\v rﬁ Mary Catherine Gibbs
\ij I L L e mcgibbs@wiregill.com
703-836-5757

March10, 2023

Michael Swidrak, AICP

Urban Planner Ill, Development Division
Department of Planning and Zoning
Alexandria, VA 22314

Re: DSP#202300001 / SUB#202B80001 Potomac River Generating Station Site
Comment Response LetterCompletenes€ompiled Comments fadPRGSIDSP

DearMichael
The Applicant, Hilco Redevelopment Partn@ifkP), is in receipdf your commentsdated
February 9, 2028n their IDSPCompletenessubmission and provides the following responses

thereto along with thefecondCompleteness submission filed contemporaneously herewith.

PLANNING & ZONING

Findings

1. Continue community outreach regardimigconstruction remediation andabatement
activities and post documents relating to each on the development website.

Response:Acknowledged.

2. The Coordinated Sustainability Strategy (CSS) will be discussed in work sessions at the
February 27 Environmental Policy Commission (EPC) mgeftanning Commission on
March 7 and City Council Legislative Meeting on March 14, pending the date of applicant
submission of the CSS.

Response: Acknowledged. The CSS was submitted on February 142023and these
meetings are progressing as stated.

3. The subdivision required to convey a portion of property from Pepco to the applicant
(SUB#202200008) is docketed for the March'BBlanning Commission hearing.

Response:Acknowledged.
4. UDAC voted 50 to support the Infrastructure DSP and Common Elentegittteat its

February 1 meetingand provided recommendations regarding the selection of site
furnishings and materials for the Woonerf
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Response: Acknowledged. The Common Elements Pakage (CEP) endorsed by
UDAC will continue to evolveas a living document for City review in future Open
Space DSUPsand istherefore not a completeness item.

5. The updated traffic study and VISSIM analysis will need to be reviewed by staff and
approved before the IDSP is deemed complete.

Response:Applicant will continue to consistently work with City Staff to update the

VISSIM analysis, and based onthis coordination, the updated analysis will be
submitted in the timeframe identified in the shedule to keep the June Planning
Commission meetingA revised analysidated March 9, 2023based on feedback from
the City was submittedfor review.

The VISSIM analysis andpotential GW Memorial Parkway improvements will be
reviewed and refined in coordination with the City as part of Phase 2per CDD
Condition 32. Furthermore, NPS approvals are needed which cannot be obtained as
part of IDSP Completeness.

6. The applicant shall submit@esign Standards and Guidelines Mabmwritten narrative
demonstrating how any of the final streetscapes shown in the IDSP megpplicalde
standards and guidelines.

ResponseApplicant electedDesign Excellence Patlfior the first three Block DSUPs
SeeDesign Excellence Matrix Exhibit #1.

7. The names for private and public streets should be submitted as asti@gieaming case
(SNC) with the former approved administratively and the latter approved by public hearing.
The public street name for Road A should be approved prior to release of the IDSP final
site plan.

a. Staff recommends submitting the SNC camsgterials for review with the next IDSP
submission or soon after in order to allow for staff review time and public approval.

Respong: Applicant will submit the street naming casefor Road A in accordance
with CDD Condition 157, which statesapproval by Planning Commissionmust occur
prior to the release of the first Final Site Plan and is not a requirement of the
Preliminary Site Plan. (P&Z).

Site Plan Comments

8. Signature Block should be in the same location on each plan sheet.

ResponseThe Signature Block is located at the lower right corner of all sheets.


https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-11/PRGS-Design-Standards-and-Guidelines-Matrix.pdf
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9. The proposed Waterfront Park trail should connect to the temporary (and likely future
permanent) sidewalk across from the terminus of Road D. (See below)
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ResponseThe connection has been providednd is shown onSheet C301.

10. Staff will coordinate with the applicant on the final rigiitway width for Road A, which
is shown as 68 feet in width.

Response Acknowledged.

11.Note 91 Sheet C306B04: notet h a t the open space is #dApri
accessibledo via the |listed easements.

ResponseNote 9 has been revised. S&heets C300C304.

12.The 206foot building face to curb setback along N. Fairfax Street required by Condition 57
of theCDD202%00004 is not met on Block F in areas with a parking lane, as it is on Block
B. Provide an additional setback to meet the condition and provide information on how
Block F will comply with Note 12 on Sheet C301:

12.  BUILDING ON BLOCK B, C, E AND F SHALL BE SET BACK 20 FEET FROM
BUILDING FACE TO FACE OF CURB AT THE GROUND FLOOR WITH POSSIBLE BUILDING
VARIATION AND OVERHANGS ABOVE SUBJECT TO FINAL APPROVAL WITH EACH BLOCKS
DSUP.
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ResponseA 20 feet width is showron SheetC301. The final condition related to the
sidewalk width along Block F will be determinedwith the building details in the
future Block F DSUP.

