small portion of the original Sub-Area the 

storm water detention facility for the Darbybrook Subdivision at the terminus of Page Street zoned 

Detached Residential-4 (DR-4), was removed in conjunction with the 2015 Plan update. 

 

The OSR zoning designation allows for one (1) residential structure for every ten (10) acres. The 

district was created to preserve and protect properties with significant cultural and/or historical 

value; those areas with sensitive environmental features; and promote open space within 

Annexation Area B. The County’s historic resources survey (survey #21-73) states that what is 

now rear wing of the Soldier’s Rest house dates from circa 1769 with a major addition in the 

1820’s of what is now the front of the house.  The several farm related outbuildings date from the 
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late 19th or early 20th century.  There are several 20th century modifications to the structure.  It is 

believed that Daniel Morgan constructed the house or at least owned it briefly.  It is one of the first 

houses in the County constructed of milled wood which may have come from the Burwell-Morgan 

Mill in Millwood.  A small log building, which stood about 200 yards east of the house adjacent to 

the nearby spring, was used by George Washington as an office when he surveyed in the area.  It 

is also thought that the house was used as a hospital during the Civil War, hence its name.  Given 

the historic character of the residence, Sub-Area 11 should be designated for preservation and 

conservation uses.  The programming and design of land uses in adjacent planning units shall 

respect historic preservation goals. 

 

The Sub-Area has a northeasterly sloping orientation with moderate relief.  Buckmarsh Run serves 

as the eastern boundary of this Sub-Area.  This environmentally sensitive floodplain is shared with 

Sub-Areas 10, 12, and 13.   

 

The historic residence is currently accessed via a farm road along the boundary between Sub-

Areas 9 and 10.  The Shenandoah Crossing subdivision development plans showed much of this 

access easement being vacated and access to Soldier’s Rest (known as Price’s Lane) will be from 

Petal Drive, a stub street that was developed as part of the Darbybrook Subdivision.  

 

SUB-AREA 12 

Name:   FIRST STREET CONSERVATION AREA (12A) 

    FIRST STREET LIGHT INDUSTRIAL AREA (12B) 

Acreage:   26.3 acres (12A – 18.7 acres; 12B – 7.6 acres) 

Land Use Designation: Environmental Conservation (12A)/Light Industrial/Research (12B) 

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 12, containing approximately 26 acres, is bounded by the railroad right-of-way on the 

east and Route 7 Bypass on the north.  The balance of the Sub-Area boundary follows Buckmarsh 

Run, the stream channel which serves as the northern boundaries of Sub-Areas 10 and 11.  The 

Sub-Area is bisected by First Street and has a mix of Open Space Residential (OSR) and Industrial 

(L-1) zoning.   

 

The land in Sub-Area 12 is characterized as environmentally sensitive and is predominantly low, 

marshy, flood-prone property with poor internal drainage attributes.  The property has good 

visibility from the Route 7 Bypass and from the Soldier's Rest residence to the west.   

 

Four existing single-family residences are sited on the only properties in this Sub-Area not subject 

to regular flooding.  The balance of the land is a critical environmental area with any future 

development subject to the most restrictive development and floodplain regulations. 

 

Access into this area is from First Street.  The Transportation Plan addresses the need to reserve 

additional right-of-way along First Street to accommodate any future widening.  Also, the existing 

culverts under First Street and the railroad embankment for Buckmarsh Run should be expanded 

as their limited hydraulic capacity increase the flooding potential of First Street and the entire Sub-

Area.  Both 12A and 12B are subject to the Historic Access Corridor design guidelines. 
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The critical environmental areas in the Sub-Area are extensive and should be preserved in 

conjunction with the maintenance of the existing residences located on First Street.  No significant 

alteration of the existing stream or wetlands is recommended.  Provision of stormwater 

management facilities in this Sub-Area, serving other Sub-Areas is discouraged.  Preservation of 

the critical environmental areas would also provide a visual and physical buffer between the two 

incompatible uses of industrial (Sub-Area 12B) and residential (Sub-Areas 10 and 11).  Under the 

given planning designations, the Sub-Area should be considered as having the lowest planning 

priority for any form of urban development.   

 

Sub-Area 12A 

Sub-Area 12A has not been annexed by the Town and constitutes all the Sub-Area west of First 

Street and the northern half of the area between First Street and the Norfolk Southern Railroad.   

 

This Sub-Area was originally assigned a yield of two dwelling units.  However, it was noted 

during the 2015 update of this Plan that each of the parcels of record in Sub-Area 12A contain an  

existing dwelling. Given the Sub-Area’s significant environmental constraints, no development 

above and beyond the original dwelling unit rights assigned by the County should be allowed.   

 

Sub-Area 12B 

Sub-Area 12B is located outside of the Town corporate limits.  12B is the remaining portion of the 

Sub-Area between First Street and the Railroad, which is currently zoned for industrial uses and 

has been partially filled.  The Light Industrial/Research land use designation for Sub-Area 12B 

recognizes the existing underlying zoning district designation for the subject area as well as the 

filling activities that occurred in the past.  Given the Sub-Area’s environmental constraints, 

development should be subject to regulations that govern in critical environmental areas. 

 

Without the substantial mitigation of the existing floodplain and critical environmental areas, this 

site is not conducive to any intensive land uses.  This assessment of the existing environmental 

conditions is based on an in-depth analysis of the geophysical constraints that may preclude any 

development. 

 

The Business Park (BP) zoning district is applied to Sub-Area 12B.  This recognizes the existing, 

fully developed character of the parcel immediately south of this Sub-Area.  Development within 

Sub-Area 12B should be subject to the more restrictive and rigorous regulations imposed under 

the proposed Business Industrial, BI, zoning district regulations and performance criteria. 

 

Site development in Sub-Area 12B should be coordinated with the industrial development along 

First Street.  Future land use decisions in Sub-Area 12B should be subject to the stipulation that 

development proposals present a workable transportation solution which is in compliance with 

provisions for safe and adequate ingress/egress measures into the Sub-Area.  Attention should be 

paid to the amount of traffic that would be generated from development in this Sub-Area that 

would travel through the intersection of East Main Street and First Street.  Developer-funded 

improvements shall be pursued in accordance with any accepted traffic impact studies for new 

development in this Sub-Area. 

 

Sub-Area 12B has a development capacity of approximately 75,000 square feet of leasable area. 
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SUB-AREA 13 

Name:   BUCKMARSH RUN CONSERVATION AREA 

Acreage:   32.4 acres 

Land Use Designation: Environmental Conservation 

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 13, containing approximately 32 acres, is bounded on the northwest by the railroad and 

on the northeast by Route 7 Bypass.  Most of the southern boundary follows the floodplain of 

Buckmarsh Run, common with Sub-Areas 10, 11, and 12.  The entire Sub-Area is located outside 

of Town limits and is currently undeveloped. 

 

Given the marshy, flood-prone characteristics of the area, it is classified as an environmentally 

sensitive area and is currently zoned Open Space Residential (OSR).  The Open Space Residential  

 

District allows for by-right development of single-family dwellings on lots no smaller than ten 

(10) acres in size.   

 

Similar to Sub-Area 12A and Sub-Area 12B, this Sub-Area is seasonally wet and has poorly 

drained bottom land character.  The environmental make-up of the sub-area renders it unsuitable 

for urban land uses, and as such, the land should be viewed as having the lowest comparative 

development potentials in the Berryville Area.  No urban land uses should be permitted for this 

land unit.  Coordination of stormwater management plans with those of other Sub-Areas is critical 

to preserving the natural integrity of this Sub-Area; every step should be taken so that each Sub-

Area detains its run-off on site.  Alteration of the Buckmarsh Run stream channel is discouraged. 

 

The southern boundary of this Sub-Area was developed using topographic maps and may include 

limited areas that are not considered critical environmental areas (e.g., floodplain or flood-prone).  

In the event that developable land is located along the southern boundary of this Sub-Area through 

site engineering and analysis, these areas may be considered developable as part of the adjacent 

Sub-Area. 

 

SUB-AREA 14 

Name:   NORTHEAST RESIDENTIAL TRANSITION AREA 

Acreage:   7.2 acres 

Land Use Designation: Medium-Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 14, containing approximately 7.2 acres, is located just to the southeast of the railroad 

right-of-way that also corresponds to the current boundary of the Town of Berryville.  The Sub-

Area is bordered on the south and east by existing development that includes an established 

neighborhood of single-family detached homes.  The Sub-Area is bounded on the east by a well-

defined natural swale, which drains into the lowlands of Sub-Area 13.  The entire Sub-Area is 

currently located outside of Town limits. 

 

The Sub-Area is undeveloped and the physiography of the site with limited transportation access 

is not conducive to intensive land uses, particularly industrial uses.  Mixed hardwood vegetation is 
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scattered throughout the planning unit, affording opportunities for visual buffers for the residential 

area to the south.  Future land uses should be clustered so as to preserve the site’s natural drainage 

way.   

 

Transportation planning for Sub-Area 14 shall provide for connections through the existing 

Battletown Subdivision as well as potential linkages into Sub-Area 15.  Transportation planning 

should also consider the potential for any developer-funded local collector road options that could 

be identified to provide direct connectivity from this Sub-Area to East Main Street.  

 

The Sub-Area is currently zoned Business Park (BP) and is adjacent to the Norfolk Southern 

Railroad.  Modifying this land use and its zoning should be considered due to its lack of vehicular 

access.  Access is currently from Cattleman’s Lane which is owned by Norfolk Southern Railroad.  

This road is substandard in width and is not publicly maintained making it unsuitable for business 

access absent substantial investment in a new industrial collector road. 

 

This Sub-Area, previously designated as Sub-Area 14A, was originally recommended for light 

industrial uses due to its proximity to the Norfolk-Southern Railroad.  In conjunction with the 

2015 Plan update, this Sub-Area is now recommended for development of medium-low density 

residential as a transition area between the railroad and the adjoining low-density residential uses 

recommended for Sub-Area 15.  Given the challenges of developing safe and effective 

ingress/egress for industrial traffic, this Sub-Area would be better served by lower-capacity 

residential streets constructed as part of a phased development plan that could occur in the future 

in Sub-Area 15.  

 

Zoning requirements should encourage that residential development be planned in clusters.  

Cluster design for the residential neighborhood would provide the opportunity to reserve sensitive 

environmental areas and natural drainage ways, which would in turn, provide for more efficient 

use of the land.  Clustering would also be an important tool by which land disturbance and grading 

activities could be confined.   

 

It should be noted that the majority of the land contained in the Sub-Areas 13, 14, and 15 are in 

common ownership as of the 2015 Berryville Area Plan update.  This presents the potential 

opportunity of facilitating a master plan development for these Sub-Areas including, but not 

limited to, the following elements: 

 

 Transportation connectivity and improvements (see discussion under Sub-Areas 15 and 17). 

 Cluster design to reduce infrastructure costs and adverse environmental impacts. 

 Walkability elements including sidewalks and walking trails. 

 View shed protection. 

 Master planning for public water, public sewer, and stormwater infrastructure. 

 Cash proffers or other developer-funded improvements to mitigate the impact of new 

development on Town and County capital needs. 

 

If supported by a master plan of development that effectively addresses these and other elements, 

Sub-Area 14 support medium-low density residential development at a density of 4 units per acre.  
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The maximum potential yield for this Sub-Area is 28 units.  The original Berryville Area Plan 

identified Future Land Uses in Table V-1 and included planned yields for respective commercial 

and residential development.  Of the residential development that has occurred in Annexation Area 

B through 2015, 195 dwelling units of the planned yield had not been constructed.  Additional 

density that would allow for a portion of these units to be included in this Sub-Area would come 

from these unused dwelling units.   

 

SUB-AREA 15  

Name:   NORTHEASTERN RESIDENTIAL GROWTH AREA 

Acreage:   63.1 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 15, containing approximately 63 acres, surrounds the large historic house, Bel Voi, and 

is bounded on its outer limits by the Route 7 Bypass and the lowlands of Sub-Area 13 to the north, 

a well-defined drainage way to the west and the Battletown Subdivision to the south.  The land is 

currently zoned Detached Residential-1 (DR-1).  The entire Sub-Area is located outside of Town 

limits.  The boundaries of this Sub-Area were revised with the 2015 Plan update to incorporate 

previous Sub-Area 14B, which was recommended for medium-low density residential uses.  The 

revised Sub-Area 15 is now recommended for low-density residential uses consistent with the DR-

1 zoning. 

 

Approximately one-third of the area has slopes greater than fifteen percent, with a portion of the 

slopes exceeding twenty-five percent.  The Sub-Area has minor, scattered tree cover and several 

defined drainage swales which must be addressed from both a site planning and stormwater 

management standpoint. 

 

The land is highly visible from the Route 7 Bypass.  In this regard, future development must be 

carefully sited.  Further, land use proposals should respect the location and scale of the existing 

historic residence on adjoining Sub-Area 16. 

 

Transportation planning for the Sub-Area should emphasize sensitively located linkages to and 

through Battletown Subdivision and the other Sub-Areas that make up this quadrant.  However, 

given the low capacity nature of Battletown’s residential streets, additional access options to Sub-

Area 15 should be explored.  A primary access to serve the entire Sub-Area shall be developed 

through Sub-Area 17 providing an uninterrupted, direct connection to Route 7 Business.  Access 

to Route 7 Bypass is restricted.  The internal street system within Sub-Area 15 should be aligned 

to provide secondary connections to Sub-Areas 14 and 17 and Battletown Subdivision in the town 

to the south but only after the aforementioned primary access is accepted for public use. 

