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AGENDA

WASHINGTON COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
December 5, 2016, 7:00 PM
WASHINGTON COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

100 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
2ND FLOOR, ROOM 255

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

MINUTES
1. October 17, 2016 Planning Commission Public Rezoning Meeting *
2. November 7, 2016 Planning Commission regular/workshop meeting *

OLD BUSINESS

1. Additional Land Preservation Funding Proposal; Planners; Eric Seifarth and Chris Boggs *

2. RZ-16-003 VA Avenue LLC — Recommendation for Map Amendment for property (32.78 acres) located along the south
side of Virginia Avenue east of and adjacent to I-70; Current Zoning: ORT - Office/Research/Technology; Proposed
Zoning: IR — Industrial Restricted; Planner: Steve Goodrich

3. RZ-16-004 ACH, LLC - Recommendation for Map Amendment for property (21.43 acres) located along the south side
of Western Maryland Parkway and adjacent to MD 144; Current Zoning: ORT - Office/Research/Technology;
Proposed Zoning: HI - Highway Interchange; Planner: Steve Goodrich

4. RZ-16-007 Pennsylvania Avenue 2003 LLC - Recommendation for Map Amendment for property located at 13520
Pennsylvania Avenue (0.33 acre) and 13522 Pennsylvania Avenue (0.33 acre); Current Zoning: RS - Residential
Suburban; Proposed Zoning: BG — Business General; Planner: Jill Baker

5. RZ-16-005 - Recommendation for Text Amendment for various sections of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance;
Planner: Jill Baker

6. RZ-16-006 ~ Recommendation for Text Amendment for Article 19 of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance;
Planner: Jili Baker

NEW BUSINESS

SUBDIVISIONS
1. Myers Limited Partnership, Lots 1B and 1C - Proposed subdivision for industrial lots located along the south side of
Industrial Lane and East of Governor Lane Boulevard; Zoning: Pl (Planned Industrial); Planner: Lisa Kelly *
2, PR Valley Limited Partnership, Lot 4 - Re-subdivision of a commercial ot at Valley Mall located along the west side of
Massey Boulevard; Current Zoning: PB (Planned Business); Planner: Lisa Kelly *

OTHER BUSINESS
1. Update of Staff Approvals — Tim Lung

WORKSHOP
1. Comprehensive Plan Update — Jill Baker

ADJOURNMENT
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UPCOMING MEETINGS

1. Monday, January 9, 2017, 7:00 p.m., Washington County Planning Commission regular meeting, Washington County
Administration Building, 100 W. Washington Street, Room 255, Hagerstown, Maryland

2. Monday, January 23, 2017, 3:00 p.m., Washington County Planning Commission workshop meeting, Washington
County Administration Building, 100 W. Washington Street, Room 255, Hagerstown, Maryland

‘attachments
The Planning Commission reserves the right to vary the order in which the cases are called.
Individuals requiring special accommodations are requested to contact the Washington County Planning Department at 240-313-2435 Voice/TDD, to make arrangements no

later than ten (10) days prior to the meeting. Notice is given that the Planning Commission agenda may be amended at any time up to and including the Planning
Commission meeting.



WASHINGTON COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
PUBLIC REZONING MEETING
October 17, 2016

The Washington County Planning Commission held a public rezoning meeting on Monday, October 17,
2016 at 7:00 p.m. at the Washington County Circuit Court House, 24 Summit Avenue, Court Room #1,
Hagerstown, Maryland.

Commission members present were: Chairman Terry Reiber, Drew Bowen, Jeremiah Weddle, Dennis
Reeder and David Kline. Staff members present were: Washington County Department of Planning &
Zoning - Stephen Goodrich, Director; Jill Baker, Senior Planner; Travis Allen, Comprehensive Planner;
and Debra Eckard, Administrative Assistant.