13. Provide the finalized proposed improvements to Slaters Lane, and the GWMP intersections
with Slaters and Bashford lanes in the site plan set per Condition 49 of the CDD Conceptual
Design Plan.

ResponseDimensionsfor vehicular lanes, bike lanes, sidewalks andgrass stripare

shown on Sheet C301 and C302 for Slaters Lane Refer tolandscape plan sheets
L100-102 for tree planting details A note has also been addedhat refers to the

pavement marking plans for additional details. The final improvements to the

intersection of the GWMP at Slaters and Bashford will be coordinated withthe

National Park Service. See Note 2 on She€B02.

14.Clearly note on the applicable plan sheets (and perhaps shade area in gray) that the N. Pitt
Street connector is to be constructed only if a connection can be made to Bashford Lane.

ResponseA noteto this effecthas been addedo Sheets C300 and C304.

15. Subdivision (SUB202®0001) comments:
a. Provide name and address of the owner of record/applicant on the plat (as shown
on the subdivision application)

ResponseName and address have been added to the plat.

16. Provide more information on the phasing of Road C, since it may be operational in phases,
with Block C being operational first (and only a portion of Road C accessible for a period
of time). The depictionmthe C300 sheets is confusing, as it depicts that the entirety of
Block C will be constructed with pavers while the adjacent sidewalks are still shown as
temporary.

ResponseRoad Cwill be fully constructed with Blocks C and D (Phase 2 as identified
in the CDD). SheetA900, note 10Q has been revised to show potential temporary
connection between the Woonerf and Road @ Block C is delivered prior to Block
D. Should this occur,this temporary connection between the Woonerf and Roa®@
will be removed anda temporary road connection will move to the north of Block D
as shown on SheefA900, note 9 for potential temporary use until construction of
Road D with Block E or completion ofN. Fairfax Street with Block F.
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ResponseThe Common Elements Palette will be refined in subsequemSUP
submissions as discussed with City stafat the February 16 meeting Additional
information on the Woonerf is provided in Sheets LO03 and LOO4and reviewedwith
City Staff at the March 2 meeting

20. Woonerf comments:

a.

b.

oo

Staff anticipates a greater level of detail and design finalization of the Woonerf with
the Infrastructure DSP.

The N. Fairfax Street rigkaf-way coterminous with the Woonerf is still shown in
temporary condition on the plan sheets. Provide more information on where a
temporary Woonerf righof-way could be constructed (i.e. adjacent to Block E in
Phase 3).

Provide a highequality and resolution exhibit of the Woonerf design.

Provide more detbon the proposed vehicular deterrent elements of the design.
Show a closer detail on materials and design of the transition slope and crosswalks,
which staff anticipates to be included with the Infrastructure DSP set.

The Woonerf should have two diffetetiesign orientations on the waterside and
the side facing the blocks and Central/Waterfront Plaza. Show in the Common
ElementsdPalettehow those design considerations are being addressed.

Provide more information on how the vehicular and pedestrian paxkrbe
matched.

The furnishing and materials precedents shown on the Woonerf Concept Plan do
not relate to each other. Provide design precedents with a more integrated and
interrelated design.

Response:Additional information on the Woonerf is provided on Sheets L0003 and
LOO4 and wasreviewed with City staff at the March 2 meeting

21.Portions of N. Fairfax Street north of the Woonerf heading toward Slaters Lane at the north
side of Block F appear to bader 50 feet in width. Confirm that the ROW is a minimum
50 feet. If the ROW extends inward into what appears to be the Block F parcel line, the
parcel/ROW line should be redrawn to reflect this.
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ResponseAs discussed with City staffat the February 16 meeting it is not necessary
to provide the sheet number for each tree in the tree schedule.

25.Provide more tree and vegetation detail (and add tvekesurvey) in the adjacency of the
Bashford Lane and Slaters Lane intersections with the GWMP, in case any future
improvements could impact existing tree and vegetation cover.

ResponseThis information may be provided at a later time if it is determined future
improvements arenecessary beyond what has already been provided.

26.Provide details on any plantings and groundcover that will be planted in the temporary
rightsof-way and areas covered by the Infrastructure DSP.