 

This Sub-Area, with substantial contiguous frontage to Route 7 Bypass, is designated for Low 

Density Residential uses.  Based on preliminary planning analysis, the Sub-Area has an estimated 

land holding capacity for approximately 81 dwelling units.  The clustering of housing should be a 

design objective for this Sub-Area.   
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As previously noted, the majority of Sub-Areas 13, 14, and 15 are in common ownership as of the 

2015 Berryville Area Plan update.  This presents the potential opportunity of facilitating a master 

plan development for these Sub-Areas including, but not limited to, the following elements: 

 

 Transportation connectivity and improvements (see discussion under Sub-Area 15 and 17). 

 Cluster design to reduce infrastructure costs and adverse environmental impacts. 

 Walkability elements including sidewalks and walking trails. 

 Viewshed protection. 

 Master planning for public water, public sewer, and stormwater infrastructure. 

 Cash proffers or other developer-funded improvements to mitigate the impact of new 

development on Town and County capital needs. 

 

If supported by a master plan of development that effectively addresses these and other elements, 

Sub-Area 15 could support medium-low density residential development at a density of 4 units per 

acre.  The original Berryville Area Plan identified Future Land Uses in Table V-1 and included 

planned yields for respective commercial and residential development.  Of the residential 

development that has occurred in Annexation Area B through 2015, 195 dwelling units of the 

planned yield have not been constructed.  Additional density that would allow for a portion of 

these units to be included in this Sub-Area should be considered.   

 

Transportation access to Sub-Area 15 is a challenging element due to the fact that the historic Bel 

Voi house is located on an 11.47 acre parcel that overlaps Sub-Areas 15 and 16 and extends 

northward to Buckmarsh Run and the planning boundary with Sub-Area 13.  Connectivity 

between the west and east sides of Sub-Area 15 can only be achieved with future cooperation with 

the owner of the Bel Voi parcel.  Absent this participation, the challenge will be to develop 

separate access plans that do not adversely impact existing transportation networks. 

 

SUB-AREA 16 

Name:   BEL VOI PRESERVATION AREA 

Acreage:   8.9 acres 

Land Use Designation: Historical/Cultural Preservation 

Annexed:   No 

 

Sub-Area 16, containing approximately 9 acres, partially encompasses the property immediately 

surrounding the existing historic residence, Bel Voi, contiguous to Battletown Subdivision.  The 

land is zoned Open Space Residential (OSR).  The planning unit is surrounded on the west, north 

and east by Sub-Area 15 and on the south by the existing residential subdivision.  The Sub-Area 

has not been annexed by the Town. 

 

The Sub-Area is designated for planning purposes as historical and cultural preservation, 

recognizing the existing home and grounds, known as Bel Voi, for both its cultural and historical 

significance within the Berryville community (survey #21-142).  The County’s historic resources 

survey states that the north wing of the house was built circa 1825, with additions made in 1953 

and 1971.  In addition to the brick vernacular residence, a brick smoke house, and a 4-bay brick 

slave’s quarters (renovated as a guest house) are also on the property.  The geographical limits of 

the Sub-Area are so defined as to create sufficient setbacks and buffer opportunities from any 
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future development on the contiguous undeveloped property.  Given its high visibility and unique 

architectural features, Bel Voi should be preserved and considered as a focal point around which 

any future land uses should be carefully sited.   

 

It should be noted that the historic Bel Voi home lies on an 11.47 acre parcel that is mostly within 

Sub-Area 16 but also partially extends into Sub-Area 15 to Buckmarsh Run adjacent to the 

environmentally-sensitive Sub-Area 13.  The boundaries of Sub-Area 15 were originally drawn 

not to capture the physical boundaries of this parcel, but to account for existing topography and 

viewsheds surrounding the historic home.  As noted in the description for Sub-Area 15, the 

boundaries of the Bel Voi parcel present some challenges to the future master planning of 

development on adjacent Sub-Areas.  Regardless of the participation of the owner of Bel Voi in a 

future development project, it is recommended that the boundaries and recommended development 

density of Sub Area 16 be retained and any adjoining development project shall provide 

appropriate mitigation measures (e.g., buffers, architectural features) to further protect the historic 

home. 

 

SUB-AREA 17 

Name:   EASTERN GATEWAY 

Acreage:   15.1 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   No 

 

A residual portion of Audley Farm when the Route 7 Bypass was constructed, Sub-Area 17, 

containing approximately 16.0 acres, is located immediately west of the Route 7 Bypass/Route 7 

Business intersection, at the easterly entrance into the Berryville Area.  This land has its northern 

border defined by the Route 7 Bypass, southern and eastern borders defined by Route 7 Business, 

and Sub-Area 15 and Battletown Subdivision in the Town establishing its western limits.  This 

Sub-Area is zoned Detached Residential-1 (DR-1) and has not been annexed by the Town.   

 

The land is highly visible from the Route 7 Bypass/Business intersection and is considered the 

eastern entrance to the Town of Berryville.  Future development should be designed with frontage 

roads, significant landscape buffers, or other devices to present the most attractive face of a 

development toward this important entry corridor. 

 

Transportation planning for Sub-Area 17 should be analyzed for appropriate access. The priority 

in planning for the transportation element in this area (including Sub-Areas 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17) 

should be to explore an access point to Route 7 Business for a future local collector road system, 

in addition to the public rights-of-way through Battletown subdivision.  This local collector road 

would serve as the primary means of ingress/egress for future development in the aforementioned 

Sub-Areas.  The priority should be to develop a new access to Route 7 Business before accessing 

existing stub streets in the Battletown subdivision.  

 

As previously noted, the majority of Sub-Areas 13, 14, and 15, are in common ownership as of the 

2015 Berryville Area Plan update.  This presents the potential opportunity of facilitating a master 

plan development for these Sub-Areas with the owner of Sub-Area 17 including, but not limited 

to, the following elements: 
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 Transportation connectivity and improvements (see discussion under Sub-Areas 15 and 17). 

 Cluster design to reduce infrastructure costs and adverse environmental impacts. 

 Walkability elements including sidewalks and walking trails. 

 Viewshed protection. 

 Master planning for public water, public sewer, and stormwater infrastructure. 

 Cash proffers or other developer-funded improvements to mitigate the impact of new 

development on Town and County capital needs. 

 

If supported by a master plan of development that effectively addresses these and other elements, 

Sub-Area 17 could support medium-low density residential development at a density of 4 units per 

acre.   

 

SUB-AREA 18 

Name:   BERRYVILLE GLEN 

Acreage:   75.1 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 18, containing approximately 75 acres, is situated on the southern side of Town and 

comprises the southeast limits of Annexation Area B.  This Sub-Area is bounded on the northeast 

and southeast by Springsbury Road and on the southwest by the boundary of Annexation Area B.  

The remaining border generally follows the ridge of a drainage divide that embraces the entire 

northwest edge of the Sub-Area.  The Sub-Area is adjacent to a historic property zoned Open 

Space Residential and a 12.57-acre parcel zoned Business Park BP. The zoning is Detached 

Residential-1 (DR-1).  At the time of this Plan update, the Sub-Area, known as Berryville Glen, 

had been subdivided into 71 single-family lots and new homes are currently under construction. 

This Sub-Area has been annexed by the Town. 

 

The land is generally well drained overland and does not pose significant runoff problems.  This 

Sub-Area is designated for Low Density Residential uses.  This is most easily supported by the 

property’s proximity to agricultural zoning and land uses on three sides.  Development of this 

Sub-Area for comparatively denser residential uses is justified by its proximity to existing 

development in the town and to public services, especially water.  Land use proposals should 

incorporate the development of appropriate neighborhood open spaces and a landscaped, passive 

park internal to the development.  Landscaping, setbacks, and home siting should be sensitive to 

the historical/cultural preservation uses programmed for Sub-Area 19B.   

 

This Sub-Area was originally programmed for 116 single-family dwelling units.  The overall 

development plan for Berryville Glen utilizes the entire Sub-Area for the development of the 

approved 71 lots, leaving 45 unused dwelling units from the original planned yield.  Absent a 

future redevelopment plan of Berryville Glen, it would be appropriate to consider moving these 

unused dwelling units to another Sub-Area in order to maximize development potential. 
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SUB-AREA 19 

Name:   JACK ENDERS BOULEVARD EAST LIGHT INDUSTRIAL  

    AREA (19A) 

    DANDRIDGE ACRES PRESERVATION AREA (19B) 

Acreage:   22.57 acres (19A – 12.57 acres; 19B – 10 acres) 

Land Use Designation: Light Industrial/Research (19A)  

    Historical/Cultural Preservation (19B) 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

The original boundaries of Sub-Area 19 contained approximately 24 acres and was divided into 

four components:  

 

 19A (18 acres) – Light industrial area encompassing the County Business Park lots on the 

north side of Jack Enders Boulevard and adjoining the Johnson-Williams Apartments 

property (Sub-Area 20) to the south. 

 19B (12 acres) – Limited residential property including the historic residence, Dandridge 

Acres. 

 19C (12 acres) – Light industrial property located east of Jack Enders Boulevard and the 

Town of Berryville water tower.  This property is not part of the County Business Park. 

 19D (2 acres) – Light industrial property located within the County Business Park adjacent 

to the Town water tower. 

 

With the completion of the County Business Park, former Sub-Areas 19A and 19D are combined 

with former Sub-Areas 21A and 21B to form new Sub-Area 21 that encompasses all properties 

within the County Business Park.  Former Sub-Areas 19B and 19C remain and are now listed as 

Sub-Areas 19A and 19B.  These two Sub-Areas are described in greater detail below. 

 

The construction of a collector road connecting US Route 340 and Jack Enders Boulevard 

provides access for industrial activities, and establishes an alternative route for through East-South 

traffic to avoid downtown.  Location of this collector is proposed in the Transportation Plan, to be 

located generally between the County owned land on the west side of the Norfolk Southern 

Railroad in Sub-Area 23 and the end of Jack Enders Boulevard in the County Business Park.  Use 

of the County owned land must be carefully considered in terms of this land's character as well as 

the character of adjoining Sub-Areas.  The eastern 2/3 of the collector road was constructed by 

August 2000 using Virginia industrial access funds.  The intersection with Route 613 reconfigured 

and the street name changed.  This collector road starting at East Main Street is now called Jack 

Enders Boulevard and runs directly to a temporary cul-de-sac at the end of the County Business 

Park.  Springsbury Road now begins with a “T” intersection with Jack Enders Boulevard about ¾ 

mile south of East Main Street. 

 

Given its location, access to rail, and excellent visibility to surrounding properties, Sub-Area 19A 

should continue to be considered an appropriate location for light industrial development which 

has occurred in this area.  
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Transportation planning for the entire Sub-Area must place priority on safety and sound access 

management principles.  Primary access into this area has not been provided via Josephine Street 

but through the development and future continuation of Jack Enders Boulevard to 340.   

 

Early discussions have taken place since the development of the Clarke County Business Park 

about the feasibility of extending a public road south adjacent to Sub-Areas 19A and 19B in the 

event that a new annexation area is established (see Chapter IV, Potential Future Growth Areas).  

This approach could be developed as an alternative approach to conveying East-South traffic 

around the downtown area as opposed to constructing a connection between Church Street and 

Jack Enders Boulevard.  Any further consideration of this alternative route would have to be 

carefully evaluated from a planning and engineering perspective as any potential future growth 

area is also studied. 

 

Sub-Area 19A – Jack Enders Boulevard East Light Industrial Area 

Sub-Area 19A is zoned Business Park (BP) and designated for Light Industrial/Research uses.  

The Sub-Area is bounded by Jack Enders Boulevard, the Allen Property (Sub-Area 19B) and the 

Berryville Glen subdivision.  While Sub-Area 19A is under private ownership and was not 

developed as part of the Clarke County Business Park, this Sub-Area should be integrally designed 

as part of the park and compatible with the planned light industrial land uses. 

 

Industrial plant siting should respect the non-industrial uses on adjacent property.  Ample setbacks 

and landscaping should be provided on the north, east, and south to visually and physically buffer 

industrial development from the historic, residential, and agricultural uses planned for Sub-Areas 

18, 19B, and to the south.  Site planning and design should also address storm water management 

and the preservation of the existing natural ridgeline. 

 

As identified with other Sub-Areas of the Clarke County Business Park, transportation planning 

should address adequate connections to Jack Enders Boulevard linking Routes 340 and 613.  This 

collector has been identified to insure provision of sufficient right of way for this important road 

link.  Provision of pedestrian paths and sidewalks are encouraged. 

 

Sub-Area 19B – Dandridge Acres Preservation Area 

Sub-Area 19B is the historic residence known as Dandridge Acres.  The County’s historic 

resource survey states that this brick vernacular house (survey #21-92) was built circa 1850, has 

significant Greek revival detailing, other architectural features uncommon for this area, and 

several original frame outbuildings.  The rear 1970s addition to the house has not significantly 

diminished its historic value. 

