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MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE  

COMMISSIONERS OF THE 

CITY OF ROANOKE REDEVELOPMENT AND HOUSING AUTHORITY 
 

The Commissioners of the City of Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing 

Authority met for a regular session on Monday, June 29, 2020, via electronic 

communication through live video conference and telephone conference due to the 

COVID-19 pandemic.  The meeting was originally scheduled for June 22, 2020 but had 

to be postponed due to a technical issue.  A new notice was issued for the meeting to 

be held on June 29, 2020.  

I. CALL TO ORDER – ROLL CALL 
 
Chair Anguiano called the meeting to order at 3:02 p.m. and declared that a 

quorum was present. 

PRESENT: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Kepley, Smith, 
Walker 

  
ABSENT: Witten 
  
OFFICER PRESENT: Mr. David Bustamante, Secretary-Treasurer 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Betsy Crow, VP of Human Resources and 

Administration; Mark Loftis, Legal Counsel; Michelle 
Jackson, Executive Assistant; Evangeline Richie, VP 
of Housing; Joel Shank, VP of Operations; Jackie 
Austin, VP of Finance, Frederick Gusler, Director of 
Redevelopment and Revitalization; Sylvia Williams, 
Site Manager; Lucie Rowan, Executive Assistant; 
Crystal Hall, Community Support Services Director; 
Trish White-Boyd, Roanoke City Council Liaison  

 
Chair Anguiano welcomed everyone to today’s meeting. 

REPORTS 
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1. Financial Report 
 
Chair Anguiano asked if there were any questions pertaining to the financial 

reports.  There were none.   

2. Executive Director’s Report 
 

Chair Anguiano asked for the Executive Director’s Report. 

Mr. Bustamante responded that in addition to his written report, it was asked in 

the May 18, 2020 Board meeting that he provide the numbers for how many interims 

that had been submitted to the Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority 

(RRHA).  He stated that as of June 9, there were 38 interims processed in public 

housing and 57 interims processed in the Housing Choice Voucher Program (HCV).  He 

explained that unfortunately, when you add up the money that the interims accounted 

for, there is a lot more rent that is due, versus the interims that have been processed.  

He noted that the notices are continuing to go out to the tenants reminding them what 

will happen if they decide not to pay their rent.  It looks as though not everyone who has 

requested an interim has continued to pay their rent.  He added that we will continue to 

inform the residents and educate them as to what will happen once the eviction 

moratorium is lifted.  He is hopeful that they will be able to begin to pay their rent. Mr. 

Bustamante highlighted that obviously this was not rent that they did not have to pay 

due to Covid-19 issues, and at some point the rent is still due.   

In addition, Mr. Bustamante mentioned that Chair Anguiano, Commissioner 

Kepley and the staff of RRHA are working on the Strategic Plan.  There is a third 

session scheduled for July 9, 2020, and that he will be submitting a draft of the Strategic 

Plan to the Board after the third or fourth session, if a fourth session is needed.  He 
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noted that it is going quite smoothly and he believes RRHA will have a very good 

Strategic Plan for the next five years.  Chair Anguiano expressed that he appreciated 

the opportunity to give some input and that he and Commissioner Kepley have a super 

high level view and are enjoying the opportunity to talk to the staff about how the Plan 

gets merged into some of the actual priorities and strategic goals of the organization.  

Commissioner Kepley commented that it was a good experience.   

Mr. Bustamante advised the Board that he, Ms. Richie and Mrs. Austin had the 

opportunity to attend a webinar on the Cares Act, and they were able to get clarification 

on ways to spend the funds and what the reporting requirements are.  They were quite 

pleased with the results.  He will submit to the Board a balance sheet for each 

development, as far as how much RRHA started with, what was spent and how much is 

left.  Mr. Bustamante opened the floor for questions. Commissioner Burruss asked what 

the residents are saying about not being able to pay their rent.  Mr. Bustamante 

responded that the residents are not being vocal, that they are not coming into the office 

and there has been no effort made to pay their balances.  Mr. Bustamante highlighted 

that the notices are sent out monthly, and it is being communicated to the residents 

when they come in for a meeting and when the Family Self-Sufficient (FSS) team goes 

out to meet with them, they are also informing them of what is going to happen.  The 

residents understand it, they are just not paying their balances.   