CALL TO ORDER

The Chairman calied the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

RZ-16-003 — VA Avenue LLC
--Staff Presentation

Mr. Goodrich presented a map amendment request submitted by VA Avenue LLC. The applicant is
requesting a change in zoning from ORT (Office/Research/Technology) to IR (Industrial Restricted) on
32.78 acres of land located along the south side of Virginia Avenue east of and adjacent to I-70. The
property is currently vacant of any development with a mixture of tree cover to the rear of the property
with thinning vegetation and grassy areas closer to the road. Mr. Goodrich submitted the Staff Report for
the record and briefly highlighted some of the information contained within the Report.

This property is located in the Halfway election district (#26), which has shown a 13.5% increase over a
30 year period. Population growth has not been steady or consistent. This property is located in the City
of Hagerstown’s public water service area and is classified as W-1, meaning service is existing; however,
the site is not currently connected to the public water system. The property is located in the Washington
County public sewer service area and is classified as W-3, meaning service is programmed for the future;
however, the property is not currently connected. The Halfway Volunteer Fire Company provides fire
protection services for the site. The property does not have a zoning classification that currently allows
residential development and the requested zoning designation does not allow residential development.
Therefore, there is no net change in the effect on the public school system.

Traffic volumes have increased on Virginia Avenue over the past 30 years; however, there is not a
consistent pattern. Virginia Avenue will be the only point of access to this site. There is 1400 feet of
frontage on I-70, but no access is permitted from there. Mr. Goodrich stated the exact use of the property
is not known at this time; therefore, traffic generated from the site cannot be predicted or its impact on the
road network. He noted that 35 acres of ORT zoning or 35 acres of IR zoning would permit a use that
could produce significant traffic and it is highly likely there would be an impact on traffic. At the time the
applicant proposes to develop the site, a site plan would be required with an analysis of traffic impacts.
When an access is established to the property, changes would likely occur to the roadway and traffic
patterns. There is a mixture of zoning designations surrounding the site, such as BL (Business Local), BG
(Business General), IR (Industrial General) and several types of residential zoning. Most of the uses that
exist in this area are residential; the commercial and industrial uses are widely scattered.

Mr. Goodrich noted that the ORT district is designed and intended to be a less intense, non-residential
district. He provided a list of permitted uses for both the ORT zoning district and the IR zoning district for
Commission members. The ORT zone makes specific statements of its intent for development of a
campus-like setting and for the uses to be in harmony with the surrounding area. The applicant claims
that a mistake was made in rezoning this site from BG (the zoning of the site before the Comprehensive
UGA Rezoning in 2012) to ORT (current zoning). Mr. Goodrich briefly reviewed the criteria used for
proving a mistake in zoning. The applicant claims that the County Commissioners failed to take into



account that the property’s boundaries are formed by heavily travelled transportation corridors. The
applicant also believes the County Commissioners failed to take into account that “the amount of
undeveloped land zoned ORT in Washington County far exceeded market demand”.

--Applicant’s Presentation

Mr. Zachary Kieffer, legal counsel for the applicant, addressed Commission members and began by
stating there are no current plans for the property. He briefly reviewed Section 21.A of the Zoning
Ordinance and the purpose of the ORT district, which is “to support the County’s economic development
effort in providing an environment that will attract medical, corporate offices, technology and research and
development based businesses and institutions. The purpose is to promote and maintain desirable
development activities in a setting that is in harmony with the surrounding areas and preserve open space
by creating a campus-like setting.” Mr. Kieffer expressed his opinion that an ORT district would have a
flagship institution on the campus (i.e. Googie, Apple, etc.). The ORT district also allows for some
commercial uses that support the flagship single use. The district was created in 2002 and was proposed
by and for the Potomac Edison Company to assist in its development of a property off of Downsville Pike.
The subject parcel has access to the CSX Railroad and shares a boundary with I-70. Mr. Kieffer stated
that the applicant believes that the surrounding permitted uses, proximity to the CSX rail line, a shared
boundary with 1-70, and the small woods that buffer the property from the surrounding residential uses are
all facts that should have been considered during the 2012 Comprehensive Rezoning. The applicant also
believes there were certain assumptions that were not taken into consideration or the assumptions
ultimately did not come to fruition. It was noted that the 2002 County’'s Comprehensive Plan designates
this site as a commercial area, which is a deviation from the ORT zoning designation.