 

The Historic/Cultural Preservation land use designation is applied to Sub-Area 19B that 

encompasses the historic house, Dandridge Acres and its immediate grounds.  Given the adopted 

goals for preserving the character of the community, this 12 acre tract should be preserved and 

maintained as a cultural/historic centerpiece to any future residential development within the area, 

with the Sub-Area's borders serving as the limits of any encroachment from residential and/or any 

development related land uses. 
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The zoning district to be applied to Sub-Area 19B is Open Space Residential, OSR, allowing one 

dwelling per 10 acres.  In addition, if an easement protecting the historic character of the house is 

not placed on the property, the Historic Overlay district shall also be applied. 

 

SUB-AREA 20 

Name:   JOHNSON-WILLIAMS INSTITUTIONAL AREA 

Acreage:   10.3 acres 

Land Use Designation: Institutional/Public 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 20, comprising approximately 10 acres, includes three parcels: Milton Valley Cemetery 

(approximately 2 acres) which is adjacent to Jack Enders Boulevard; Johnson-Williams 

Apartments (owned by Clarke County and consisting of +/-6 acres), and a parcel owned by Clarke 

County (+/-1 acre).  The Sub-Area is bounded on the north by residential lots on Josephine Street, 

on the west by AM Liner’s property in the Clarke County Business Park, and on the south and east 

by Sub-Area 19 as previously described.  The zoning is Institutional (ITL).  Per the Town and 

County zoning ordinances, this zoning district was established to “identify locations for municipal 

government properties and land uses (Town, County, State, and/or Federal), semi-public uses, 

residential uses serving general public purpose, and natural open space resources deemed 

necessary in providing areas for ‘passive’ and ‘active’ recreational uses within the precincts of the 

Berryville Area Plan.”  Other areas zoned ITL include the Ruritan Fairgrounds, St. Bridget’s 

Church, Enders and Shirley Funeral Home, and Green Hill Cemetery.   

 

The school buildings, were renovated into 40 age- and income-restricted Johnson-Williams 

Apartments.  There have been previous discussions about adding approximately 28 additional 

units to this site and the County’s parcel to the west.  

 

The County historic survey included the two older school buildings (survey #21-176 & 177), 

located west of Milton Valley Cemetery and east of the main Johnson-Williams school structure.  

These one and two room schools were built circa 1920 of wood frame, as the school for African-

Americans in Clarke County from their construction until the integration of the County schools in 

the 1960s.  The Josephine School Museum has been created in one of the structures. The second 

structure was used by Help With Housing until late 2013. These structures continue to be a source 

of community pride for residents living along Josephine Street as well as the rest of the County. 

 

Any future land use within Sub-Area 20 shall respect the visibility and proximity of the Sub-Area 

to residents of Josephine Street and the visibility of the Sub-Area to the surrounding planning 

units. 

 

The Light Industrial uses proposed for Sub-Area 21 on the south of this Sub-Area should buffered 

with landscaping and setbacks within Sub-Area 19A.  Appropriately designed uses focused on 

meeting community needs such as open space, public services, and/or housing shall serve as a 

transition between Sub-Area 21 and the existing residences along Josephine Street.  Such a 

transition in uses would respect the integrity of the existing neighborhood and long-established 

residences on Josephine Street and meet community needs.  Any new structures should be sited 

and buffered to minimize impacts on the Josephine Street neighborhood.  The maximum floor area 
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ratio (FAR) for nonresidential structures in this Sub-Area should not exceed 0.3; the maximum 

residential density should not exceed 6 dwelling units per net acre.   

 

Transportation planning should address the limited capacity of Josephine Street.  No connecting 

linkage between Josephine Street and Sub-Area 21 should be permitted through the Sub-Area.  

Sub-area 20’s two access points onto Josephine Street, at the old Johnson-Williams school and 

adjacent to the Norfolk Southern railroad, should both be used for any development on this site to 

insure maximum integration into the community and safety for emergency access.  Any use of this 

site must address pedestrian access as well as storm water detention. 

 

SUB-AREA 21 

Name:   CLARKE COUNTY BUSINESS PARK 

Acreage:   73.6 acres 

Land Use Designation: Light Industrial/Research 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 21, containing approximately 73 acres, is the Clarke County Business Park.  The 

southern boundary of the Town is the Sub-Area's southern limits.  The existing Norfolk Southern 

railroad establishes the northwest side of the Sub-Area, while a ridge, common with Sub-Area 19, 

delineates its easterly boundary.  The existing zoning is Business Park (BP).  The Sub-Area’s 

revised boundaries include original Sub-Areas 19A, 19D, 21A, and 21B and incorporate all of the 

parcels in the Business Park. 

 

The development of the Clarke County Business Park has respected the land's visibility to the 

north from the old Johnson-Williams Apartments property and from the Josephine Street 

neighborhood including landscape buffers and design requirements required through the covenants 

of the development. Consisting of 10 lots, the Clarke County Business Park includes 

approximately 20 structures and houses approximately 21 businesses.   

 

The construction of Jack Enders Boulevard has allowed for a nearly completed build-out of the 

Clarke County Business Park.  The completion and acceptance of the second phase is underway in 

2014 with the street being of such a condition so as to complete an at-grade railroad track crossing 

across the Norfolk Southern tracks with a final completion to U. S. Route 340.  Due to the location 

of the final intersection, it was determined that Church Street would become a cul-de-sac so as not 

to conflict with the new intersection.  While currently not in place, pedestrian facilities should be 

provided along Jack Enders Boulevard to increase the attractiveness and compatibility of proposed 

development and in order to promote walkability. 

 

SUB-AREA 22 

Name:   SOUTH CHURCH STREET RESIDENTIAL AREA 

Acreage:   19.0 acres 

Land Use Designation: Medium-Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 22 contains approximately 20 acres, and is located between the Norfolk Southern 

Railroad and South Church Street, immediately south of the residential lots fronting on Josephine 
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Street. A property line between the vacant land to the south and the houses within this Sub-Area 

establishes its southwestern boundary.  The current zoning is DR-4 Detached Residential, 

accommodating quarter acre lots.  There are currently seven existing dwellings in the Sub-Area. 

 

The land is partially undeveloped with several scattered single-family residences.  The northeast 

portion of the Sub-Area contains substantial tree cover with marginal tree cover on the balance.  A 

minor drainage divide traverses the site in a north-south direction.  The closest water and sewer is 

available in the South Church Street right-of-way. 

 

The County historic resource survey indicates two wood frame, vernacular structures built circa 

1900 at the north end of the Sub-Area on Church Street.  One structure is a commercial building 

now used as a residence (survey #21-152).  It is noteworthy as the only commercial structure on 

the street retaining in its original condition, including lamppost and signs.  The other building is a 

residential structure (survey #21-153) with many additions and alterations. 

 

Future development in Sub-Area 22 must be sensitive to the following existing conditions and 

environmental issues: 1) compatibility of use with adjoining residential areas, 2) adequate setbacks  

and buffering from the existing railroad, and 3) careful land use siting to avoid conflicts with steep 

slopes and other environmentally sensitive land. 

 

Sub-Area 22 is designated for the Medium-low Density Residential land use which allows single 

family detached housing at a development density of two to four units per net developable acre.  

Based on environmental analysis and synthesis of site characteristics, approximately 35 single 

family detached dwelling units could be accommodated on the property.  Site planning should 

incorporate cluster housing features in order to avoid steep slopes and respond to troublesome 

physiographic and geologic features.  A storm water management facility should be developed in 

the southerly lowlands in the Sub-Area.  Pedestrian linkages should be designed to tie residences 

to on-site active and passive recreational improvements and open spaces.  Housing should have a 

minimum 100 foot setback from the existing railroad.  The use of landscaped and fenced screening 

is also strongly recommended to create a visual and sound barrier.   

 

Incremental, compact, and phased development is encouraged with higher residential densities on 

selected tracts within the Berryville Area where superior site design and phased developments are 

incorporated into site development schemes.  

 

SUB-AREA 23   

Name:   CRAIG’S RUN LIGHT INDUSTRIAL AREA 

Acreage:   32.2 acres 

Land Use Designation: Light Industrial/Research 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 23, containing approximately 32 acres is located at the southeasterly end of Annexation 

Area B.  It is bounded on the east by the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way.  The planning 

unit is bounded on the west by the rear property lines of existing residences that front on Route 

340 South.  The south and west border is delineated by the Annexation Area B boundary which 

follows the Sub-Area’s BP Business Park zoning. 
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The area is virtually devoid of tree cover and is relatively flat.  The central portion of the site is 

taken up in seasonally wet lowlands that embrace the drainage channel through the property.  The 

lowlands area should be graded to better accommodate drainage from the north.   

 

Public water and sewer are available from South Church Street and should loop under the railroad 

tracks in order to prevent water quality issues and to assure efficient transport to the wastewater 

treatment plant, respectively.  

 

The County historic resource survey indicates a wood frame, vernacular farm house (survey #21-

178) at the south end of the Sub-Area.  A portion of this structure built in the first half of the 19th 

century and the remainder around 1900.  Significant remnants of several outbuildings remain.  No 

outstanding historical significance has been identified with this property. 

 

Future development in Sub-Area 23 must be sensitive to the following existing conditions and 

environmental issues:  (1) compatibility of use with adjoining residential areas, (2) use of the  

flood-prone property for storm water management facilities, and (3) careful land use siting to 

avoid conflicts with steep slopes and other environmentally sensitive land. 

 

Access to the planning area can be achieved via its South Church Street frontage.  However its 

primary access should be via the proposed collector connecting Route 340 South with Jack Enders 

Boulevard (Route 700). 

 

Provision of the collector road between Route 340 and Route 613 is important to providing access 

to Sub-Areas east of the railroad tracts as well as providing an opportunity for traffic to avoid 

downtown.  Development of this Sub-Area should be predicated on provision of this facility.  The 

collector road should be the primary means of access to this Sub-Area.  The south end of Church 

Street should be terminated with a cul-de-sac.  Provision of access to the collector road and 

Church Street should be allowed in accord with VDOT standards.  An Official Map showing the 

location of this collector should be adopted to insure provision of this important right-of-way.   

The Light Industrial/Research land use designation is applied to Sub-Area 23.  The property is 

uniquely suited for Light Industrial/Research uses as the only Sub-Area in the Berryville Area 

Plan having frontage on a railroad, a primary highway, and a planned collector road.  Immediately 

east is Sub-Area 21 (Clarke County Business Park) that is designated for Light Industrial/ 

Research uses.  The Light Industrial/Research designation for Sub-Area 23 would allow 

complementary uses and serve as the entry to Sub-Area 21 from the west.  It also falls within the 

Historic Access Corridor that establishes design requirements for non-single family development.  

 

The Light Industrial/Research land use designation is applied to Sub-area 23 to establish the 

framework for a low intensity business park that should be planned in conjunction with Sub-area 

21.   It is intended that such uses provide employment opportunities as well as serve the needs of 

County residents.  Such activities shall be developed in a low intensity manner with ample 

setbacks and quality landscaping and screening, so that residential uses to the north and west have 

an effective buffer.  Provision for these buffers affirm the Town and County's firm commitment to 

the preservation of its existing residential neighborhoods and the semi-rural lifestyle of the  

outlying community, while ensuring the economic vitality and stability of the County and the 

Town. 
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The design and scale of the structures for proposed uses should be consistent with the architectural 

themes in the Berryville Area.  A comprehensive design program should be established for all 

proposed buildings within the development.  Site design requirements should include the siting 

and massing of buildings to enhance the views of the site from the Route 340 and the planned 

collector road. 

 

The proposed Business Park-BP zoning district for this Sub-Area states that Development 

intensity should not exceed a 0.35 floor area ratio (FAR), based on the net developable area within 

the Sub-Area.  Finally, the Historic Access Corridor Overlay District is applied to portions of this 

Sub-Area within 300 feet of US Route 340 and the collector road between Routes 340 and the 

Norfolk Southern Railroad.  This District establishes design guidelines for development within 

this corridor. 

 

Site Plan approvals and other future land use decisions in Sub-Area 23 should take into 

consideration whether or not development proposals present a workable transportation solution 

which is in compliance with provisions for safe and adequate ingress/egress measures into the 

Sub-Area, as well as adequate public street linkages within the overall planning precinct.  The 

private sector should design and construct roads in the planning precinct necessary to carry the 

ultimate traffic loadings for the projected labor-intensive complex.  In addition, transportation 

plans should provide for internal pedestrian movements via sidewalks and paths. 

 

Phasing of the site development in Sub-Area 23 shall be coordinated with the development of the 

balance of the planning precinct.  Higher intensity development on selected tracts is encouraged 

where context-sensitive site design and public improvements are incorporated into site 

development schemes for incremental and compact growth.  Therefore, site plans for development 

in the applicable Business Park-BP zoning district, should only be approved upon the submittal of 

superior development proposals which address phasing, transportation issues, storm water 

management, quality site design, and other applicable site design issues addressed above. 