Vice Chair Smith asked, if an individual was behind on their rent before COVID-

19, if the waiver protects that individual.  Mr. Bustamante responded yes and no, initially 

it started off that it did not protect them, but because most of the local judges have 

extended the moratorium and extended the time frames for us to go to court they are 
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technically protected in a sense.  RRHA is unable to do anything with them until the 

unlawful detainers (UD) are heard by the Court.  Chair Anguiano asked what the time 

line is for when RRHA would be forced to make decisions on this.  Mr. Bustamante 

responded that they have extended it until August, and some of the local judges have 

pushed it back to late October.  There is the possibility of this happening during 

Christmas time which is the worse time for this to occur.  He noted that the tenants are 

being informed of this.   

Commissioner Garner inquired about the packet that included a list of waivers 

that was provided to the Board for the meeting.  He pointed out that there are a number 

of things that RRHA has gotten a deferment on, things like Housing Quality Standards 

(HQS) inspections and a number of these things are deferred to the third and fourth 

quarter.  He asked if we are in a position to do the inspections, for instance the HQS 1 

initial inspections, is RRHA in a position to get this done pursuant to the Housing of 

Urban Development’s (HUD) requirement by October 31st.  Mr. Bustamante responded 

that Ms. Richie is scheduled to do a presentation during the meeting to speak more 

specifically on this topic, but to answer the question, yes, we did take advantage of that 

particular waiver and we are prepared to meet the October 31st deadline.   

Commissioner Garner then asked if we are pretty comfortable allowing owners to 

do self-certifications and asked Mr. Bustamante what his thoughts were.  Mr. 

Bustamante responded that most of the owners are not new and they have been in 

program and have had vacant units in the past.  RRHA knows who they are and that 

they understand what HQS is.  The items are not big ticket items.  The owners are 

certifying that there are no existing life and safety issues in their units. Once landlords 
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certify that there are no health and safety concerns it allows us to move in the resident 

quicker. RRHA is confident that none of the units have anything that is going to be a 

health and safety issue.   

Commissioner Garner asked if this was also true for the annual inspections that 

have been rolled back that RRHA is pretty confident with those as well.  Mr. Bustamante 

responded that RRHA is actually planning to get them done prior to that date.  Ms. 

Richie added that Mr. Niebles, RRHA’s HCV Inspector, is still conducting initial 

inspections, so RRHA implemented the waiver in the event it needed to be utilized.   At 

this time, the HCV inspector is going out performing initial inspections before someone 

moves in.   

Chair Anguiano wanted to revisit the timeline of the past due rents by asking 

what kind of mechanisms does RRHA have in place for residents that have fallen 

behind to bring the payment up to date and if there are ways that RRHA can utilize the 

Joint Resident Council to help solve this problem before it becomes a problem.  Mr. 

Bustamante responded that RRHA has a repayment agreement option that can be 

offered to the tenants. The agreement allows them to pay a portion of their rent that they 

owe going forward on a monthly basis.  If they miss one of the payments then RRHA 

will file a UD, RRHA only has the option to offer a repayment agreement if they are 

interested.  Vice Chair Smith commented that from the telephone calls that he has 

received what he is gathering is that the residents are understanding this and grasping 

the seriousness of this.  A lot of them have spent the money, but most of the residents 

that he has spoken with have been frugal in their spending.  Chair Anguiano clarified, so 

it’s not a question of people just not understanding the program and the obligation.  Vice 
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Chair Smith noted that as he receives the calls, he is giving them the truth and providing 

them with the understanding.  Ms. Richie responded that prior to the COVID-19 

pandemic RRHA has pending court cases in the General District Court, this may be 

playing a part in the hindrance of them making payments right now because they 

already have pending cases out there that at this point have been pushed back to 

August.  Chair Anguiano noted that he wants to feel confident that RRHA is doing 

everything that can be done to communicate this situation to residents and it sounds like 

both on a staff level and through the Joint Resident Council that is happening.   