ResponseVegetated area within thetemporary rights-of-ways will be seeded with
grass and covered with a protective substrate until such time as landscaping plans are
developed with the DSUPs for the blocks or parks.

27.Provide additional information goroposed tree removal on NPS property as applicable in
future submissions.

ResponseAny vegetation removal on NPS property is subject to NPS approval and
coordination and is not shown on this plan

28.Trees located on The Muse site (1201 N. R&tetet) do not appear to be documented in
the tree preservation schedule and plan sheet. The trees planted adjacent to the N. Fairfax
Street connector should be incorporated into the streetscape design if feasible.
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ResponseTrees located on The Muse prperty and adjacent to the N Fairfax Street
connector trail have been surveyed, identified, rated, and added to the Tree
Preservation Schedule and Tree Preservation Plasee Shee€207.



CRL for CDSP#202200024CompletenesSubmission
PRGS Sité 1300 N. Royal Street

29.Tree 7351 is listed as invasive and onsite. Pleaseve.
ResponseTree 7351 has been added to the list for removal. S8keetC210.

30.Provide more information regarding the need to remove the four trees in front of the
Towngate development on Slaters Lane (trees #880%).

ResponseSince the road improvement®n Slaters Lanewere contained within the
existing curb lines to the north and south, these trees have been noted to remain.
SeeSheets C206 andC214.

Utilities

31.Provide confirmation that 5G or other smiathnology capabilities are being explored for
implementation with streetlights throughout the site.

Response:5G or other smart technology capabilities are being explorethroughout
the site.

BAR Comments

32.The westernmost section of the parcdbisated within the Old and Historic Alexandria
District due to its proximity to the George Washington Memorial Parkway. Any permanent
structures or new construction in this ar e
Ordinance, must be approved by tBe®ard of Architectural Review (BAR). The
Development Site Plan submission dated 10/14/2022 indicates that this area will be a ralil
corridor park with a parks and recreation easement. Staff strongly supports a parks and
recreation easement in this aredh&f development.

Response:Acknowledged.

33.If any part of the project would be considered a federal undertaking, the applicant will be
required to properly adhere to all applicable requirements of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of966. This process should begin early and must engage all
interested parties.

ResponseAcknowledged.

34. Staff recommends that the applicant providesita interpretive signage based on the
findings of the documentary study.

Response:Acknowledged. Applicant is developing the historic interpretation plan
that is required under the CDD conditions andthat plan will be submitted as part of
the first preliminary DSUP submission fora block DSUP.
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Future Conditions

35.Update the IDSRIuring the final site plan review to incorporate proposed site elements
identified in the CSS.

Response Acknowledged.

36. The underground garage structure will be constructed to permit a minimum planting depth
for shade and street trees above. Staff ackenbyds relevant exhibits provided with
submission.

Response:Acknowledged.

37.A master association will be responsible for ownership and maintenance of privately
owned and publicly accessible riglittway and open spaces (repeated).

ResponseAcknowledged

38. All transformers shall be located below grade and out of public r@fhtsay and all open
spaces (repeated).

ResponseExcept for those located above ground and in fully enclosed transformer
vaults in the buildings as Dominion determines in their degin review process.

TRANSPORTATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES (T&ES)

Findings
1. PWS, AlexRenew have no further comments.
ResponseAcknowledged.
2. DASH provided no comments.
ResponseAcknowledged.

3. DROW, Transportation Engineerinfransportation Planning, and Sanitary deem this plan
incomplete.

ResponseSee responses below.
Completeness Comments
1. The outfall analysis on sheet C617 states that both outfall A and B have adequate capacity.
Staff is unable to locate tltwnstream and upstream inverts for any of the outfall pipes.

Please clearly label all inverts associated with both outfalls. (DROW)
10
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ResponseThe downstream and upstream inverts for both outfalls have been added
to the storm computations onSheet C6B.

. The outfall analysis on sheet C617 states that both outfall A and B have adequate capacity.
Staff is unable to locate the capacity computations for either of the outfalls. Please include
these computations on t he pkapatity foithie 18i t her
storm, then please control the runoff onsite to a point where all outfalls have adequate
capacity or proposed the installation of larger pipes to ensure capacity is available.
(DROW)

ResponseThe downstream and upstream inverts for both outfalls have been added
to the storm computations onSheet C6B.