 

SUB-AREA 24 

Name: SOUTHGATE NORTH 

Acreage:   N/A 

Land Use Designation: N/A  

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 24 approximately 8 acres and is located between Route 340 and South Church Street, 

which constitute its westerly and easterly boundaries, respectively. This Sub-Area contains the 

northern portion of the Southgate Subdivision and has reached build-out.  Since this original Sub-

Area does not have additional development potential, it is removed from the revised Plan. 
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SUB-AREA 25 

Name:   SOUTHGATE RESIDENTIAL AREA 

Acreage:   4.7 acres 

Land Use Designation: Medium - Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

Sub-Area 25 contains approximately 4.7 acres and is located between Route 340 and South 

Church Street, which constitute its westerly and easterly boundaries, respectively. Sub-Area 24, 

the northern portion of the Southgate subdivision, is built out and has been removed from the 

revised Plan.  

 

4 houses are built with three remaining lots on the southern end of the Sub-Area.  The zoning 

applied to Sub-Area 25 is DR-4 Detached Residential. 

 

Public water and sewer was installed with the development of the Southgate Subdivision and is 

located within the right-of-way of South Church Street.  A pump station was also constructed with 

this development and is meant to act as a temporary station until the gravity sewer can be extended 

to Sub-Area 23 for development.  
 

SUB-AREA 26 

Name:   HERMITAGE BOULEVARD RESIDENTIAL AREA 

Acreage:   38.6 acres 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   Yes 

 

This Sub-Area is approximately 39 acres in size.  It is currently built out and includes a storm 

water management facility and houses built in the Hermitage Subdivision. This Sub-Area was 

increased in size with the 2015 Plan update in order to include all of the developed lots in the 

relevant portion of Hermitage Subdivision.  It includes a portion of original Sub-Area 27.  Sub-

Area 26 contains 38 parcels, all of which are built out. 

 

It is recommended that the Sub-Area be retained as future development is dependent on the storm 

water detention facility.  Future storm water requirements may also be modified which could 

allow additional future development.   

 

SUB-AREA 27 

Name:   HERMITAGE RESIDENTIAL GROWTH AREA (27A) 

    SOUTHERN GATEWAY RESIDENTIAL GROWTH AREA (27B) 

Acreage:   44.4 acres (27A -- 37.4 acres, 27B – 7.0 acres) 

Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential 

Annexed:   Yes (27A) No (27B) 

 

This Sub-Area 27 encompasses a 44 acre area in two non-contiguous areas in the southwest corner 

of the Berryville Area.  Sub-Area 27A consists of a portion of Phase V of the Hermitage 

subdivision.  The northern and eastern boundaries of the property is the Hermitage development. 

The preliminary plat for the Hermitage Subdivision identifies 36 parcels within Sub-Area 27A. 

The southern and western boundary borders County parcels not located in Annexation Area B.  



2015 Berryville Area Plan – FINAL DRAFT RECOMMENDED FOR ADOPTION BY BADA (V4) II-38 

           

Sub-Area 27B, approximately 7 acres in size, is located adjacent to US Route 340. The yield for 

27B is 14 parcels.  Both 27A and 27B are currently zoned DR-1 Detached Residential. 

 

The clustering of moderate-to-low density residential housing would best accommodate the 

environmental attributes of the property. Transportation planning should include not more than 

one or two access points to Route 340 and minor street connections to Sub-Area 27 and 

development areas to the north in the Town.  Internal street systems should be residential in 

character and should be aligned so as not to encourage non-local, non-residential traffic.  

Pedestrian movement should be accommodated with provision of the sidewalks and pedestrian 

paths. 

 

The Low Density Residential land use designation, in combination with the historic access 

corridor design regulations and the parameters of the critical environmental areas, provides for a 

reasonably-scaled residential neighborhood which would be compatible with the ecological and 

locational characteristics of the property.  Including a portion of Phase V of the Hermitage 

Subdivision, the preliminary plat identifies 36 parcels within Sub-Area 27A. The Sub-Area's 

proximity to US Route 340 also places a portion of the Sub-Area within the historic access 

corridor. 

 

Due to the Sub-Area’s position in the watershed, storm water management and drainage should 

carefully address the potential downstream runoff problems.  Stormwater management facilities 

should be coordinated with Sub-Area 26.  Given good design proposals, the clustering of 

residential units (which is strongly encouraged) should enhance environmental sensitivity and best 

management practices.  Southern exposures should be exploited, where possible, for optimal solar 

orientation for road and house siting.  Transportation planning should address well organized 

interior neighborhood streets along with minor collector streets to properly serve Sub-Area 26 and 

the undeveloped areas in the southwest quadrant of the Town.   

 

Long-range access opportunities to the commonly owned properties to the west of the Sub-Area 

should be investigated. Site development in Sub-Area 27 should be coordinated with the 

development of the adjacent Sub-Areas.  Incremental and compact growth is encouraged with 

higher density residential development on selected tracts where superior site design and phased 

developments are incorporated into site development schemes.  Therefore, the Detached 

Residential-2, DR-2, zoning district (with 2 dwelling units per net acre) should only be considered 

for the Sub-Area at which time as superior development proposals are submitted which address 

phasing, transportation issues, storm water management, quality site design, services, and other 

applicable site design issues.  If such site development guidelines are not adhered to, the zoning 

district to be applied to Sub-Area 27 should be Detached Residential-1, DR-1, allowing one 

dwelling unit per acre.  The portion of the sub-area within 300 feet of the US Route 340 is in the 

Historic Access Corridor Overlay District that establishes design guidelines for non-single family 

residential. 
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A. OVERVIEW 

 

The Berryville Area Plan is designed to be a guide for the physical growth of the Town of 

Berryville during the next several decades and beyond.  The focus of the Plan is Annexation 

Area B, the 880 acres surrounding the 843 acres located in the Town after January 1, 1989.  The 

overriding purpose of the Plan is to encourage development of a safe, healthy, and distinctive 

living environment while maintaining the unique historical ambience of the community.  

Preservation and conservation issues dominate the underlying themes to be presented in the 

comprehensive planning program.  The timing of development is integral to the growth 

management process.  Many factors will affect the Berryville Area, and this plan specifically 

focuses on those areas in which the County and Town can have a positive impact. 

 

This Chapter provides the Plan’s recommended Goals, Objectives, and Policies.  Goals provide 

a broad statement of the Plan’s intent.   Objectives are more specific expressions of the Goals.  

They describe the Town and County's intended planning actions with respect to the Berryville 

Area.  Policies, where provided below, are specific strategies or actions for implementing the 

planning objective.   

 

The Objectives are grouped into eight general categories: Environment, Transportation, 

Housing, Land Use, Public Facilities, Economic Development, Urban Design, and 

Implementation.  Within each of these topics, the following statements of adopted goals and 

objectives have been carefully designed in order to best orchestrate the quality, scale, theme, 

and timing of future development within the Berryville Area. 

 

B. GOALS 

 

1. Provide a platform for the cooperative planning and development of lands annexed or 

designated for future annexation into the Town of Berryville. 

 

2. Ensure that the Town and County’s land use and environmental objectives for the 

annexation areas, as reflected in the respective comprehensive plans, are compatible and 

coordinated. 

 

3. Verify that planned public infrastructure (water, sewer, transportation, high-speed 

internet) is sufficient to support the future development needs as reflected in the Plan. 

 

4. Maintain the streamlined and readily understandable process for development of lands 

covered by the Plan from annexation status designation through the land use approval 

process. 

 

5. Strongly encourage context-sensitive development plans that are designed to 

complement Downtown Berryville, that accommodate growth in a logical and efficient 

manner, and that provide for the maximum protection and preservation of natural 

resources, historic resources, and open space. 
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C. OBJECTIVES 
 

1. ENVIRONMENT 

 A. Protect sensitive areas from urban development impacts within the Berryville Area, 

 including: 

 

  1) Stream valleys and established drainage ways. 

 

  2) Sensitive slopes and soils. 

 

  3) Areas of Karst features such as major rock outcroppings and sinkholes as well 

   as areas with poor drainage patterns. 

  

 B. Define and implement growth management procedures which incorporate both 

 design sensitivity and environmental protection criteria on a site-specific scale that 

 meet or exceed State and Federal requirements for stormwater management and 

 water quality. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Identify significant Karst features and environmentally sensitive areas for both 

 existing and undeveloped properties within the Berryville Area. 

 

 2) Implement contemporary urban design and environmental design criteria into 

 the zoning and subdivision standards of the County and Town. 

 

 C. Coordinate environmental conservation and preservation objectives among the 

 County, Town, state agencies, and organizations such as the Northern Shenandoah 

 Valley Regional Commission (NSVRC). 

 

  Policies 

 1) Identify environmental concerns which require a regional, joint-jurisdictional 

 approach. 

 

 2) Establish stormwater management area plans for the major Study Area 

 watersheds affecting both the Town and County. 

 

 3) Implement complementary zoning and subdivision ordinances in the 

 Berryville Area which recognize the joint effort to manage development in the 

 annexation areas. 

 

 D.  Develop environmental design standards for new urban land uses and development, 

 incorporating contemporary techniques such as low impact development and current 

 State and Federal policies and practices. 
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    Policies 

 1) Meet or exceed State-mandated performance standards to improve 

 stormwater management and water quality. 

 

 2) Set standards for and facilitate provision of open space  reservations on 

 private lands with new development projects. 

 

 3) Facilitate and promote the development of recreational greenways and trail 

 systems with new development projects. 

 

 4) Set standards for corridor protection areas along existing and proposed streets 

 and highways. 

 

 5) Encourage use of stormwater Best Management Practices that provide the 

 most effective controls for water quality and quantity but also utilize design 

 elements that produce the most cost-effective long-term maintenance. 

 

2. TRANSPORTATION 

 A. A transportation plan for the location, character and capacity of transportation 

 facilities shall be compatible with the planned arrangement of Berryville Area land 

 uses.  This plan shall be coordinated with the transportation plans and policies of the 

 Town and County comprehensive plans and the Virginia Department of 

 Transportation’s (VDOT) planning efforts.  The plan shall also consider the Town’s 

 responsibilities for maintaining its secondary street network that commenced in 

 2012. 

 

 B. The transportation plan shall ensure that road and street designs accommodate 

 planned community development while promoting Berryville Area traffic patterns to 

 be serviced in a safe and efficient manner.  Road design standards shall be used 

 which are of appropriate scale and capacity to serve long-range traffic demands, 

 while respecting the environment and scale of the historic downtown area and 

 surrounding neighborhoods.  The location, timing and scheduling of these public 

 improvements shall be coordinated with the land use plan for the Berryville Area.   

 

 C. Any new proposed roads or expanded capacity on existing roads shall be represented 

 consistently across both the Town and County transportation plans and policies. 

 Adopted through truck restrictions on existing roads shall be considered in 

 developing transportation plan elements and establishing growth sub-areas. 

 

 D. The Berryville Area transportation plan shall establish and reserve the proper 

 locations, alignments and rights-of-way for future roads, sidewalks and bike lanes to 

 ensure that these improvements can be implemented with the least public cost. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Future road alignments and improvements to existing alignments shall be in 

 accord with the transportation plan for the Berryville Area. 
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2) All public and private land development proposals shall incorporate the 

 recommendations of the transportation plan, including the reservation of 

 future rights-of-way and the construction of road improvements related 

 thereto. 

 

 3) Street design standards shall be context-sensitive and tailored to the unique 

 land use environment and character of the Berryville Area.  These standards 

 shall be implemented via the respective subdivision and zoning ordinances for 

 the Berryville Area, the Town of Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle and 

 Pedestrian Plan, and shall be in accord with Virginia Department of 

 Transportation (VDOT) and Town of Berryville criteria. 

 

 4) All private development proposals shall include traffic impact statements 

 which identify the nature of future traffic conditions and analyze the degree of 

 traffic generated by any given proposal.  Traffic impact analyses shall ensure 

 compatibility with the transportation plan for the Berryville Area.  Developers 

 will be expected to construct all improvements recommended by their 

 accepted traffic impact analyses. 

 

 5) In addition to direct impacts to the traffic network outlined in traffic impact 

 analyses, developers are expected to mitigate the impact of their  

 development projects on the Berryville Area road network in the form of 

 construction improvements consistent with the plan’s transportation policies. 

   

 E. Establish and reserve properly planned access points to undeveloped properties, in 

 particular those situated within the proposed annexation areas and other 

 undeveloped sections of the County and Town Study Areas.  Implement access 

 management elements to minimize conflict points and ensure street connectivity. 

 

 F. Improve the ability of tourists and visitors to find and identify local business, 

 historic and cultural sites without adding to visual clutter in the Berryville Area 

 street system. 

   

  Policies 

  1) Design an attractive and comprehensive street sign system to guide tourists 

  and visitors. 

 

 2) Coordinate with Virginia Department of Transportation in creating 

 desirable design standards and controls for tourism corridors, in particular 

 tourist oriented directional signage on US 340 and Route 7.  

  

 G. Provide a uniform and integrated approach for pedestrian movement, addressing 

 walkways and bikeways.  Encourage the implementation of these improvements in 

 conjunction with new development in the Berryville Urban Area and provide 

 coordination with trails and greenways where feasible.   
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 H. Develop and implement road and street design standards which are of appropriate 

 scale and capacity to serve long-range traffic demands, while respecting the 

 environment and scale of the historic downtown area and surrounding 

 neighborhoods.   

 

 I. Discourage the development of private road systems in single-family detached 

 residential developments. 

