
STAFFORD COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION MINUTES 
October 4, 2018 

 
The meeting of the Stafford County Historical Commission of Thursday, October 4, 2018, was called to 
order at 3:02 pm by Chairman Anita Dodd in the ABC Conference Room of the George L. Gordon, Jr., 
Government Center. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Anita Dodd, Jane Conner, Sue Henderson, and Ryan Lovell 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Richard Chichester and David Rodriguez 
 
STAFF PRESENT:  Lindsey Marr, Eva Campbell, and Kathy Baker 
 
GUESTS PRESENT:   
 
Ms. Dodd called the meeting to order at 3:02 p.m. and asked Ms. Conner to call roll. She stated they had a 
quorum with 4 members present.  
 
PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS 
 
None 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 

1. Introduction of Youth Engaged in Stafford (YES) Student – Chandler Rook 
 
Ms. Dodd introduced Mr. Rook to the members of the Historical Commission. She explained to Mr. Rook 
the duties and function of the Historical Commission and what they’d like to accomplish for Stafford 
County.  Mr. Rook is a student at Colonial Forge High School. 
 

2. Civil War Database Update – Erik Mink, National Park Service 
 
Ms. Baker stated she had not heard from Mr. Mink. 
 
Ms. Dodd stated she did not think he would be returning until January 2019. She stated at the last meeting he 
told the Commission he had finished what he was working on and he would not have any more updates for 
the time being.  
 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 

3. Secondary Structures 50 Years and Older 
 
Ms. Dodd began the discussion by stating she felt the Commission should add their policy on this issue to 
their handbook instead of to their by-laws. She stated she did not feel it belonged in the code and that the 
issue was more specific to the Historical Commission itself rather than the whole County.  
 
Ms. Baker requested the Commission give her a written statement of the policy and she would add it to their 
handbook.  
 
Ms. Dodd stated she thought they already gave Ms. Baker the written policy. 
 
Ms. Baker stated she could not remember if they had, but that she would look for it. 
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Ms. Henderson asked if the public had access to the Historical Commission’s handbook. 
 
Ms. Baker replied yes to Ms. Henderson, the County has the handbook on file. She stated if the Committee 
had already taken a vote on the written policy that was all they had to do, she would find it and add it to the 
handbook.  
 
Ms. Dodd explained the issue of secondary structures 50 years or older to Mr. Rook.  
 

4. Proposed Ordinance O06-47 – July 18, 2006 – Archaeological Surveys & Investigations  
 
Ms. Baker stated the Commission had not taken a vote as to whether they wanted to send this ordinance to 
the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Mr. Lovell stated he had an issue with the wording in the ordinance regarding conditional use permits and 
Phase I surveys.  
 
Ms. Baker and Mr. Lovell discussed the reason for having that wording in the ordinance.  
 
Mr. Lovell stated he would like to remove that wording before the Commission sends the ordinance to the 
Board of Supervisors.  
 
Ms. Dodd stated she would rather the wording remain in the ordinance to cover any odd situation that may 
pop up. 
 
Mr. Lovell stated a conditional use permit costs twice as much as a Phase I survey. He asked if it really was 
optional.  
 
Ms. Baker stated it was not an optional recommendation, it was a requirement, as currently proposed in the 
draft ordinance. She stated a conditional use permit does not automatically trigger the requirement for a 
Phase I survey, that is only required if a cultural resource is found to be significant at the site.  
 
Ms. Henderson asked what the next step for the Ordinance was.  
 
Mr. Baker replied that it would go before the Board of Supervisors first, and then they would refer it to the 
Planning Commission to begin the public hearing process.  
 
Ms. Henderson suggested leaving the language as it is and letting it go through the public hearing process.  
 
Ms. Dodd agreed that the Planning Commission was more qualified to change the language than the 
Historical Commission. 
 
Mr. Lovell asked Ms. Baker for clarification from Section 28-39 Paragraph 2 of the Ordinance.  
 
Ms. Baker stated this Ordinance was written when the County had a Historic Preservation Planner on staff. 
The “agent” referred to staff in the Department of Planning and Zoning, who would review the development 
applications and make comments based on the ordinance. Since there is currently no Preservation Planner, 
the staff would present any application to the Historic Commission for their input prior to approval. 
 
Ms. Conner asked if there was a motion on the floor.  
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Ms. Henderson replied that she had not made a motion. 
 