Mr. Kieffer briefly reviewed the difference in uses between the IR and the ORT zones. He noted that light
manufacturing and warehouse support is permitted in the ORT zones; however, the light manufacturing is
limited to 40% of the floor area of the building and warehouses must be physically attached to the
principle permitted use and are limited to 20% of the gross floor area. The commercial uses are linked to
the flagship use (such as child care centers, motels, etc.). The applicant believes that rezoning the
property would be compatible with the existing uses in the area given the uses permitted in the IG zone
and would allow for development of more viable uses outside of the limited uses permitted in the ORT
zone and would provide additional relief from the buffers and setbacks required in the ORT district.

--Discussion and Comment: Mr. Kline stated that the subject parcel backs up to the Potomac Edison
site, which he believes is an industrial site that is a storage yard for regional operations (poles,
conductors, etc.). The PE site is located along the raiiroad for ease in deliveries and tractor trailers visit
the site several times per day. He expressed his opinion that a corporate office would not want to locate
next to this type of use.

--Public Comment

Brenda Embly, 17133 Virginia Avenue — Ms. Embly asked if the zoning is approved, how would it affect
property taxes and property values. She expressed her opinion that until a use is determined for the site,
the change in zoning should not occur.

Michael Boyer, 10816 Archer Lane — Mr. Boyer believes the change in zoning should be postponed until
a use is determined for this site. He expressed his concern with regard to traffic issues and property
values. He asked if there is any access to the site except from Virginia Avenue; if not, he believes there
would be too much traffic for one access point. He believes that more property owners should have been
notified of the public meeting.

Robert Clemson, 10728 Church Hill Road, Myersville — Mr. Clemson asked if a railroad spur is planned
for this site. He believes there are too many unknowns at this time.

Daniel Clemson, 16909 Virginia Avenue — Mr. Clemson expressed his concern with regard to traffic
issues; if the zoning is approved, there would be additional tractor trailers and more train traffic. He is
concerned about his property value being lowered.



Kara Clemson, 16909 Virginia Avenue — Mrs. Clemson expressed her concern with regard to the safety of
the residents in the area, especially children. She is also concerned about traffic issues.

--Applicant’s Rebuttal

Mr. Divelbiss stated there would be no direct impact on neighboring property taxes because taxes are
based on the assessment of each person’s property. He noted that property values are difficult to predict;
however, it is unlikely that the proposed zoning would have any impact on adjacent properties. Mr.
Divelbiss stated that Route 11 traffic issues are a concern to the property owner as well as the State
Highway Administration. He believes that traffic issues will be thoroughly reviewed and addressed before
any development would be allowed on this site.

RZ-16-004 - ACHLLC

--Staff Presentation

Mr. Goodrich presented a map amendment request submitted by ACH LLC. The applicant is requesting a
change in zoning from ORT (Office/Research/Technology) to HI (Highway Interchange) on 21.436 acres
of land located in the southeast quadrant of the intersection of 1-81 and US Route 40 across the street
from First Data Corporation and Parkway Neurosciences. The parcel is currently vacant of any
development and is covered by trees and scattered grassy areas. The entire southern boundary (over
1100 feet) is formed by Maryland Route 144 (West Washington Street Extended). Mr. Goodrich
submitted the Staff Report for the record and briefly highlighted some of the information contained within
the Report. The parcel is located in the Cedar Lawn Election District (#24), which has experienced a
population increase of more than 50%, or approximately 460 people, over a 30 year period. The subject
site is located in the Urban Growth Area (UGA) where public water and sewer services exist. The parcel
has a W-1 classification, meaning water service exists in the area and a S-1 classification, meaning sewer
service exists in the area; however, the parcel is not currently connected to either service. The City of
Hagerstown provides both services to the site. Neither the current zoning nor the proposed zoning of the
site allow residential development; therefore, there would be no net change in the effect on public school
facilities.