Commissioner Garner asked for clarification on another waiver on the list, to refer 

back to the list HCV 4, which is public housing assistance (PHA) approval of assisted 

tenancy where it talks about “provide for housing assistance payments (HAP) for 

contracts not executed within sixty days available through July 31st, and PHA must not 

pay HAP to owners until HAP contract is executed”, RRHA agrees to provide for the 

HAP payments for contracts not executed within sixty days” he asked if he was reading 

this correctly.  Mr. Bustamante answered, yes.  Commissioner Garner then asked if 

there is a possibility that RRHA can be exposed to any kind of liability on this as far as 

the HAP payments are concerned if a contract wasn’t executed.  Mr. Bustamante 

responded no, because RRHA executed a HUD approved waiver and the waiver is 

there for that particular reason.  After the timeline when the waiver is no longer valid, 

RRHA will probably stop the HAP payment until the owner comes in and signs the 

contract.  He noted that they usually come immediately once you stop the payment to 

sign because they want to get paid.  If they don’t, the tenant will be given a moving 

packet and will find another place to live.  This is to avoid the fact that RRHA was not 
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open, so to get them to sign a HAP contract, it would have caused that one on one 

interaction that RRHA was not suited for before, RRHA needed to get these individuals 

into units so that is why that waiver was chosen.  Chair Anguiano asked if there were 

any other questions for Mr. Bustamante.  There were none. 

3.  Staff Reports  

Chair Anguiano advised that Ms. Richie would be presenting on waivers.  Ms. 

Richie began by discussing inspections, advising that RRHA has implemented waivers 

with regard to the HQS initial inspections and also the bi-annual inspections. She stated 

that RRHA is still moving forward with the inspection process, but in the event some of 

the waivers would need to be implemented throughout the process they would be in 

place.  Another waiver that was implemented is the Public Housing and HCV Family 

Self Sufficiency (FSS) contract inspections which will allow RRHA to provide extensions 

of the FSS contract of participation. The availability period for this waiver will end on 

December 31, 2020.   

Another really important waiver that could come into play potentially is the 

increase in payment standard which provides the option to increase the payment 

standards of the family at any time after the effective date of an increase rather than 

waiting for the next recertification to request the increase.  She explained that RRHA 

may have families that run into situations where they can’t find particular units at this 

time, this does give an option to increase the payment standards in situations where 

there is a reasonable accommodation request.   

As we move forward with the project based vouchers on Stepping Stone 

townhomes and Park Street Square, a waiver was implemented with regards to the 
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inspections which allows for the owner to certify that there are no life threatening 

deficiencies within those units and the units must be re-inspected no later than October 

31, 2020.  For the units that are gearing towards project based vouchers we did do 

internal inspections with staff within the agency prior to, and are feeling pretty confident 

with regards to the conditions of those properties and in initiating this particular waiver.  

Ms. Richie added that on June 17, 2020 she, Mr. Bustamante and Mr. Wood 

were panelists for a zoom meeting with the Virginia Apartment Management Association 

(VAMA) based on the House Bill 6 (HB6) legislation that will go into effect July 1, 2020.  

Basically, with the legislation the source of funds will be added to the Virginia fair 

housing laws as an unlawful discriminatory housing practice.  Properties can no longer 

say they don’t accept housing choice vouchers.  This will give our participants a lot of 

options on their housing choices.  Commissioner Garner asked to clarify if this means 

that if a person has access to a voucher and he approaches a property owner, without 

some valid reason, can decline to rent that property to an individual with that voucher. 

Ms. Richie responded that is correct. She explained that as long as they have four or 

more units, they would be obligated under the Virginia resident landlord tenant law they 

can’t just strictly say we don’t accept vouchers as they have done in the past.  They can 

implement screening criteria guidelines so our participants still need to meet their 

screening criteria for that particular community.  Commissioner Anguiano asked if there 

is an inspection process for those properties.  Ms. Richie responded yes. They would 

still go through the regular Request for Tenancy Approval (RFTA) inspection process as 

would any other housing participant.  It will put a little bit of pressure on the agency 

because RRHA will have 16 days to process the paperwork and get a response to the 
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apartment complex and let them know whether or not that applicant has been approved. 

The time line has downsized.   

Commissioner Garner, then asked about self-certification of income, what the 

process is, what the time frame is and if there is a process to go back in subsequently 

and verify that the income that was certified is in fact the income of the individual.  Ms. 