. The Water Quantity and Adequate Outfall Narrative on sheet C602 states that there is a
reduction in runoff for the 19ear storm event for bltoutfalls. However, the project
proposes an overall increase in runoff. Please provide the hydrographs all drainage area in
both proposed and existing conditions. Further, provide all applicable routing to
demonstrate that your statement regarding rugatintities in your narrative is true.
(DROW)

ResponseAdditional information has been provided onSheet C602602Band
discussedwith City staff on March 3 that show all outfalls have sufficientcapacity.

. Repeat Comment: Comment carried until satisfied. Per the CDD conditions, an
assessment of the stormwater outfall condition must be performed by the applicant and
submitted to the City for reviewOwnership and adequate maintenance access must be
coordinated and providday the applicant to allow the City access to maintain the portion

of the outfall located on National Park Service property in perpetuity to the satisfaction of
the Director of T&ES. This must be adequately addressed before the preliminary
infrastructure ge plan is approved SWM)

ResponseAcknowledged.

. The plan now includes the use of a different outfall into the Potomac in addition to the
previously discussed tunnel outfallhis outfall must meet the same conditions as the other
outfall. An assessment of the stormwater outfall condition must be performed by the
applicant and submitted to the City for review. Ownership and adequate maintenance
access must be coordinated and provided by the applicant to allow the City access to
maintain the pdion of the outfall located on National Park Service property in perpetuity

to the satisfaction of the Director of T&ES. This must be adequately addressed before the
preliminary infrastructure site plan is approve@&WM)

Response:Applicant is directing its stormwater flow to an existing outfall under City

ROW in Slaters Lane. This is a City outfallthat collects water from Slaters Lane as

well as otherproperties along Slaters Laneand Applicant should not be responsible
11
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for asses®mg the condition ofthis additional outfall. The storm computations onSheet
C617 shows that this outfall has adequate capacity.

. Sheet C700- Provide a sanitary sewer outfall narrative to describe sanitary
infrastructure/infrastructure upgrades propmbsesite and offsite to serve the development
project.(Sanitary)

Response:This commentrelates to the outfall narrative that has been updated on
C700, however, as discussed at the meeting on March 7, 2023 with Sanitary Staff,
Applicant has explored a parallel system adjacent to the existing sewer and this
sewer will only carry flows from the PRGS siteo tie into the existing2 7 sewer line

at N. First Street, east of the N. Fairfax St. Further refinement of this option will
occur in Final IDSP.

. Sheet C700 Clarify where the existing pump house will be tied into the city sewer system
as part of the development projg@anitary)

ResponseA note has been addedo Sheet C70Qo clarify the pump house sanitary
connectioninto city sewer system. Seesheet C700.

. Provide survey data or specify the source of invert elevations, pipe diameters and pipe
materials shown on Sheet C702 to support the sewer flow computé§Bangary)

ResponseA note has been added about source of sanitary information. See note #2
on Sheet C702.

On Sheet C700 and C701, please delineate sewesh&als and estimate/tabulate sub

shed sanitary flows as part of the sanitary sewer adequate outfall analysis (AOA). See the
example below(Sanitary)

12
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Response:This comment relates to the outfall analysis that has been updated on C700

and C70L, however, as discussed at the meeting on March 7, 2023 with Sanitary Staff,
Applicant has explored a parallel system adjacent to the existing sewer and this sewer
willonlycarry f |l ows from the PRGS site to tie into
Street, east of the N. Fairfax StFurther refinement of this option will occur in Final

IDSP.

9. Please note sewer sgheds that contribute incremental flows to each sewer segment in
the remarkés column of Sanitar ySadtaryyer Comp

Response:This comment relates to the outfall analysis that habeen updated on C7090

C702, however, as discussed at the meeting on March 7, 2023 with Sanitary Staff,
Applicant has explored a parallel system adjacent to the existing sewer and this sewer will

only carry flows from the PRGS site to tie into the existing2 6 s ewer | i ne at N.
east of the N. Fairfax StFurther refinement of this option will occur in Final IDSP.

13
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10.Pl ease add a row fiTot al Proposed FIl owo in
(Sanitary)

ResponseTotal Proposed Flow row has been added. S&heet C702.