 

 J. Plan for park and ride options along the Route 7 corridor to help reduce the number 

 of single-occupant vehicle commuters.  Also help to establish regular local 

 bus/transit routes and options for residents of senior housing facilities located within 

 the Town, and to facilitate consumer access to the Town’s businesses, employment 

 centers, government facilities, and recreational resources. 

 

3. HOUSING 

 A. Housing and related land uses shall be developed and phased in a fashion 

 compatible with and precedent to the Berryville Area's small town scale, ambience, 

 and historic  growth patterns. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Future housing shall be planned with a neighborhood orientation compatible 

 with the scale and character of existing neighborhoods in the Berryville Area. 

 

 2) Provide a variety of housing opportunities for all citizens. Emphasize quality 

 site planning and well-conceived architectural design in future development 

 areas for all levels and types of housing products. 

 

 3) Provide sufficient housing opportunities for all ages and income groups within 

 the context of compatibility with other land use planning goals and objectives. 

 

 B. Ensure historically compatible design treatment through the implementation of 

 historic district design standards in the Berryville Area. 

 

4. LAND USE 

 A. The land use plan shall reflect the logical and compatible land uses for the Berryville 

 Area at its long-range, full development scenario.  Decisions regarding future land 

 use shall conform to the land use plan.  The land use plan shall represent the graphic 

 expression of the adopted goals, objectives and growth management policies of the 

 Berryville Area. 

 

 B. The land use plan shall provide opportunities to optimally coordinate, schedule and 

 time future development, giving due respect to individual property rights, 

 demographic and marketplace demands, and ability of the localities to program and 

 provide for public infrastructure and facilities in a fashion compatible with the 

 adopted Berryville Area Plan. 
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 C. The land use plan shall include an integrated mix of residential, commercial, and 

 employment uses in the Berryville Area which will provide  a  variety of housing 

 options to accommodate a range of incomes, ages, and family  needs and 

 employment opportunities for present and future residents.  Flexible, affordable 

 housing types that allow for families to “age in place” shall be encouraged.  A vision 

 for mixed-use developments containing a range of housing options supported by 

 small-scale business uses that complement Downtown Berryville shall also be 

 established in appropriate zoning districts. 

   

 D. Transition/Infill. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Identify and target small sites where infill opportunities exist.  Program infill 

 uses which are compatible in scale and intensity. 

 

 2) Identify redevelopment opportunities and provide public/private initiatives for 

 the proper development of these properties. 

 

 3) Place a higher priority on the development of infill properties for both 

 residential and business related uses. 

 

 4) Provide active interjurisdictional cooperation, coordination and funding in 

 programming future Berryville Area urban land uses and support 

 infrastructure and municipal services. 

 

 5) Ensure that new development projects incorporate transition areas, including 

 items such as buffers or use/density limitations, to mitigate adverse impact on 

 existing uses and structures. 

 

 6) Promote adaptive reuse projects that are more compatible with surrounding 

 properties, that reduce blight, or that provide public safety improvements.  

 Consider adopting zoning regulations to facilitate creative adaptive reuse 

 projects. 

 

 E. Land Development. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Evaluate the development potential for all Berryville Area properties on a 

 periodic basis focusing on large undeveloped tracts in and contiguous to the 

 Berryville Area.  Market demand for particular use types, public water and 

 sewer availability, transportation network sufficiency, and the state of the 

 economy shall be considered among the elements to consider in performing 

 this evaluation.  The boundaries, recommended uses, and residential densities 

 of planning sub-areas shall also be periodically reviewed and adjusted to meet 

 the joint needs of the Town and County. 
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 2) Encourage development activities compatible with projected land use 

 demands within the urban marketplace.  Priority should be placed on infill 

 development activities.  Development activities which artificially stimulate 

 growth should be discouraged.  Discourage the development of strip shopping 

 centers and peripheral retail uses. 

 

 3) Identify and target environmentally sensitive land areas including areas with 

 karst features which should be conserved and/or protected from future 

 development. 

 a) Implement procedures which will result in conservation of the critical 

 areas during private development activities. 

 b) Channel all active urban development away from critical environmental 

 areas by requiring land use on particular tracts to be clustered on those 

 areas with the highest development potentials.  Sensitive areas which lie 

 within tracts proposed for development should be maintained in their 

 natural state for passive and/or open space activities. 

 

 4) All new development proposals shall be evaluated on elements including 

 degree of conformance with the land use plan, County Comprehensive Plan, 

 and Town Comprehensive Plan; compatibility with existing uses and 

 structures; impact on public utilities and infrastructure; and protections 

 provided to the existing environmental and historic resources.  Private 

 development applications shall include reports and other detailed information 

 demonstrating degree of conformance with the aforementioned elements. 

 

5. PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES 

 A. The planning and programming of all urban services, utilities and facilities shall be 

 compatible with the future land use plan for the Berryville Area.  The Town’s and 

 the County’s capacities to provide public utilities (water and sewer) and public 

 services (fire, rescue, law enforcement, roads, schools) should be coordinated with 

 the Area Plan’s development strategies.  Capital improvement programs addressing 

 these public utilities and services should be consulted in performing this evaluation. 

 

 B. Plan and provide for an adequate level of public services, utilities and facilities for 

 all current and future residents within the Berryville Area.  Consider developing 

 levels of service criteria to determine adequacy levels for facilities and services. 

 

 C. The nature, scale, timing and implementation of all private development proposals 

 shall be subject to the provision of adequate and coordinated public facilities.  

 Private development proposals shall provide all on-site public facilities, utilities and 

 infrastructure necessary to accommodate both (1) the requirements of the given 

 development, and (2) the Berryville Area planning recommendations for adequate 

 public facilities within the general planning area.    Proposals will also be expected 

 to include measures that  mitigate impacts to off-site facilities that are a result of any 

 new proposed development.  An example would be proffered improvements to a  
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 nearby road or intersection that, absent necessary improvements, would experience a 

 drop in level of service as a result of a new development’s projected traffic increase. 

 

 D. Water Supply. 

 Continue a leadership role in advancing regional planning and implementation 

 programs for efficient water delivery to serve the long- range municipal water 

 supply and fire protection requirements for the Berryville area, placing an emphasis 

 on adequate fire protection standards for new development within the Berryville 

 Area. 

 

 E. Utilities. 

 

  Policies 

 1. Coordinate future water and sewer demands and system requirements with a 

 long-term capital improvements program to respond to the land use plan. 

 2. Prepare regional and/or Town/County supported plans, engineering studies, 

 and implementation strategies for stormwater management to serve the needs 

 of the Berryville Area. 

 3. Plan the most effective timing and routing of public utility systems compatible 

 with the land use plan. 

 4. Continue to facilitate a range of high-speed internet and telecommunications 

 options for residents and businesses. 

 

 F. Schools. 

 Encourage educational opportunities for current and future residents with the 

 additions to the existing school system and facilities within or in close proximity to 

 the Town of Berryville. 

 

 G. Parks and Recreation 

 Provide for adequately sized recreational amenities as new residential development 

 occurs consistent with the Town’s and County’s recreational plans.   

  

6. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
 A. Support the existing economic base in the Berryville Area while exploring other 

 compatible economic opportunities for expanded employment and tax-revenues, 

 consistent with the Town’s and County’s economic development efforts. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Identify additional sites suitable for light industrial employment uses and 

 reserve them for well-controlled and staged economic expansion in the 

 Berryville Area, including potential areas for expansion adjacent to the 

 County Business Park. 

 

 2) Planning should continue for a moderately paced, planned economic 

 development program which should include areas for future office and light  
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 industrial/technology related land uses which are compatible with the 

 surrounding residential and agricultural areas. 

 

 3) Continue to require quality site design standards for all economic 

 development related land uses, including site buffers, landscaping, and open 

 space requirements.  Ensure consistency of these features with the Town’s 

 urban design philosophy. 

 

 4) Seek to attract new business types and retain existing businesses that 

 complement the Downtown Berryville businesses. 

 

7. URBAN DESIGN 
 A. Protect and enhance the visual quality, design excellence and the distinctive image 

 of the County and Town to ensure that land development and accommodation of 

 growth are in keeping with the character of the Berryville Area. 

 

  Policies 

 1) Protect the integrity of the architectural and historic character of the Berryville 

 Area. 

 

 2) Continue to promote formal intergovernmental cooperation and action to 

 protect and improve the County and Town's major entrance corridors into the 

 Berryville Area, in particular with the Virginia Department of Transportation, 

 since the visual quality of these entrances transcends both jurisdictional and 

 Berryville Area boundaries. 

 

 3) Expand design review processes and standards to encourage compatible 

 design in the areas of new construction, rehabilitation, signs, streetscapes and 

 landscaping. 

 

 4) Provide context-sensitive design guidelines and architectural review 

 guidelines for new development in order to ensure compatibility with the 

 prevailing architectural scale and themes in the Berryville Area. 

 

8. IMPLEMENTATION 
 A. The Berryville Area Plan shall be implemented via the growth management tools 

 including the land use plan, zoning ordinance, site plan controls, subdivision 

 ordinance and other environmental and urban design standards. 

 

  Policies 

 1) The foundation for the type, character and timing of future land use and 

 development within the Berryville Area and its planning sub-areas is the 

 adopted land use plan.  This planning exhibit comprises the graphic 

 representation of the Berryville Area Plan and physical expression of its 

 adopted goals and objectives. 

 



2015 Berryville Area Plan – FINAL DRAFT RECOMMENDED FOR ADOPTION BY BADA (V4) III-10 

 2) Decisions regarding the location, nature, type and intensity of future land 

 development shall be based on the adopted land use plan.   

 

 3) The zoning regulations applied to property within the Berryville Area shall be 

 consistent with the adopted land use plan.  Significant deviations from the 

 Berryville Area Plan shall require a revision to and update of the Area Plan 

 prior to the consideration of any such significant zoning amendment by the 

 Town or County.  Piecemeal amendments to the Area Plan to accommodate a 

 specific project should be strongly discouraged.  

 

 4) Where feasible, maintain consistent language in the Town and County Zoning 

 and Subdivision Ordinances to ensure continuity and an efficient land use 

 review process as development projects in the Berryville Area are annexed 

 from the County into the Town. 

 

 B. Implement the objectives, plans, and strategies of the Berryville Area Plan process 

 through creative growth management techniques. 

  

 Policies 

 1) Continue to update and strengthen the existing zoning, subdivision, and site 

 plan controls applicable to the Berryville Area.  Implicit in this is the joint 

 cooperation between the Town and County in establishing compatible and 

 uniform land use regulations for the Berryville Area.  The Berryville Area 

 regulations shall govern and take precedence over existing local zoning and 

 subdivision controls. 

 

 2) Utilize conditional zoning and consider establishing form-based zoning 

 regulations to provide new developments with flexibility without adversely 

 impacting compatibility with adjoining properties or the governing bodies’ 

 ability to provide public utilities and services. 

 

 3) Continue to jointly develop design review and controls for the County's major 

 tourism access corridors adjacent to Berryville. 

 

 4) Coordinate all Berryville Area planning and land use decision making within 

 the broader context of the Clarke County Comprehensive Plan's goals and 

 objectives and the adopted comprehensive plan for the Town of Berryville. 
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A. Plan Amendments Generally; Process for Adding or Changing Sub-Areas 

 

As the joint Town-County land use plan for the future development of the annexation areas, the 

Berryville Area Plan (BAP) shall be evaluated at least once every five years by the Berryville 

Area Development Authority (BADA) to determine whether and to what degree it may need to 

be updated.  Such an evaluation must be thorough and deliberate, and shall include a general 

review of the Plan, current demographics, and any recent changes that may have occurred in the 

community not contemplated or adequately addressed by the current Plan.  Guidance can be 

drawn from the Code of Virginia provisions on the development of comprehensive plans:  

 

 Code of Virginia, §15.2-2223 

 In the preparation of a comprehensive plan, the commission shall make careful and 

 comprehensive surveys and studies of the existing conditions and trends of growth, and 

 of the probable future requirements of its territory and inhabitants. The comprehensive 

 plan shall be made with the purpose of guiding and accomplishing a coordinated, 

 adjusted and harmonious development of the territory which will, in accordance with 

 present and probable future needs and resources, best promote the health, safety, morals, 

 order, convenience, prosperity and general welfare of the inhabitants, including the 

 elderly and persons with disabilities. 

 

For similar reasons, it is strongly recommended that updates to the Plan should not be undertaken 

on a “piecemeal” basis to address a specific issue or to accommodate a new land use request or 

regulatory change.  Unlike zoning ordinances or municipal codes that are often amended to 

address specific regulatory situations that arise, the amending of a land use plan should be 

conducted as a comprehensive review and evaluation with all relevant impacts and information 

available for consideration. 

 

1. Amending the Berryville Area Plan 

 

 a. Regular review schedule 

 On a five-year schedule from the adoption date of the current Plan, the BADA shall adopt 

 a resolution addressing the status of the Plan, whether it should be updated, and to what 

 degree it should be updated.  This resolution may come in one of the following forms: 

 

 A finding that the current demographics, goals, objectives, and policy 

recommendations are sufficient and that no Plan amendment is necessary. 

 

 A finding that changes in the community warrants a comprehensive review and 

update of the Plan.  An example would be the release of decennial Census data 

and growth projections. 