Richie responded yes, the self-certifications are allowed to be utilized with annual re-

certifications and interim re-certifications and income verifications. It allows the housing 

authority to consider self-certifications at the highest form of income verifications, 

however RRHA does have the responsibility to address any discrepancies, so if 

someone has falsified documents or information and self-certified zero income and 

RRHA finds out they had a job RRHA would have to address those accordingly.  Chair 

Anguiano asked if there were any questions for Ms. Richie, there were none.  Chair 

Anguiano mentioned that he had a question relating to the housing division report at the 

very back the graph that shows the public housing waitlist.  He would like to know if the 

graph can be done for the Section 8 vouchers as well, as he would be curious to see 

how that list goes down.  Mr. Bustamante responded that a very similar list can be 

compiled but to list them by bedroom size may be a little difficult.  Chair Anguiano 

ended by saying the Board can come back and revisit this idea. 

4.  Committee Reports     

Chair Anguiano asked if there were any committee reports.  There were none. 

5. Commissioner Comments 

Chair Anguiano asked if there were any commissioner comments.  There were 

none. 
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6. City Council Liaison Comments or Discussion 

Chair Anguiano recognized our Roanoke City Council Liaison, Trish White-Boyd 

as being in attendance and opened the floor to her for any questions or comments.  Ms. 

White-Boyd, advised us that the effective July 1, 2020 the expansion of the Treasures 

Office is going back into operation. The re-opening of the municipal building on July 6, 

2020 and also on July 6, the curbside library will open back up.  She is particularly 

excited about that because it caters to Roanoke’s feed and read program from now until 

school starts. She ended by saying Roanoke City Council will convene in its chambers 

on July 20, 2020. 

7. Residents or other community members to address the Board 

Chair Anguiano asked if there were any questions from community members or 

residents.  There were none.   

Commissioner Burruss noted that she missed a part of the financial report and 

questions and asked Ms. Austin about the financial report where it talks about the admin 

subsidy reporting unfavorable balance due to actual units leased under the amount 

budgeted for leased units, if this goes back to HUD and the uncertainty of exactly what 

RRHA is going to have for Section 8 and what is it that makes the actual units under the 

amount budgeted for leased units.  Ms. Austin responded that what she is trying to 

explain is that last summer when the projections were done of the number of units that 

were going to be leased for the Section 8 program, we are leasing under the amount 

that is budgeted and that is causing a variance.  Commissioner Burruss asked why 

have we not have been able to meet the anticipated level.  Ms. Austin called on Ms. 

Richie to respond as this relates more to the program side rather than the financials.  
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Ms. Richie responded that a lot of it has to do with the COVID-19 pandemic with 

different landlords and some of the participants inaccessibility to get out to look for units 

as they would prior to.  That is one of the reasons that RRHA implemented some of the 

waivers when it came down to the inspections of the initials, to give RRHA the 

opportunity to try to get ahead of the game, since we were dealing with the deficit on the 

weak numbers on the HCV program.  Within the next sixty to ninety days RRHA will see 

a huge improvement in those numbers, the numbers have already started to improve 

within the past thirty days.  Mr. Bustamante responded that within the last couple of 

weeks, RRHA has done an extraordinary job in processing close to three hundred 

applicants.  There is definitely a need and the staff of RRHA is doing exemplary work in 

trying to get the individuals processed and the vouchers utilized.   

CONSENT AGENDA 

C-1 Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Board of Commissioners held 

Monday, June, 2020. 

C-2 Monthly Operations Report for the month of June 2020. 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: File as submitted 

Commissioner Burruss introduced a motion to approve the Consent Agenda. 

The motion was seconded by Commissioner Garner and upon roll call the following 

vote was recorded: 

AYES: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Smith, Walker 
 
NAYS: None 
 

Chair Anguiano thereupon declared said motion carried as introduced. 
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II. REGULAR AGENDA 

1. Resolution No.4047  

Ms. Crow presented Resolution No. 4047, asking the Board to authorize the execution  
 
of its adoption agreement for restatement of its Premium Only Plan.  In 2012, RRHA  
 
adopted a Premium Only Plan that allows employees the benefit of paying medical  
 
related insurance premiums on a pre-tax basis under Section 125 regulatory  
 
requirements.  The written plan document must be restated and officially adopted each  
 
year.  The total administration service corporation (TASC) has restated the Plan  
 
document for the Plan year July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021. 
 