Mr. Lovell expressed discomfort with sending the Ordinance to the Board with the language remaining the 
same. He stated he did not feel it was fair for County staff to make that determination with no Historic 
Preservation Planner. 
 
Ms. Dodd stated the process has been on a recommendation basis since the Ordinance was proposed.  
 
Mr. Lovell stated he still does not feel comfortable with the conditional use permit aspect of the Ordinance. 
He stated he does not understand where the issue is with the current process and why the Ordinance is 
needed.  
 
Ms. Dodd stated that due to the recommendation basis of the process, it is relatively easy for history to be 
destroyed.  
 
Mr. Rook asked why a developer would deny the recommendation.  
 
Ms. Dodd replied to save money and avoid construction delays.  
 
Ms. Henderson made a motion to send the Ordinance as is to the Board and have them take it out of 
committee.  
 
Ms. Baker stated there was no committee in place, this would just be a recommendation to send to the Board 
for their consideration. 
 
Ms. Conner asked if the Commission should submit the Ordinance to the Board as a brand new document.  
 
Ms. Baker stated they could update the document and include the history of the Ordinance when they present 
it to the Board.  She explained how the Ordinance would go through the Board of Supervisors and Planning 
Commission public hearing process.  
 
Ms. Conner stated she would second Ms. Henderson’s motion, if that’s what the motion meant.  
 
Ms. Henderson rescinded her motion. She stated the Commission needed a stronger strategy before they 
presented the Ordinance to the Board.  
 
Mr. Lovell asked if Mr. Cavalier was the only Supervisor still on the Board from when the Ordinance was 
first presented. 
 
Ms. Baker replied that Mr. Cavalier and Mr. Dudenhefer were both on the Board then. 
 
Ms. Dodd stated the Ordinance didn’t make it through because there were a few individuals in the County 
who were very vocally against it, and the Board didn’t want to deal with it. She stated it was a political issue.  
 
Ms. Dodd stated the majority of developers take the County’s recommendation and are familiar with this 
process. She stated it’s similar to the 106 process which is what the federal government uses. She stated 
many developers deal with a much stricter process in other counties such as Alexandria and Fairfax.  
 
Ms. Henderson asked if it was appropriate for Commission members to approach members of the 
development community.  
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Ms. Baker stated she would double check whether this was appropriate. 
 
Ms. Henderson suggested they all review the Ordinance in more detail before the next Commission meeting.  
 
Ms. Dodd agreed and stated a lot of things have changed since the Ordinance was first written. She stated 
they should also consider having the County Attorney look at it.  
 
Ms. Baker stated the Board has been discussing changing the way they receive new business. She stated they 
might not need an official ordinance as they review it at the Committee level, and just the idea behind the 
ordinance might be acceptable for them to refer to the Planning Commission.  
 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTATIONS BY THE PUBLIC 
 
None 
 
REPORTS BY COMMISSION MEMBERS  
 
Ms. Dodd stated the Commission needed an updated member list.  
 
Ms. Baker replied it was updated on the web page but staff could print out new ones for them.  
 
Ms. Dodd asked if the award plaques were updated.  
 
Ms. Baker replied it needs to be engraved.  
 
Ms. Dodd explained the situation with New Hope School. She stated she was asked to make a drawing of it, 
but most of it had been knocked down by the time she got there to draw it. She stated the developer was 
supposed to preserve the exterior of the school, but that had not happened.  
 
Ms. Henderson asked if there was any action that could be taken.  
 
Ms. Dodd replied there was none. She stated there was a Stevens cemetery that was in violation of the 
Chesapeake Bay Act (CBA).  
 
The Commission discussed where the cemetery was and how it could be in violation of the CBA.  
 
Ms. Henderson asked about the work that was being done on Brooke Road. She stated she had been told it 
used to be parallel to the railroad and that it was changed to an s-road in the 1930s. She asked if the 
Commission should be concerned about the work from a historical standpoint.  
 
Ms. Baker replied that only part of the work is due to the flooding earlier in the year, the rest is an approved 
VDOT project for widening and improving safety features.  
 
Ms. Conner asked if the issue of who was going to receive the Aquia stone markers on Interstate 95 had been 
resolved.  
 
Ms. Baker stated she would follow up with VDOT and find out.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
September 6, 2018 
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Mr. Lovell made a motion to approve the minutes.  
 
Ms. Conner seconded the motion.  
 
The motion passed 4-0 (Mr. Chichester and Mr. Rodriguez were absent). 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
With no further business to discuss, Ms. Dodd adjourned the meeting at 4:07 p.m. 
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