Traffic counts from four different locations were included in the Staff Report from 1980 to 2015. There has
been an increase in the average daily traffic around the property; however, there is no distinct trend or
pattern from any particular location. The construction of Western Maryland Parkway in the mid-1990s may
have had an effect on traffic patterns in the area. Mr. Goodrich stated that the bridges and a portion of I-
81 on the southern end of the Maryland portion will be widened starting in 2016. He noted there is no
particular use planned for the property at this time. A list of permitted uses for both the ORT and the HI
zoning districts were provided to Commission members. It was noted that the HI district allows many
more uses than the ORT zone. All industrial uses permitted in the IR zone, including manufacturing,
should be considered when reviewing this rezoning request.

The applicant claims that the County made a mistake in assigning the ORT zoning designation to this
property during the 2012 Comprehensive Rezoning of the UGA. Mr. Goodrich again reviewed the criteria
used for proving a mistake in zoning. The applicant claims that the County did not consider this parcel's
proximity to and influence from the commercial area known as the Center at Hagerstown located on the
opposite side of 1-81 and US Route 40 or the amount of undeveloped ORT zoned land that far exceeds
market demand.

--Applicant’s Presentation

Mr. Jason Divelbiss, legal counsel for the applicant, stated that the property was zoned HI-1 prior to the
comprehensive rezoning of 2012. He noted that during the comprehensive rezoning, the HI-1 and HI-2
zoning districts were both replaced by the current HI zoning district, which is the closest zoning
designation to the previous HI-1 district. A mistake in zoning does not mean there is an accusation of
poor judgement on behalf of the County in 2012; it focuses on “the adequacy and accuracy of the factual
premises upon which the conciusion was reached in 2012 to rezone the property”. The proximity of this



parcel to the Center at Hagerstown, which is a big box development, is a key factor in the argument that a
mistake was made in the zoning. Mr. Divelbiss stated that numerous parties from the retail sector have
approached the property owner regarding this property. He compared this property’s location to the
Wesel Boulevard area, whereby you leave the highway (I-81) via a major route (Halfway Boulevard) and
then turn onto a side road (Wesel Boulevard), which is predominantly a retail area in close proximity to
the Valley Mall. He expressed his opinion that there was an abundance of ORT zoned property in 2012;
and, the market for permitted uses allowed in the ORT district have not come to fruition. Citing a report
dated October 10, 2010, Mr. Divelbiss quoted from the report that states, “Zoning in general is a tool to
set a path for the future. Where areas are in a state of change, zones can be used to push the conversion
along by assigning categories to encourage future development in a desired direction.” He believes this
was the philosophy and motivation for rezoning this property from HI-1 to ORT in 2012. The primary
difference between the ORT and the HI zone is retail trade. Mr. Divelbiss assured the Commission that
there is no intention or expectation that any light manufacturing uses permitted in the IR zoning district will
occur on this property due to concerns with regard to compatibility with existing residential or office uses
in the area; the land owner is focusing primarily on the retail component of the HI district.

Mr. Divelbiss contends that the requested HI zoning district is consistent with some of the policies of the
Comprehensive Plan, primarily that it would place an Hi district within the Hagerstown Growth Area
boundary and in close proximity to the interstate as well as US Route 40. The applicant claims that the
property is better suited for the principle permitted uses of the H! district as opposed to the medical
business, technology or research campus-type uses anticipated by the ORT zoning district. Mr. Divelbiss
stated that the property has been actively listed with four different real estate brokers since 2012 and
attempts by the applicant to bring ORT uses to the property have been unsuccessful. According to the
Comprehensive Plan, this property should be an Industrial Flex property. Mr. Divelbiss noted there is a
wide spectrum of uses that could be permitted on this property.

--Public Comment

Debbie Kline, 1106 W. Washington Street — Ms. Kline expressed her concerns with regard to traffic
issues, speeding, the increased number of tractor trailers, the congestion on the off-ramp of 1-81, and
people using Hellane Park. She presented, for the record, photographs of the posted speed limit signs in
the area. She also discussed a new housing development on Merrbaugh Drive and an island barrier
constructed for that development by the State which prevents residents from turning left.