 

 A finding that the Plan does not address, or inadequately addresses, a specific 

topic area or areas warranting a focused update of the Plan.  An example would 

include a desire by the Town and County to create a new annexation area and 

Sub-Areas.  While the update  
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may have a specific purpose, the review should remain comprehensive to ensure 

that all impacts are carefully evaluated. 

 

 It is recommended that at the beginning of year four in the five-year schedule, the  BADA 

 should begin work evaluating the Plan status.  This can be accomplished as a committee 

 of the whole or by designating a workgroup.  Plan status should be evaluated by 

 considering factors including, but not limited to: 

 

 Recent release of updated demographics. 

 

 Recent updates to the County or Town Comprehensive Plans. 

 

 Impact of new development projects since the previous Plan update. 

 

 Impact of recently completed capital projects or transportation improvements. 

 

 New cooperative projects between the Town and County, e.g., economic 

development initiatives. 

 

 Any other subject not addressed or inadequately addressed by the current Plan. 

 

 In the event that the BADA decides to update the Plan, the process should begin 

 immediately and copies of the resolution should be forwarded to Town Council, Board of 

 Supervisors, and the Town and County Planning Commissions to inform them of the 

 pending update.  The resolution shall specify the scope of the update and the anticipated 

 completion date of a draft Plan for public review, which should not exceed one year from 

 the date of the resolution.  The BADA, supported by the Town and County Planning 

 Staffs, is solely responsible for developing plan updates and may include other elected or 

 appointed officials and staff as they deem necessary. 

 

 Upon completion of the revised draft Plan, the BADA shall hold a public hearing on the 

 Plan in accordance with Code of Virginia requirements.  The BADA may hold other 

 informal outreach sessions with the public and/or key stakeholders prior to finalizing the 

 draft and conducting the required Public Hearing.  BADA action shall consist of a 

 recommendation for adoption of the draft Plan to the Town Council and the Board of 

 Supervisors, who shall then conduct their own public hearings in accordance with State 

 law and adopt the draft Plan individually.  In the event that the BADA does not pass a 

 recommendation to adopt the Plan, the draft Plan shall not be forwarded to the governing 

 bodies for consideration. 

 

 b. Interim amendments 

 While not recommended, a proposal may be considered to amend the BAP outside of the 

 scope of the Plan’s five-year review cycle.  Frequent, piecemeal changes to the Plan can  

 result in the document becoming fragmented and inconsistent.  It can also devalue the 

 importance of the document as a long-range planning guideline.  For these reasons, 

 interim amendments are strongly discouraged. 



2015 Berryville Area Plan – FINAL DRAFT RECOMMENDED FOR ADOPTION BY BADA (V4) IV-3 

 

 

 A structured process is recommended for the consideration of interim amendments to the 

 Plan: 

 

 Plan amendments initiated by the governing bodies.  Plan amendments initiated 

by Town Council or the Board of Supervisors shall be made by resolution to the 

BADA that includes the specific reason and detailed scope of the requested 

review.  The resolution shall be adopted by both governing bodies before the 

BADA may begin work on the requested amendment.  The resolution shall also 

contain justification as to why the amendment must take place in the interim 

rather than as part of the five-year Plan review.  When applicable, the BADA 

shall solicit recommendations on the proposed plan amendments from the 

Berryville and County Planning Commissions. 

 

 Plan amendments requested by citizens/stakeholders.  For plan amendments 

requested by citizens or other stakeholders, an annual window of opportunity shall 

be designated for consideration of amendment petitions.  Such petitions shall be 

evaluated as follows: 

 

o An annual review of amendment petitions shall be conducted in June by 

 the Town Council and Board of Supervisors. 

o Petitioners shall submit their plan amendment requests in writing no later 

 than April 1.  Requests shall include, at a minimum, the specific reason for 

 the amendment, a detailed scope of the requested review, and a 

 justification as to why the amendment must be considered in the interim 

 rather than as part of the five-year Plan review. 

o Petitioners shall provide written acknowledgement that they will 

 reimburse the Town and County for all public hearing costs and pay any 

 required fees.  

o Both Town Council and the Board of Supervisors must agree to direct the 

 BADA to review and develop the Plan amendment, conduct the required 

 Public Hearing, and forward a formal recommendation within a specified 

 time period not to exceed one year.  Failure of one or both of the 

 governing bodies to support the Plan amendment shall result in the failure 

 of the request to advance to the BADA.  In such instances, the petitioner’s 

 application fees shall be refunded to them. 

o When applicable, the BADA shall solicit recommendations on the 

 proposed plan amendments from the Berryville and County Planning 

 Commissions. 

 

  Interim amendments to the Plan shall also meet one of the following criteria: 

 

1. The goals, objectives, or policies of the BAP would be more effectively met or 

 implemented, particularly by a concept of land development that was not foreseen 

 by the Plan, if the Plan Amendment were approved. 

 



2015 Berryville Area Plan – FINAL DRAFT RECOMMENDED FOR ADOPTION BY BADA (V4) IV-4 

 

2. The area surrounding the property in question has changed substantially since the 

 review of the Plan. 

 

3. The General Assembly has adopted legislation that necessitates an interim 

 amendment to the Plan. 

 

 The importance of the three criteria noted above are critical to ensure that an interim 

 amendment addresses a genuine change in conditions of the property, the County and 

 Town, or outside influences affecting the County and Town; or to address a gap in the 

 guidance or State regulatory compliance provided by the Plan.  Interim amendments that 

 solely address or facilitate a land use change or other request that is in conflict with the 

 Plan’s recommendations, without significantly addressing the aforementioned criteria, 

 shall not be considered.  

 

2. Amending the Annexation Area Agreement 

 

Periodic revisions to the Berryville Area Plan, whether conducted during the five-year review 

cycle or as an interim amendment to the Plan, shall also include a detailed evaluation of whether 

the revision or amendment is consistent with the Town-County Annexation Area Agreement.  

This is particularly relevant if the revision or amendment would result in the creation of new or 

expansion of existing Sub-Area boundaries beyond the limits of Annexation Area B.  Legal 

counsel for the Town and County should be consulted to evaluate any new or amended Plan 

language that may impact the Annexation Area Agreement. 

 

If the Annexation Area Agreement must be amended in order to implement a new Plan 

recommendation, the Town and County shall form a joint committee consisting of elected 

officials, planning staffs, and legal counsel to ensure that the terms of the amended agreement 

are fair and equitable and that the review process meets all Code of Virginia requirements.  The 

proposed amendment shall also be reviewed for conformance with both the Town and County 

comprehensive plans.  No new Sub-Areas or expansion of existing Sub-Areas beyond the current 

annexation area boundaries shall be approved and incorporated into the Plan until the applicable 

amendment of the Annexation Area Agreement is approved by both Town Council and the 

Board of Supervisors. 

 

3. Review Process for Adoption of New or Expanded Sub-Areas 

 

The establishment of the Berryville Area Plan’s original Sub-Areas involved a detailed 

examination of the subject properties to determine their capacity to carry new development at an 

urban scale.  A similar process should be undertaken in the event that the Town and County wish 

to create new Sub-Areas or expansion of existing Sub-Areas, in order to accurately determine the 

subject property’s capacity for development and limitations.  This process should include a 

detailed analysis, performed by qualified engineering/land use professionals, to address the 

following impacts: 
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 Geology, hydrology, and soil type, including key Karst features that may impact 

capacity for development. 

 

 Physical features such as existing intermittent/perennial streams, wetlands, sensitive 

slopes, and forestation that should be protected and preserved.  

 

 Existing and surrounding land uses and their scale of construction/density to determine 

compatibility with proposed future land uses. 

 

 Features of historic, cultural, or preservation significance (e.g., conservation easements, 

registered historic properties/structures, contributing properties/structures). 

 

 Adjoining scenic impacts, visibility from major highways and gateways, and potential 

mitigation measures. 

 

 Proximity to existing public water and sewer infrastructure and costs of connection to 

these systems. 

 

 Public road network’s current level of service and capacity for expansion/improvement. 

 

 Value of the property as an economic development resource 

 

It is strongly recommended that the Town and County complete this analysis jointly and reach a 

consensus on the parameters of any new or expanded Sub-Area as a precursor to finalizing any 

Annexation Area Agreement. 

 

 

B. Impact of Plan Implementation 

The original Berryville Area Plan Chapter VI addressed the impacts from projected development 

in Annexation Area B on public services and facilities including schools, libraries, public water 

and sewer, stormwater management, parks and recreation, fire and rescue, human support 

services, and police facilities.  This chapter included recommendations on new infrastructure and 

facilities that would be needed to support the projected growth at maximum build-out and also 

included cost estimates for each facility.  These recommendations were based upon industry 

standards in place in the early 1990s and were developed in conjunction with the planning 

consultant that assisted with the creation of the Plan.  They were among the first capital 

improvements identified and planned for in a forward-thinking document for both the Town and 

the County.  

 

The level of planning and staffing capacity in the Town and County has changed since the early 

1990s.  Capital needs are now identified and developed into projects by agencies and 

departments that did not exist when the Berryville Area Plan was first adopted.  Capital projects 

are reviewed and prioritized in conjunction with both jurisdictions’ annual budget processes and 

according to current demographics and growth patterns.  Despite these changes, the need to 

coordinate future land use planning with long-range plans for infrastructure, service expansion, 

and maintenance is critical. 
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The following section begins with an overview of the need for developer-funded contributions to 

mitigate the impact of new development projects on public infrastructure.  It concludes with a 

description of the different types of infrastructure that can be impacted by new development and 

the different agencies and departments that are responsible for managing public infrastructure 

and services in the Town and County.  The purpose of this section is to ensure that the impacts of 

new residential, commercial, and light industrial development are identified and properly 

evaluated with each new land use application and with future expansions of the Berryville 

Annexation Area.  Specific infrastructure projects that are planned or under development may be 

found in the capital projects section of the Town’s and County’s budget documents.  It is 

expected that land use applicants, particularly those seeking to re-zone to a more intensive 

zoning classification, will use this section as a guide to develop a package of necessary capital 

improvements and contributions that mitigate their project’s impact on the Town and County. 

 

1. Developer-Funded Improvements and Capital Project Contributions 

The Town and County work cooperatively to ensure that new development, redevelopment, and 

infill development projects in the Berryville Area occur in accordance with the jurisdictions’ 

joint philosophy of growth management and land use decision-making.  A major component of 

this effort is ensuring that the impact of development on public infrastructure is properly 

mitigated.  This is accomplished with the following tools that are made available to localities in 

accordance the Code of Virginia: 

 

 a. Required Improvements 

 Public water, public sewer, and public streets are types of infrastructure that require 

 developers to construct improvements in order to access capacity to support their new 

 projects.  Regarding public water and public sewer, the Town evaluates each project at 

 the time of site plan or subdivision plat review to determine necessary improvements to 

 properly serve the project at maximum build-out.  The developer is required to construct 

 and gain acceptance of the new utility infrastructure by the Town prior to issuance of 

 certificates of occupancy and release of required sureties.   

 

 For improvements to the public street network, the results of a traffic impact analysis (if 

 required) will dictate the type and scale of improvements to be constructed by the 

 developer in order to gain final approval of the project.  Town design requirements also 

 dictate the provision of bicycle and pedestrian accommodations where necessary. 

 

 b. Cash Proffers 

 §15.2-2303 of the Code of Virginia authorizes localities to use “conditional zoning,” a 

 method of authorizing the voluntary acceptance of proffers by a developer to provide  

 cash contributions or land for public infrastructure improvements (“cash proffers”), 

 promises to complete specific infrastructure improvements, or conditions on the scale or 

 manner of development in exchange for the locality rezoning the property to allow the 

 project.  For new residential rezoning projects in the Berryville Area, the County 

 encourages conditional zoning applicants to voluntarily provide a cash proffer – a 

 payment made on a per-unit basis for each new dwelling to be constructed that would be 

 paid prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy.  The amount of the cash proffer is 

 based upon the identified capital projects that would be impacted by new residential 
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 growth.  The cash proffer amount is calculated on an as-needed basis from the most 

 current list of capital projects. 

 

 c. Other Voluntary Proffers 

Conditional zoning also enables localities to accept other types of proffers voluntarily 

provided by an applicant to help mitigate infrastructure impacts.  These proffers are 

negotiated on a case-by-case basis and can come in different forms.  For example, a 

project that may increase the need for fire and EMS response may include a voluntary 

cash contribution by the developer to help fund purchase of a new fire engine that is 

identified as a future capital need.  Or a project that may generate significant new traffic 

that would reduce the level of service at an off-site intersection may include a proffer for 

the developer to construct necessary improvements at that intersection.    Developers can 

use this flexible tool to offer improvements above and beyond ordinance requirements, 

such as voluntary provision of larger setbacks and additional screening to avoid adversely 

impacting a neighboring development or a condition not to develop certain by-right uses 

that would be permitted in the new requested zoning district.   

 

2. County and Town Public Utilities and Facilities 

 

a. Public Water and Sewer (Town of Berryville -- Utilities Department) 

Public water and public sewer are provided by the Town of Berryville within Town 

limits.  As noted in Chapter I, it is the intent of the Town-County Annexation Agreement 

to ensure that properties jointly developed under the Berryville Area Plan are to be served 

by public water and public sewer upon annexation by the Town.  Information on 

available capacity, fees, and connection requirements can be obtained from the Town’s 

business office. 

