
Virginia: 
 

In the Circuit Court for the City of Charlottesville, Virginia 
 
Michael Bednar Jo Lawson  
Kate Bennis Bob McKee 
Sumner Brown Ginger McKee 
Rosamond Casey Hal Movius 
Nancy Deutsch Joe Peacock 
Bob Fenwick Mandy Peacock 
Greg Jackson Jon Rice 
Brian Keena Shawnee West 

Bill Wylie 
 
Representing Little High Neighborhood Association (LHNA) and its individual residents. 
The citizen signatories to this action have standing to bring this suit because each one 
lives in the neighborhood designated as Little High Street Neighborhood in very close 
proximity to the project in question. 
 
Plaintiffs, PRO SE 
 
V. 
 
City of Charlottesville, Virginia City Council 

Nikayuh Walker 
Heather Hill 
Wes Bellamy 
Kathleen Galvin 
Michael Signer 

 
Defendants 
 
Pleading for Declaratory Relief and Injunctive Relief 
 
Complaint 
 
Contrary to the Code of Virginia Section 15.2-2285 Paragraph C, which states “the 
governing body may make appropriate changes or corrections in the ordinance or 
proposed amendment,” the Charlottesville City Council exceeded its authority and 
granted substantial changes to the Special Use Permit (SUP) application of the Applicant, 
Jefferson Medical Building Limited Partnership, without proper process; Charlottesville 
City Council therefore did not fulfill its duty to ensure that governmental actions are 
decided in a manner consistent with applicable codes and ordinances. 
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Additionally, Paragraph C states that, “Before approving and adopting any zoning 
ordinance or amendment thereof, the governing body shall hold at least one public 
hearing thereon, pursuant to public notice as required by § 15.2-2204.” However the rules 
of the public hearing were changed during the hearing of the City Council hearing of July 
5th 2017 without any advance notice to the public. The time to speak was reduced from 
the standard three minutes to two minutes. This  limited our right to petition our 
government for redress of our grievances. The citizens were wrongly prejudiced by 
this action of the City Council, and thus the required public hearing was invalid. 
 
The specific facts are these: 
 

● On October 11, 2016 the Planning Commission of the City of Charlottesville 
denied approval of the SUP for the building project at 1011 East Jefferson Street 
to quadruple the zoned density resulting in a four-story building.  

 
● Subsequently, on July 5, 2017, the Applicant submitted the SUP for a vote by 

City Council after substantial changes to the project had been made. These 
changes significantly shifted the massing of the building resulting in a five-story 
height over the strong objections of the Little High Neighborhood Association 
and leaders of other neighborhood associations, which have objected to the 
unreasonable scale of the project. During the council meeting, the Applicant 
confirmed that these changes were substantial; and the applicant stated in its 1011 
SUP packet that a change in elevation of the building requires an SUP 
modification. Also, during the council meeting, citizens were also informed that 
their time to speak had been cut from the standard three minutes to two minutes 
each. 

 
● The City Council voted on July 5, 2017 to approve the building project.  

 
Wrongful Actions 
 
This process was a clear violation of the SUP approval process. The project should have 
gone back to Planning Commission as a Special Use Permit Modification, but instead 
was submitted directly to the City Council for a vote. And, the citizens should have been 
granted the standard three-minutes of speech per speaker during the public hearing. 
 
Damages (Prayer For Relief) 
 
We therefore ask this court to review this action, find that the conduct of the City and 
City Council was contrary to the code and governing ordinances of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia and the City of Charlottesville, Virginia, and order an adherence to the 
applicable city ordinances governing such projects by returning the project to the 
Charlottesville Planning Commission for review.  

 
Further, that Jefferson Medical Building Limited Partnership be enjoined from any 
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further action in this matter until the process is brought into compliance with applicable 
ordinances and codes. 
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