Jim Kiine, 1106 W. Washington Street — Mr. Kline expressed his concern with regard to traffic issues,
speeding and the number of trucks in the area. He also expressed his concern with regard to the island
barrier that allows a right turn only. He believes that more property owners should have been notified of
the public meeting.

--Applicant’s Rebuttal

Mr. Divelbiss stated that the use of the property is not known at this time and therefore it is difficult to
determine what the impacts will be in the area. However, it is anticipated there will not be a separate
access onto West Washington Street, access will be onto Western Maryland Parkway and, therefore, will
not add to significant traffic concerns.

RZ-16-007 — Pennsylivania Avenue 2003 LLC

--Staff Presentation

Ms. Baker presented a map amendment request submitted by Pennsylvania Avenue 2003 LLC for two
adjacent properties located at 13520 and 13522 Pennsylvania Avenue to be rezoned from RS
(Residential Suburban) to BG (Business General). Each property is approximately 14,200 square feet in
size and part of a residential subdivision approved in 1933 known as Sprigg’s Delight. Ms. Baker
reviewed the criteria used to justify the applicant’'s claim for a mistake in the zoning of the property. The
Staff Report was submitted in its entirety for the record.



Ms. Baker stated that these properties are located within the Fountainhead Election District (#27), which
has increased by approximately 44% over the past 30 years. Both properties are improved by single-
family homes and are served by. public water and public sewer. Water service is provided by the City of
Hagerstown and sewer service is provided by the Washington County Department of Water Quality and
the City of Hagerstown. Washington County owns the wastewater collection system and the effluent is
treated by the City. Fire protection service is provided by the Longmeadow Volunteer Fire Company and
rescue services are provided by Maugansville Community Rescue. The properties are currently in the
Maugansville Elementary, Western Heights Middle and North Hagerstown High schools. Ms. Baker stated
if the rezoning request is approved, the BG zoning district does not allow residential uses; therefore, there
would be no net impact on school capacities.

Both parcels have existing access onto Pennsylvania Avenue (US Route 11), which is classified as a
Principal Arterial highway according to the Functional Roads Classification Map. The purpose of higher
order roads is to provide unhindered mobility for regional “through” traffic. Traffic counts along US Route
11 were taken from data published by the Maryland State Highway Administration, which shows that the
average daily traffic has been fairly consistent between 1980 and 2015. Traffic data from 2008 was also
collected from the County for Maugans Avenue and Longmeadow Road 8. Traffic counts on Maugans
Avenue show an average daily traffic count of approximately 8,000 vehicles and 7,000 vehicles on
Longmeadow Road. Ms. Baker stated there are no road improvement projects planned in the direct
vicinity; however, there are some recommended improvements shown in the Comprehensive Plan and
the County’'s Capital Improvements Program in the vicinity close to the subject properties. Public
transportation is provided by the Washington County Commuter.

Ms. Baker noted that the purpose of BG zoning district is “to provide appropriate locations for businesses
of a more general nature than might be found in a neighborhood....”. The subject properties are bounded
on the north by land zoned BG, on the south and west by lands zoned RS, and across Pennsylvania
Avenue to the east by land zoned PB (Planned Business). There is only one historic resource located
within ¥2 mile of the property, “Marbeth Farm”, a two-story stone and concrete block farmhouse with a
large frame bank barn constructed around 1850.

--Applicant’s Presentation

Mr. Jason Divelbiss, legal counsel for the applicant, presented an exhibit for the record, which depicts the
two parcels that are the subject of this rezoning request. He stated the two parcels are located between
the northern gravel parking lot of the Sylvania Building and the Maugans Road/Pennsylvania Avenue
intersection. The corner property at the intersection is owned by the Board of County Commissioners and
the second property to the south of the intersection is owned by the applicant; both are currently zoned
BG. Those properties were zoned BG in 2012. To the south on the opposite side of April Street is another
home (north of the gravel parking lot) that was zoned BG prior to 2012.