11.Pl ease use the correct Ano valwue (0.013) f
Sheet 702(Sanitary)

ResponseThe n value has been revisetb reflect PVC. SeeSheet C702

12. AOA shall be conducted on sanitary sewers for both existing and proposed conditions in
two separate tables. The AOA shall end at the connection (manhole 005680SSMH per
cityodés GI S) to the Potomac I nterceptor. S
sanitary flow from the project site via 4fich sewers along the rail track with a-iteto
the 27inch city sewer at manhole 005059SSMH as opposed teradieonsite sewers to
Ex 2161 and upgrading existing sewer infrastructures on N Fairf§@astitary)

ResponseThis comment relates to the outfall analysis that has been updated on C700

and C701, however, as discussed at the meeting on March 7, 2023 with Sanitary Staff,
Applicant has explored a parallel system adjacent to the existing sewerdthis sewer

wi || only carry flows from the PRGS site t
First Street, east of the N. Fairfax StFurther refinement of this option will occur in

Final IDSP.The27 06 sewer has been See8h@et@’702 o0 t he anal

13.There is a 270 sanitary sewer runs from Nc

Sheet C701. Hence, MH 5684 has two i ncomin
sewer to MH 5684 and revise flow computat:.i
GIS map showing that connectiof8anitary)

14
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ResponseApplicant has explored a parallel system adjacent to the existing sewer and
this sewer will only carry flows from the PRGS site to tie into the existing sewer line
at N. First Street, east of the N. Fafax St. Further refinement will occur in Final
IDSP.This2 7 0 | sbeea shbwaon sheets C708C702.

14.Sheet C703 HGL analysis/computations shall be provided for both existing and proposed
conditions. Clearly note for each HGirofile/computation table, under which condition
(existing or proposed), the table/profile is shoyBanitary)

ResponseHGL computations are shown onSheet C704.

15.Sanitary |l aterals 80 in diameter or | arger
watertight connection(Sanitary)

ResponseAll laterals are connected to the city manholes. S&heet C700.

16.0n sheets including C304: Pleaseremowvet e/ | abel on body of pl a
Future Connection Subject to coordination
control o or revise to read nAreas to be o
Agreement for i fSurgey)i m as necessaryo.

Response:The note has been revisedo remove fipotentialdo as discussed with City
staff on February 27, 2023SeeSheet C304.

17.Please depict the proposed street improvements in the areas mentioned above (ie proposed
streetsacross Norfolk Southern Parcelpurvey)

ResponseAs discussed with City staff on February 27, 202%s noted abovethe
note has been revised to remove potential and an insert added. Speet C304.

15
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18. Please confirm that the retaining wall north of Block F (and all associated features such as
structural components) will be located entirely on subject property as thisngtaiail is
in close proximity to property line at this locatiorSugvey)

ResponseThe retaining wall north of Block F and all its associated features will be
located on the subject property See detail onSheet LOO5.

19. Please confirm thatroposed curb (and/or proposed curb and gutter) is included for entirety
of proposed N. Fairfax Street. Currently, graphic depiction on sheet 2 suggest that
proposed curb is not included on the segment east of Block E, for exai@pteey)

Response: As discussed with City staff on February 27, 2023here will be header
curb north and south of the Woonerf and the Woonerf will be flushed curb.

20.Please ensure that all proposed property lines/ROW lines are using the same type of
Phantom Linetpe and that no other category/lines use this specific linetype. For instance,
there appears to be a |Iine on the east si de
linetype that does not appear to be a ROW Line or Property line. And pleasetkasure
all lines are consistent with the Linetype Legend and that Legend contains all linetypes that
are being usedSgrvey)

Response:As discussed with City staff on February 27, 2023, the linetype for the
public access easement hdeen changed to a@ashedline. SeeSheets (301-C304.

21.0n sheet 3: incorrect proposed lot #s. Please correlate all Lot numbers with associated
subdivision plat. $urvey)

ResponseThere is no sheet 3 in the IDSP set. Lot numbers have been isadon
Sheets C200-C204

22.Missing lot numbers compared to associated sub plat: please add all lot #s including 600,
601, etc.. to all Layout sheets including (at least) the C300s and C806&Y()

Responselots numbers have been added. S&heets C301C304 and C400C430.

23.Pl ease correlate ROW Property |lines in are
that shown on associated Subdivision plauryey)

ResponseAll lines have been coordinatedvith the Subdivision plat. SeeSheet C3(3.
24.To avoid confusion: please use different linetype for proposed Blocks. Currently, the

graphic depiction of these blocks might suggest that new lots for these blocks are being
created with thisnfrastructure plan. Survey)

16
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Response: As discussed with City staff on February 27, 2023, the linetype for the
blocks has been changed to a solid line. S8eeets C301C304.