 

Required improvements for new development projects are determined through the land-

use application process (e.g., rezoning, special use permit, site plan, subdivision plat).  

Applicants are required to provide detailed engineering plans and technical information 

to determine sufficient water and sewer capacity for new development projects.  Where 

necessary, applicants will be expected to provide infrastructure improvements to mitigate 

any potential adverse impact on the water or sewer system’s level of service.  Such 

improvements would be committed either through an applicant’s rezoning proffer or 

through development agreement with the Town in other land use applications.   

 

For areas being considered by the Town and County for designation as new annexation 

areas or for existing Sub-Areas under consideration for more intensive land uses, an 

impact study shall be undertaken to ensure that the proposed land use type or types and 

potential densities can be effectively served by Town water and sewer.  If future 

deficiencies are noted, specific improvements to maintain effective levels of service shall 

be identified including planning-level cost estimates and timing for implementing the 

improvements.  Development of new annexation areas shall not be undertaken without 

first conducting this evaluation and committing to undertake these future improvements. 
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b. Public School System (Clarke County Public Schools)  

New residential development projects impact the County’s public school system through 

a potential increase in the number of school-age children to be served.  Additional 

students mean a greater need for teachers to maintain recommended classroom sizes and 

program offerings, and a significant increase in enrollment can trigger the need for 

facility improvements and expansions.   

 

In conjunction with the annual budget process, Clarke County Public Schools identifies a 

list of capital projects to ensure compliance with state guidelines and to maintain or 

improve the quality of service provided to its students.  These capital projects form the 

basis of the cash proffer calculation for new residential development projects (see 

discussion below).  Applicants for new residential development projects that require 

rezoning to a higher density will be expected to mitigate potential impact on the school 

system through provision of cash proffer payments per new dwelling unit, proffer to 

directly address specific school system capital needs, voluntary use of age-restriction 

covenants for residents, or other comparable measures. 

 

As with private residential development projects, any future expansion of annexation 

areas or increase in the residential density of existing Sub-Areas by the Town and County 

shall include consideration of impacts to the school system and consultation with 

Schools’ staff.  Development of new residential areas or increase in existing residential 

densities shall not be undertaken absent this evaluation and commitment to undertake any 

future capital improvements needed to support the future development. 

 

c. Fire & Emergency Services (Clarke County – Department of Fire, 

 Emergency Medical Services, and Emergency Management) 

Clarke County’s fire and emergency services functions are managed by a combination of 

volunteer organizations and County staffing.  In 2014, the Board of Supervisors adopted 

an ordinance that organized the combination system under the County Department of 

Fire, Emergency Medical Services, and Emergency Management.  The County’s fire 

response service is entirely volunteer-based and operated from three stations located in 

Berryville (John H. Enders Fire Company and Rescue Squad), Boyce (Boyce Volunteer 

Fire Company), and Shenandoah Retreat (Blue Ridge Volunteer Fire & Rescue 

Company) with support from Mt. Weather and adjacent localities.  Emergency medical 

services (EMS) are provided by a combination of volunteer staffing from the three 

stations and County EMS staffing.  The Board also implemented a fee-for-service 

program to recoup the cost of transporting patients to medical facilities.   

 

New development projects can have an impact on the provision of fire and emergency 

medical services – as such they are frequently a component of a locality’s cash proffer 

calculation.  Residential projects increase the number of potential patients to be served 

and commercial, industrial, and institutional projects often have design elements that 

must be evaluated to ensure that fire and EMS service delivery is not impeded.  

Development plans for new projects shall be evaluated for their impacts on fire and 

emergency service provision, and mitigation measures shall be included to ensure that the 
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same or better levels of service can be efficiently provided.  Direct contributions to 

capital needs (e.g., vehicles, apparatus, equipment, facilities) shall also be encouraged. 

 

d. Parks (Town of Berryville, Clarke County Parks & Recreation Department) 

The Clarke County Parks & Recreation Department is responsible for management of 

County’s recreational facilities located at Chet Hobert Park off of West Main Street.  The 

Town is responsible for management of Rose Hill Park located in Downtown Berryville. 

 

The County Parks & Recreation Department, in conjunction with the Parks & Recreation 

Advisory Board, maintains a Master Plan for Chet Hobert Park and recommends projects 

on an annual basis to enhance existing facilities and complete planned expansions of new 

facilities at the Park.  In 2015, the County also adopted its first Recreation Plan as a 

component of the County Comprehensive Plan to support the update and implementation 

of the Park Master Plan.  Together, these two documents help the County to identify 

demand for future recreational needs, establish levels of service, and plan for future 

improvements to programs and facilities.   

 

New residential development poses the greatest impact on parks and recreation facilities, 

so inclusion of these capital improvements as a component of the cash proffer calculation 

is a common approach.  Depending upon the scale of development (number of units), the 

targeted demographic (e.g,. workforce housing, senior housing), and the development 

form (e.g., single-family, larger urban parcels, smaller clustered parcels), developer-

provided facilities such as walking trails, playgrounds, and passive parks maintained 

exclusively by a homeowners’ association may be appropriate. Alternatively, proffer of a 

facility that meets an identified capital need for the Town or County may also be 

appropriate provided that the timing of development and locality’s ability to pay for and 

maintain the facility is appropriate. 

 

e. Library (Handley Regional Library) 

County library facilities located in the Berryville-Clarke County Government Center are 

managed by the Handley Regional Library system with annual financial contributions by 

the County.  The Regional Library is responsible for capital project planning and 

programming.  Demand for library services is driven by population growth and capital 

projects are often included in the cash proffer calculation. 

 

f. Law Enforcement (Town of Berryville Police Department, Clarke County 

 Sheriff’s Office) 

The Clarke County Sheriff’s Office and the Town of Berryville Police Department 

provide law enforcement services for their respective jurisdictions.  Both the Town and 

the County participate in a regional jail system through the Northwestern Regional Adult 

Detention Center and do not maintain jail facilities locally.  The County Sheriff’s Office 

manages the County’s Public Safety Communications center for the dispatch of fire, 

EMS, and law enforcement calls. 

 

Law enforcement agencies, much like fire and EMS companies, have regularly occurring 

capital needs such as vehicle replacement and equipment needs.  The County’s Sheriff’s 
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Office, as manager of the dispatch system, also incurs costs of maintaining the dispatch 

center and its equipment as well as radio systems, antennas, and off-site repeater 

equipment on communications towers.  Facility expansions/enhancements occur less 

frequently but are identifiable needs that appear in capital improvement budgets.  Law 

enforcement capital needs are a common component in a cash proffer calculation.  Direct 

provision of developer-funded improvements are far less common due to the nature of 

law enforcement capital needs although opportunities to obtain such improvements 

should be evaluated in applicable land use requests. 

 

g. Stormwater Management (Town of Berryville Public Works) 

Stormwater management facilities in the Town of Berryville consist of Town-owned 

facilities, privately-owned and managed facilities, and facilities owned and managed by 

other governmental entities such as the Clarke County School Board.  Regulation of 

stormwater management falls under the purview of the Virginia Department of 

Environmental Quality (DEQ).  Over the past several years, the Commonwealth has 

continued to strengthen stormwater management regulations as a part of a larger effort to 

improve water quality statewide.  It is expected that in the future, stormwater regulations 

will remain at their current levels or continue to be strengthened.  This makes ongoing 

maintenance and enhancement of municipal stormwater systems more critical.  Capital 

projects to improve municipal portions of a stormwater system are often included in a 

cash proffer calculation. 

 

All development proposals regardless of use type are required to include approval of a 

stormwater management plan by both DEQ and the locality.  Such plans shall also 

include a development agreement to ensure that any facilities and best management 

practices are maintained throughout the life of the facility.  Stormwater management is 

mandated by law and not subject to negotiation.  However, an opportunity may arise with 

specific development projects to accept proffered improvements that may enhance an 

underperforming part of an existing stormwater system.  In these cases, a cost benefit 

analysis shall be conducted to determine whether the community would benefit from 

accepting such improvements. 

 

As noted in the original Berryville Area Plan, conveyance of stormwater is a critical 

element in ensuring that new developments do not have adverse impacts in the form of 

erosion or flooding on surrounding properties.  The presence and sensitivity of Karst 

features adds an additional dimension to the challenge of managing stormwater on a 

municipal level.  Stormwater management and Karst impacts shall be included in any 

detailed analysis of potential properties to be included in future annexation areas or in 

expansion of existing Sub-Areas to support more intensive development. 

 

3. Transportation Network 

 

a. Impacts of new development 

As previously noted, the Town of Berryville assumed the responsibility of maintaining 

the secondary street network within Town limits in 2012.  Harry Byrd Highway (Route 

7), Main Street (Business Route 7), and Buckmarsh Street (US 340) are primary 
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highways maintained by the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT).  Design 

requirements for the secondary street network may be found in the Town’s Subdivision 

Ordinance.  Annexation area projects that are undertaken prior to annexation by the Town 

and that propose new public streets or that impact existing secondary streets will be 

required to observe the Town’s design requirements. 

 

Traffic impact on the public road network is one of the most commonly evaluated 

elements of any new development proposal.  All new developments shall be designed to 

ensure that the resultant impacts on traffic volume and patterns do not result in a reduced 

level of service on the adjoining public roads and intersections.  For most projects, this is 

determined through a traffic impact analysis (TIA) conducted by the developer’s traffic 

engineer and reviewed for conformance with state regulations by VDOT for impacts to 

primary highways and by the Town’s consulting engineer for impacts to secondary roads.  

The TIA will identify needed improvements to roads and intersections based upon the 

proposed development’s most intensive potential usage.  It is expected that developers 

will provide the TIA’s recommended onsite improvements as part of the site 

development.  It is also expected that developers will consider providing any needed off-

site improvements that bear a direct relationship to the new development’s traffic as 

determined in the approved TIA.  

 

As presented in Chapter I and depicted in the original Berryville Area Plan, the Town has 

also identified future enhancements to the public road network that have yet to be 

constructed.  These include the construction of a southeastern collector road that would 

connect Jack Enders Boulevard to U.S. 340 and an extension of West Fairfax Street to 

connect with East Fairfax Street that would enable access to the public street network 

between Buckmarsh Street and First Street.  New development projects shall provide 

improvements to facilitate construction of these enhancements if the projects are located 

in the areas designated for future road improvements.  Such developer-provided 

improvements shall include right-of-way dedication for roads and drainage, construction 

of actual improvements, cash contributions, or a combination of these elements. 

 

The Town has also identified provision of bicycle and pedestrian facilities as a critical 

element of public infrastructure.  Applicants will be expected to provide such facilities 

according to the Town’s planning and design criteria. 

 

b. Planning for future growth 

Transportation infrastructure needs are among the most important to evaluate when 

determining whether to create a new annexation area or to increase the recommended 

density of development in an existing Sub-Area.  Any of these types of changes 

considered by the Town and County shall include a traffic impact analysis performed by 

a traffic engineer with recommendations on future improvements necessary to 

accommodate the proposed growth. 

 

Identifying key projects to improve the current public road network is equally important.  

Chapter I lists the three Berryville Area projects that have been identified by the Town 

and County as priorities to enhance the network’s current level of service.  These 
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projects, as well as any new potential improvement projects, should be reviewed and 

discussed jointly by the Town and County on a regular basis and concerted efforts should 

be undertaken to pursue State and Federal funding for the projects.  Where applicable, 

partnerships may be formed with the development community to share the cost of 

completing these projects including but not limited to proffered improvements with new 

development proposals. 

 

 

C. Potential Future Growth Areas 

While portions of Annexation Area B remain available for new development or infill/re-

development projects, it is advisable to identify new areas adjacent to the Town of Berryville that 

could be considered for designation as future annexation areas.  Subsection A above outlines the 

processes for evaluating and formally establishing new annexation areas, however the first step 

in this long-range planning exercise is to determine the most logical locations for future 

development.  Three areas located outside of the boundaries of Annexation Area B are proposed 

for designation as “potential future growth areas” to be evaluated jointly by the Town and 

County to accommodate future growth as Annexation Area B reaches build-out for residential 

and commercial/industrial capacity. 

 

As depicted in the attached maps, the potential future growth areas are shown as general 

planning areas without specified boundaries.  This is to enable the areas to be expanded or 

contracted in size depending on the influencing factors that would be evaluated through the 

annexation area review process.  For the purposes of this section, potential future growth areas 

should be viewed as a point of departure for the discussion of allowing urban-scale growth and 

expansion of the Town boundaries in key locations.   

 

Determining when to begin a detailed review of a future growth area for consideration as a 

possible new annexation area shall be based on the following factors: 

 

 Degree of build-out in existing Sub-Areas. 

 

 Available capacity of public water and public sewer to serve the new development area or 

alternatively, the ability to obtain additional required capacity through developer-funded 

improvements. 

 

 Impact on the current levels of service of public roads and emergency services and 

whether adverse impacts can be mitigated by developer-funded improvements. 

 

 Impact on the capacity of the public school system including but not limited to 

enrollment capacity and classroom size. 