Commissioner Garner introduced Resolution 4047 and moved its adoption 

as introduced: 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ROANOKE REDEVELOPMENT AND 
HOUSING AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING RESTATEMENT OF ITS 
PREMIUM ONLY PLAN DOCUMENT AND EXECUTION OF ITS 
ADOPTION AGREEMENT 
 
 WHEREAS, effective July 1, 2012, the City of Roanoke Redevelopment 

and Housing Authority (RRHA) adopted its Premium Only Plan (POP) Document and 
executed an Adoption Agreement in accordance with Section 125 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (Section 125); and   

 
WHEREAS, the POP Plan provides pre-tax benefits to RRHA’s employees; and 
 
WHEREAS, under Section 125, a written Plan Document must be in place and  
officially adopted by the RRHA; and 
 
WHEREAS, since Total Administration Service Corporation (TASC), RRHA’s 

third party administrator of its POP Plan, has restated the Plan Document for Plan Year 
July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021, it must officially be adopted by RRHA.  

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Commissioners of the City 

of Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority that the Executive Director is 
authorized to execute the restated POP Plan Document and Adoption Agreement.  

 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Burruss and upon roll call the  
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following vote was recorded. 

AYES: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Smith, Walker,  

NAYS: None 

 Chair Anguiano thereupon declared said motion carried and Resolution No. 4047 

adopted as introduced.   

2. Resolution No.4048  

Mr. Gusler presented Resolution No. 4048, asking for the Board’s approval to 

authorize second amendment to Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement with Virginia 

Tech Foundation, Inc. relating to property in the South Jefferson Redevelopment area. 

The property at 1255 Williamson Road, S.E. was sold by RRHA in November of 2018 to 

the Virginia Tech Foundation, Inc. It’s likely the last piece of land in the South Jefferson 

redevelopment area.  In May of 2019, there was an amendment to the Purchase and 

Redevelopment Agreement which allowed the existing tenants to stay in the property 

longer.   

The second amendment to the Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement would 

extend the Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement for two years.  Due to it being in 

the redevelopment area the sale is required to have a redevelopment plan and the 

deadline was coming up on the submission date.  The foundation was required to 

submit the redevelopment plan to RRHA.  RRHA received a letter from the Virginia 

Tech Foundation, Inc. stating that due to financial factors related to COVID-19 and also 

that they wanted to see the results of an upcoming Federal Emergency Management 

Agency (FEMA) flood plain elevation map update would be. They have asked to extend 

the deadline for two years.  Commissioner Garner asked if the tenant is still on the 
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property.  Mr. Gusler answered yes.  He explained that by law RRHA is required to 

relocate the tenant or pay a lump sum.  RRHA agreed to pay a lump sum to the tenant.  

The Virginia Tech Foundation, Inc. is required to give the tenant at least a 90 day notice 

or they can leave earlier, right now they are continuing the relationship.  Commissioner 

Garner asked if there is anything in the FEMA plan that is anticipated could change the 

development of the property.  Mr. Gusler answered no, it’s obviously in the flood plain.  

He would be surprised if there would be a significant impact to the whole development 

based on the flood plain elevation.   

Mr. Loftis added that he has had conversation with their attorney, depending on 

how FEMA finalizes those new maps that there is a portion of the property that may 

come into the flood plain that is not currently in there and so that may affect how they 

would have to redevelop it but not whether they are going to redevelop.  Commissioner 

Burruss asked if they have they given any hints at all about how they might develop this 

property.  Mr. Gusler responded that based on the proposal that was submitted in 2018 

with a concept plan, it was four phases to it.  It was essentially a twelve year plan, of 

over 133 million dollars of investment. He went on to say that there would be four major 

buildings on the site, some green space, an expansion of Virginia Tech Carilion Medical 

School, some lab space and some residential units on the site.   