25.Please correct General Note 2 in terms of vertical datum: some incorrect/confusing
information is currently provided for the vertical datum lirRurfvey)

ResponseGeneral note 2 has been revised. See Sheet C100.

26.For the waterfront plaza south lofock E: please extend Public Access Easement leader
to include sidewalk along south side of Block E. In addition, please determine if there are
duplicate labels for Plaza easement and address $isudy)

ResponseThe leader for the Public Access Esement has been extended to include
the sidewalk. See Sheet C301.

27.For the public access easement on east side of Block B, for Fairfax street: please extend
the northern leader to back of proposed walk for clarity, is currently pointing to middle of
walk. (Survey)

ResponseThe northern leader has been revised. S&heet C303.

28.0n (at least) the utility Sheets C400s: please show all proposed public utility easements
(storm and/or sanitary)Sgrvey)

ResponseAs discussed with City staff on February 27, 20234tility easements have
been added to the plansn the east side of the siteSeeSheetsC400 and C402.

29. Show bus shelters with full dimensions of the proposed transit stops along Road A on the
siteplan. Demonstrate there is a minimum of 6 feet of clear space on the sidewalk behind
the bus stop. (Transportation Planning)

Response; Staff requested that this level of information be included in the individual
block DSUPs per the Infrastructure DSP vs Block DSUP Requirements dated
September 8, 2022

30.Due to the complex layout of the N. Royal Street intersection with Bashford Lane and Road
A, additionally due to the amount of users expected on the existing trail and pending rail
track conversion to trails, include a raised area for the entire intersettiis should be
also including protection devices such as bollards on each side of the road to delineate the
pedestrian area and the vehicular af@aansportation Engineering, Transportation
Planning)

17
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Response: Based on further coordination with City Staff, a revised configuration of
the intersection has been included as shown in Sheets @2thd C90Q which does not
include a raised intersection The revised configuration of the intersection includes
the removal of the crosswalk on thenorthern leg of the N Royal Street and Bashford
Lane intersectionand results in a twostage crossing for trail users. To facilitate this
redesign the trail has been realignd, the crosswalks have been widenethe grass
strips extended to encourage the ge of the improved crosswalks and the
southwestern corner of the intersection extended to provide an improved crossing
experience for users.

31.The applicant must shothe locationand types oinfrastructure thats being

32.

consideredor sustainabilitymeasures such #sose for solapanels, EVcharging, Geo
thermal,etc.that are in the Rightf-Way orin thefuture Parlands orin theopen
spaceor in theutility corridors, etc. (OEQ)

Response: Solar panelsare shown on theroofs of the bus shelters. EV charging
locationsare not proposed in the ROW. Sustainable measures that will be located in
the publicly accessible open spacesill be determined during the DSUPs for those
publicly accessible open spacedlease refer tothe Coordinated Sustainability
Strategy (CSS) for future details on sustainability infrastructure, including the
District Energy Analysis. This is not a completeness comment.

Due to thentense communitynterest in the contamination atite remediation of the
site,the City is requesting thapplicant to provide all documents associated with the
sitecharacterization (investigatioranalysis, reportsesults.etc.)
andthegenerakremediation actions and methaas part of thénfrastructue preliminary
site plansubmittal. The earlysubmittal ofinformation will helpthe City address any
concernn the sitavheretheinfrastructurewill be located. QEQ)

18
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Response:Applicant objects tothe submission othese actions/methodas part ofthe
IDSP. These actions and methods are controlled by the regulatoguthorities at the
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ), not the IDSP. Information
is regularly shared with the OEQ whenever information § shared with VDEQto be
coordinated accordingly.The Preliminary Characterization Report is sharedpublicly
on the project website This is not a completeness comment.

Non-Completeness Comments

1. Given the turning radius for a bus turning from Slaters Lane onto Road A, consider
removing on street parking spaces on the west side of Road A, across from Block F.
(Transportation Engineering)

Response: Acknowledged. 146 o f-streed rparking was removed to better
accommodate bus turning maneuvers from Slaters Lane onto Road A. S&heet
C900.

2. Consider mirroring the ostreet parking area on the Slaters Lane extension behind Block
F. (Transportation Engineering)

ResponseThe parking area is locatedoutside of the RPA line and shifting it south
would put it in the RPA, which is not permitted

3. Given the prepared Auto Turn exhibits, it would appear the curb on the SW corner of Road
A and N. Royal Street intersection can slightly be adjusted to @eatee gradual curved
alignment to the Road B. Consider slight adjustment for better trangi@msportation
Engineering)

19