 

The majority of these factors address impact of new development on public infrastructure.  It is 

critically important that these future impacts are effectively planned for in both the Town’s and 

County’s capital improvement programs to ensure that the desired scale of development can be 

accommodated.   
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1. Southern Potential Future Growth Area (Map 5):    

 

Location: 

This Future Growth Area includes properties located immediately to the south of the Clarke 

County Business Park (Sub-Area 21) and the properties recommended for Light 

Industrial/Research uses located on the west side of the Norfolk Southern Railroad in the Craig’s 

Run Light Industrial Area (Sub-Area 23).  The Area also extends westward to U.S. 340 and 

southward to the vicinity of Smallwood Lane (Rt. 680). 

 

Approximate Area: +/- 150 acres 

 

Development Constraints: 

 Smallwood Lane (Rt. 680) – Smallwood Lane is the only public road providing access to 

U.S. 340 and is classified as a local road with limited pavement width and no turn 

lane/acceleration lane at the U.S. 340 entrance.  Smallwood Lane is hard surfaced only to 

an area immediately east of the rail crossing with the balance of the road being gravel 

surfaced.  

 

 Norfolk Southern Railroad – Existing at-grade rail crossing on Smallwood Lane would 

require significant improvements to accommodate additional vehicular traffic. 

 

 Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) office – VDOT maintains a local 

maintenance office on six acres located on Smallwood Lane immediately west of the rail 

crossing. 

 

 Existing uses on U.S. 340 – The western edge of the Future Growth Area includes several 

homes and an existing auto repair business on small lots that front the east side of U.S. 

340. 

 Milton Valley Farm – The Future Growth Area is bordered to the south by Milton Valley 

Farm which is in permanent conservation easement.  Any future development shall 

include measures such as buffer areas and screening to mitigate potential impact on the 

conservation easement. 

 

Potential Land Use(s): 

 Business/Office and Light Industrial/Research.  The logical development pattern for this 

Future Sub-Area would be the continuation of business and light industrial uses similar in 

scale to the adjacent Business Park.  The Business/Office designation should be used to 

provide transition uses between more intensive Light Industrial uses and adjoining 

residential and agricultural properties.   

 

Other Considerations: 

 Potential alternative route for future Southeast Collector road.  As noted previously in 

this Plan, Jack Enders Boulevard is planned to be extended from its current terminus to 

South Buckmarsh Street to complete a connection between Main and Buckmarsh Streets 

(U.S. 340).  Jack Enders Boulevard would cross the Norfolk and Southern rail line by 

means of a new at-grade crossing.  If this Future Growth Area is ultimately developed 
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into a new annexation area, an alternative route for the Southeast Collector road could be 

considered that would extend in a southwesterly direction from existing Jack Enders 

Boulevard near the Town of Berryville water tower, and would improve the existing at-

grade rail crossing on Smallwood Lane to reach U.S. 340.  A detailed traffic impact 

analysis and engineering study must be conducted in order to fully evaluate this option. 

 

Recommendations: 

Evaluation of this Future Growth Area should be a short-term priority given the near build-out of 

the existing Business Park and the continuing need to move forward with the planning of the 

Southeast Collector.  Upon adoption of the revised Berryville Area Plan, Clarke County and 

Town of Berryville officials should cooperatively undertake a detailed land use planning and 

engineering study of this area for consideration as a potential new annexation area.  The goal 

should be to complete this study and determine whether to move forward on creating a new 

annexation area no later than the next five-year review period for the Berryville Area Plan.  

Consideration of an interim amendment to the Plan would also be warranted for this purpose. 

 

2. Hermitage South Potential Future Growth Area (Map 6):  

 

Location: 

This Future Growth Area adjoins Hermitage subdivision immediately to the south including the 

Hermitage Boulevard Residential Area (Sub-Area 26), and also adjoins the Hermitage 

Residential Growth Area (Sub-Area 27A) and the Southern Gateway Residential Growth Area 

(Sub-Area 27B) to the west and the Clarke County VFW property to the west and south.  There 

is also an existing historic home, Aurora (453 South Buckmarsh Street), located immediately to 

the east on a three-acre parcel and an existing electric power station. 

 

Approximate Area: +/-75 acres 

 

Development Constraints: 

 Consideration should be given to mitigating any potential adverse impact to the existing 

historic home at 453 South Buckmarsh Street including potential use of the 

Historic/Cultural Preservation land use designation. 

 

 The balance of the Future Growth Area is currently open farmland with minimal tree 

coverage.  Siting of new structures and landscaping shall be considered as this Area lies 

at the Town’s south gateway. 

 

Potential Land Use(s): 

 Low-Density Residential (2 units/acre) 

 Medium-Density Residential (4 units/acre) with cluster development. 

 Commercial uses consistent with the scale and density allowed by Town ordinance. 

 Historic/Cultural Preservation for the parcel containing the existing historic home and 

immediate vicinity. 
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Recommendations: 

Evaluation of this Future Growth Area should be considered a long-term priority once the 

existing residential Sub-Areas approach maximum build-out. 

 

3. Western Potential Future Growth Area (Map 7):   

 

Location: 

This Future Growth Area is located at the southeastern corner of the intersection of Westwood 

Road (Rt. 636) and West Main Street (Business Va. 7).  It is bordered by the historic Rosemont 

property to the east, Clarke County High School to the north, and D.G. Cooley Elementary 

School to the west.  The property is currently an active apple orchard. 

 

Approximate Area: +/-60 acres 

 

Development Constraints: 

 Agricultural use.  As the property is in current long-term use as an orchard, the 

opportunity for development of this property may not occur until the useful life of the 

orchard is exhausted. 

 

 Potential impact to Rosemont.  Consideration should be given to mitigating any potential 

adverse impact of development to the historic Rosemont home and grounds including 

potential use of the Historic/Cultural Preservation land use designation. 

 

 The balance of the Future Growth Area would be open and visible from public roadways.  

Siting of new structures and landscaping shall be considered for this Area. 

 

Potential Land Use(s): 

 Low-Density Residential (2 units/acre) 

 

 Medium-Density Residential (4 units/acre) with cluster development 

 

 Historic/Cultural Preservation as development buffer from historic Rosemont. 

 

Recommendations: 

Evaluation of this Future Growth Area should be considered a long-term priority once the 

existing residential Sub-Areas approach maximum build-out. 
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D. Conclusion 

Referenced throughout this Plan document in various forms, the future success of the Town of 

Berryville’s and Clarke County’s symbiotic planning relationship hinges on maintaining and 

growing the current culture of cooperation and open communication.  The Town’s and County’s 

shared efforts began several decades ago with the creation of an innovative growth management 

philosophy and has expanded into other areas including shared facilities (Berryville-Clarke 

County Government Center) and shared economic development and tourism efforts.  These 

efforts have not gone unnoticed as jurisdictions across the Commonwealth have looked to our 

successes as models to be replicated in their own communities. 

 

By continuing to work jointly to identify and develop lands around the Town to accommodate 

future growth, by combining efforts to ensure that public infrastructure and services are planned 

and provided for future residents and businesses, and by striving to find creative approaches to 

solve future challenges, Berryville and Clarke County will continue to be a vibrant and 

prosperous community offering a high quality lifestyle. 
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MAP 6 -- Hermitage South Potential Future Growth Area
Ownership and Acreage information accurate as of September 2015
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Ownership and Acreage information accurate as of September 2015
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TABLE 12 -- FUTURE LAND USE TABLE AND PROJECTED DEVELOPMENT YIELDS

Sub 

Area Title Planned Land Use

Residential 

Types

Planned 

Density

Original 

Area 

(acres)

Approx. 

Area 

(acres)

Original Yield Revised 

Yield 

(2015)

Dwelling 

Units Used 

(2015)
6

Remaining 

Dwelling 

Units
6

Unbuilt 

Dwelling 

Units
6 

1 Western Gateway Institutional
1 SFD, SFA, 

MF/OPR
n/a

1 23 16.6 n/a
1

n/a
1 0 n/a

1
n/a

1

2 Fairgrounds Institutional
1 SFD, SFA, 

MF/OPR
n/a

1 55 58.9 n/a
1

n/a
1 0 n/a

1
n/a

1

3 CCHS/Battlefield Estates South Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 87 84.4 143 same 72 71 2

4 Battlefield Estates North Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 61 50.1 80 same 62 18 8

5 Battlefield Estates East
Med-Low Density 

Res.
SFD 4 DU/AC 22 30.8 62 same 58 0 4

6 Battlefield Estates Business Business/Office n/a 0.3 FAR 10 15.95 95,000 SF/GLA same n/a n/a n/a

6A Mosby Flexible Residential Area Med-Density OPR
SFD, SFA, 

MF/OPR
n/a

2 18 19.2
300 (max 120 

multi-family)
see note

8 3 n/a
2

n/a
2

7
Northern Gateway/Mosby Highway 

Commercial

Highway-Visitor 

Comm.
n/a 0.3 FAR 22 23.1

200,000 

SF/GLA
same n/a n/a n/a

8 Green Hill Cemetery (REMOVED) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

9 Northern Residential Growth Area Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 33 41.7 54 54 54 0 54

10 First Street Residential Area Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 36 9.5 51 6 0 6 6

11 Soldier's Rest Preservation Area Limited Residential SFD 1 DU/10 AC 14 13.8 1 same 1 0 0

12A First Street Conservation Area Limited Residential SFD 1 DU/10 AC 22 26.3 2 0 0 0 0

12B First Street Light Industrial Area Light Industrial n/a 0.3 FAR 8 6.5 75,000 SF/GLA same n/a n/a n/a

13 Buckmarsh Run Conservation Area Limited Residential SFD 1 DU/10 AC 29 32 2 3 0 3 3

14 Northeast Residential Transition Area
Med-Low Density 

Res.
SFD 4 DU/AC 8 7.2 n/a

4 28 0 28 0

15 Northeastern Residential Growth Area Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 52 63.1 81 same
7 0 81 0

16 Bel Voi Preservation Area Limited Residential SFD 1 DU/10 AC 13 8.9 1 same 1 0 0

17 Eastern Gateway Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 16 15.1 25 same 0 25 0

18 Berryville Glen Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 73 75.1 116 same 29 45 26

19A
Jack Enders Blvd. East Light Industrial 

Area
Light Industrial n/a 0.3 FAR 12 12.57 110,000 SF/GLA same n/a n/a n/a

19B Dandridge Acres Preservation Area Limited Residential SFD 1 DU/10 AC 12 10 1 same 1 0 0

20 Johnson-Williams Institutional Area Institutional
1 SFD, SFA, 

MF/OPR
n/a

1 10 10.3 n/a
1 same 40

3
n/a

1
n/a

1

21 Clarke County Business Park
5 Light Ind./Research n/a 0.3 FAR 73 73.6 668,000 SF/GLA same n/a n/a n/a
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TABLE 12 -- FUTURE LAND USE TABLE AND PROJECTED DEVELOPMENT YIELDS

Sub 

Area
Title Planned Land Use

Residential 

Types

Planned 

Density

Original 

Area 

(acres)

Approx. 

Area 

(acres)

Original Yield

Revised 

Yield 

(2015)

Dwelling 

Units Used 

(2015)
6

Remaining 

Dwelling 

Units
6

Unbuilt 

Dwelling 

Units
6 

22 South Church St. Residential Area
Med-Low Density 

Res.
SFD 4 DU/AC 20 19 35 same 4 31 0

23 Craig's Run Light Industrial Area Light Industrial n/a 0.3 FAR 32 32.2 290,000 SF/GLA same n/a n/a n/a

24 Southgate/Northern Portion (REMOVED) 3

25 Southgate Residential Area
Med-Low Density 

Res.
SFD 4 DU/AC 3 4.7 8 7 4 3 3

26 Hermitage Blvd. Residential Area
Med-Low Density 

Res.
SFD 4 DU/AC 11 38.6 25 38 38 0 0

27A Hermitage Residential Growth Area Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 57 34.4 91 same 0 55 36

27B
Southern Gateway Residential Growth 

Area
Low-Density Res. SFD 2 DU/AC 7 7 14 same 0 14 0

1
The Institutional Planning Designation recommends housing for low to moderate income, elderly, and handicapped individuals.  Density is driven by the zoning district 

classification assigned to the parcel.
2

Density of Older Persons Residential is to be determined by site plan for specific projects.
3

Existing Johnson-Williams Apartments contains 40 dwelling units
4

Sub-Area 14 was originally listed as Sub-Area 14A and recommended for Light Industrial Uses
5

Sub-Area 21 (Clarke County Business Park) is composed of original Sub-Areas 19A, 19D, 21A, and 21B.
6

Dwelling units used refers to the number of dwellings constructed and to be subtracted from the total yield.

Remaining dwelling units refers to dwelling units remaining from the total yield that have not been assigned to a future development via plat or plan approval.

Unbuilt dwelling units refers to dwelling units that have been approved by the governing body via subdivision plat or site plan but have not been developed. 
7

Sub-Area 15 may be a candidate for additional density at 4 units/acre with additional units taken from the total number of unused units in the Annexation Area.
8

Sub-Area 6A includes an alternate design option allowing a maximum of 50 units to be developed under the Attached Residential (AR) zoning district.

SFD: Single-family detached residential

SFA: Single-family attached residential (duplex, triplex, quadplex, townhouse)

MF/OPR: Multi-family older persons residential (apartments, condominiums)

DU: Dwelling unit

AC: Acre

Potential Sub-Areas with unused dwelling units that could be re-allocated to other Sub-Areas.
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