Commissioner Burruss introduced Resolution 4048 and moved its adoption 

as introduced: 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ROANOKE REDEVELOPMENT AND 
HOUSING AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING SECOND AMENDMENT TO  
PURCHASE AND REDEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT WITH VIRGINIA 
TECH FOUNDATION, INC. RELATING TO PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH 
JEFFERSON REDEVELOPMENT AREA 
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WHEREAS, the City of Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority’s 
(RRHA) employee medical and dental insurance contract expires June 30, 2020; and 
 

WHEREAS, HUD procurement WHEREAS, the City Of Roanoke Redevelopment 
and Housing Authority ("RRHA") and Virginia Tech Foundation, Inc. (“VTF”), entered 
into a Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement South Jefferson Redevelopment Area 
dated November 27, 2018, with respect to One (1) parcel in the South Jefferson 
Redevelopment Area, bearing City of Roanoke Official Tax Map Number 4030212, and 
known as 1255 Williamson Road, SE in the City of Roanoke, Virginia (the “Property”), 
as more particularly described in Exhibit A to that agreement.  

 
WHEREAS, In May 2019 the parties executed Amendment No. 1 to the 

Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement South Jefferson Redevelopment Area dated 
November 27, 2018, which amendment dealt with matters relating to the tenant then 
occupying a portion of the Property (the Purchase and Redevelopment Agreement 
South Jefferson Redevelopment Area dated November 27, 2018, along with 
Amendment No. 1, bring hereinafter referred to the “Purchase Agreement”); and 

 
WHEREAS, the Purchase and Redevelopment currently provides that VTF is to 

submit a proposed development plan for the Property “not later than twelve (12) months 
after Closing”; and 

 
WHEREAS, VTF has requested an amendment to the Purchase Agreement to 

extend the date for submission of a proposed development plan for the Property for an 
additional two (2) years, to not later than June 7, 2022; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Property that is the subject of the Purchase Agreement is 

located in the South Jefferson Redevelopment Area; and 
 
WHEREAS, Virginia Code § 36-53 permits RRHA to establish such period of 

time for the building of improvements on property purchased in a redevelopment area 
as RRHA “fixes as reasonable”; and 

 
WHEREAS, VTF has presented substantial justification for its desire to extend 

the time period described in the foregoing recitals including but not limited to financial 
challenges stemming from the COVID-19 pandemic as well as the need to adapt the 
proposed development plan to changes to the existing FEMA floodplain designations 
(which changes may impact a portion of the Property); and 

 
WHEREAS, based on the information provided to it, RRHA is satisfied that 

extending the date for submission of a proposed development plan for the Property to 
not later than June 7, 2022 is reasonable under the circumstances; and 

 
WHEREAS, RRHA and the City of Roanoke will be required to approve any 

proposed development plan; 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Commissioners of the City 
of Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority that: 

1. The Executive Director (or his designee) is authorized to execute a 
Second Amendment to the Purchase Agreement in substantially the form 
attached to this Resolution; and 
 

2. The Executive Director (or his designee) is further authorized to execute 
such documents as may be necessary to effectuate the Second 
Amendment to the Purchase Agreement as described in this resolution. 

 
The motion was seconded by Vice Chair Smith and upon roll call the  
 
following vote was recorded. 

AYES: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Kepley, Smith, Walker,  

NAYS: None 

 Chair Anguiano thereupon declared said motion carried and Resolution No. 4048  

adopted as introduced.   

3. Resolution No.4049 

Mr. Gusler presented Resolution No. 4049, requesting the Board’s approval to  

allow the Executive Director to execute a purchase agreement with the City of 

Roanoke on the former Melrose Library.   The next step is to get a draft purchase 

agreement from the City attorney’s office which Mr. Loftis would review and work with 

them on.  RRHA is awaiting on environmental results which RRHA does not expect any 

surprise with.  RRHA would have those results prior to closing on this property.  The 

time line for this is going forward with an August 17, 2020 City Council hearing date 

which is the earliest date that they could vote on it in a public hearing.  Thereafter 

RRHA would could close on the property.  In our proposal RRHA did not talk about a 

purchase price and that seems to be the direction the City is going on this.  They may 

have a clause in the contract which limits the ability to sell it but that is not an issue 
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since RRHA is going to put this in the public housing inventory and then it would follow 

any public housing property disposition.  With regard to the sale price there may be a 

nominal one dollar or ten dollar sale price.  Mr. Gusler opened the floor for questions.  

Commissioner Garner, asked about the restrictions on the sale and if RRHA has 

complete discretion and use of it.  Mr. Gusler responded that HUD has approved the 

site as an Envision Center demonstration site that was approved for acquisition, the 

Envision Center is fairly flexible for staff and other agencies that could occupy that 

space and that is what RRHA is anticipating is a contract that is consistent with the 

proposal that RRHA put in.   

 Chair Anguiano asked if there were any questions.  Commissioner Garner asked 

as far the purchase of the property and future use, does RRHA foresee modification and 

refurbishing of the building, there is a large parking lot in front the building, is RRHA 

restricted to the area.  Mr. Bustamante responded that as it stands right now, we are 

planning to turn it into an Envision Center and making it run to the best of its ability, 

there is a lot of land that surrounds the property RRHA does have the opportunity if it is 

decided to use that land.  The only restriction RRHA would have is once it becomes a 

HUD owned property if RRHA decides to dispose of it, RRHA would have to follow the 

disposition process.  Other than that there are no restrictions placed on the use of the 

land by the City.  Mr. Gusler commented that the property is just shy of 3 acres and that 

RRHA has talked to some potential tenants about adding on to the building, the 

restrictions that RRHA would have are just the same of any other property owner, the 

zoning on this property allows for some flexibility but it may require some public 

hearings if we are going to build onto it.    
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Commissioner Garner introduced Resolution 4049 and moved its adoption 

as introduced:  

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ROANOKE REDEVELOPMENT AND 
HOUSING AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO  
EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR ACQUISITION OF 2607 SALEM TURNPIKE, 
AKA THE FORMER MELROSE LIBRARY TO BE USED AS AN ENVISION 
CENTER 
 

WHEREAS, the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
established EnVision Centers as a means of consolidating community resources and 
promoting self-sufficiency in public housing residents through partnerships with other 
agencies that specialize in one or more of the “four pillars” that EnVision Centers are to 
include; Economic Empowerment, Educational Advancement, Health and Wellness, and 
Character and Leadership; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority (RRHA) 

received a designation from HUD for an EnVision Center site on November 13, 2019; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, on January 8, 2020, HUD officially designated the former Melrose 

Library at 2607 Salem Turnpike, NW (“the Property”) in the City of Roanoke, as an 
Envision Center demonstration site for RRHA; and  

 
WHEREAS, based on a revised proposal RRHA submitted on October 29, 2019 

the City of Roanoke agreed to lease the property to RRHA for up to 18 months with the 
option to acquire the property after satisfaction of due diligence investigations; and  

 
WHEREAS, RRHA entered into a lease of the property with the City of Roanoke 

on January 22, 2020 for $1 annually and is currently occupying the property under such 
lease; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the EnVision Center will advance some of the goals of the Choice 
Neighborhoods Transformation Plan; and   

 
 WHEREAS, RRHA plans to acquire the property pending the results of 
environmental assessments that are underway and enter the property into its Public 
Housing inventory in AMP 201 by August 1; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Roanoke will convey the property to RRHA at no cost to 
RRHA (i.e., without payment of monetary consideration by RRHA), but there may be 
other matters that will need to be negotiated and agreed to between RRHA and the City 
of Roanoke to finalize the transaction and the conveyance of the property.   

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Commissioners of the City of 
Roanoke Redevelopment and Housing Authority that: 
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1.  The Executive Director is authorized to negotiate and agree to the 
acquisition of the above-described property by RRHA on such terms as he 
deems appropriate and advantageous to RRHA, and execute a contract 
for acquisition of the property on such terms, subject to the conditions set 
forth below.    

 
2.  The authority granted to the Executive Director by this Resolution is 

subject to the conditions that (i) the property will be conveyed to RRHA 
without payment of monetary consideration by RRHA; and (ii) the 
Executive Director shall advise the Board of Commissioners of the other 
material terms of the transaction once those terms have been agreed 
upon by RRHA and the City of Roanoke. 

 

The motion was seconded by Commissioner Burruss and upon roll call the  
 
following vote was recorded. 

AYES: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Kepley, Smith, Walker  

NAYS: None 

 Chair Anguiano thereupon declared said motion carried and Resolution No. 4049 

adopted as introduced.   

III. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Board, Commissioner 

Garner moved that the meeting be adjourned. 

The motion was seconded by Vice Chair Smith and upon roll call the following 

vote was recorded: 

AYES: Commissioners Anguiano, Burruss, Garner, Kepley, Smith, Walker,  

NAYS: None 

Chair Anguiano declared the meeting adjourned at 4:07 p.m. 

 

 