The applicant claims that a mistake was made in the zoning of these two parcels in 2012 because the
effects and influences that contributed to rezoning the two parcels just south of the intersection of
Pennsylvania Avenue and Maugans Road to BG equally apply to the two parcels that are the subject of
this rezoning. It was noted that the applicant did not own these properties at the time of 2012
Comprehensive Rezoning. The applicant also contends that a mistake was made in the zoning due to the
influence of the commercial uses in the immediate vicinity. Mr. Divelbiss noted that in addition to the
14,000 vehicles per day on Pennsylvania, there are also approximately 8,000 vehicles on Maugans
Avenue, which is another factor that should have been taken into consideration during the 2012 rezoning.
Because these two properties face Pennsylvania Avenue, have access to and from Pennsylvania
Avenue, and are oriented to Pennsylvania Avenue, the applicant contends that rezoning these two
parcels to BG would be compatible with the surrounding neighborhood (the commercial areas at the
intersection and across Pennsylvania Avenue). These properties do not have access to Sprigg’s Avenue
and will not add traffic into the residential development on Spriggs Avenue. The Comprehensive Plan
specifies that these properties would be most appropriate for low density residential use; however, the
Comprehensive Plan also specifies that the two properties at the corner should be low density residential.
Mr. Divelbiss reminded members that the Comprehensive Plan is only a guide and does not mandate a
specific use. He expressed his opinion that the requested zoning would be consistent with the following



policies of the Comp Plan: sustain and expand existing businesses and industries; attract new firms in
order to diversify the commercial and industrial base; and encourage development, revitalization or
rehabilitation of existing developed areas or sights where appropriate.

--Public Comment

Patti Stine, 13517 Spriggs Road — Ms. Stine recited the purpose of the BG zoning and noted that the
proposed zoning allows for buildings and signs up to 75 feet in height. She expressed her opinion that
this is a residential area, not a commercial area. She noted that signs from other businesses in the area
already have a negative impact on the residences on Spriggs Road. Ms. Stine expressed her concern
with regard to traffic, the loss of mature trees and shrubs that help block noise, and the decline of
property values in the area if this rezoning is approved.

Jim Kalk, 13518 Spriggs Road — Mr. Kalk stated that the neighborhood has been impacted by the
expansion of Maugans Avenue and Longmeadow Road. He expressed concern with regard to traffic
issues, safety, and possible accidents. He believes the two properties on the corner should be rezoned
for residential uses instead of commercial uses.

Gary Martin, 13513 Spriggs Road — Mr. Martin expressed concern regarding safety issues for his family,
noise and lighting issues from a commercial use and the decrease in property values for his residence.
He discussed the concrete barrier on Pennsylvania Avenue that only permits a right-hand turn from the
two properties in question.

Richard Hawkins, 13506 Spriggs Road — Mr. Hawkins agreed with Mr. Martin’s comments. He expressed
his opinion that there would not be a safe access into these properties.

Mark Binford, 13311 Briarwood Circle — Mr. Binford expressed concern with someone purchasing all of
the properties along this stretch of Pennsylvania Avenue and constructing a building for business use. He
is concerned for the residents on Sprigg Road if that happens. He discussed traffic related issues and
potential problems, such as more accidents, if a large scale commercial use is put on this side of
Pennsyivania Avenue.

Tim Light, 13318 Maugansville Road — Mr. Light noted that he owns several properties in this area. He
expressed concern regarding traffic accidents at the intersection of Pennsylvania Avenue and Maugans
Avenue. He believes ingress and egress from these sites would be a problem and there would be sight
distance issues. He also believes the traffic count data is inaccurate.

Paul Spickler, 13502 Spriggs Road — Mr. Spickler expressed his concern with regard to traffic issues and
accidents on Maugans Avenue. He noted that because of the median on Pennsylvania Avenue, these
properties have right turn only egress and he believes that people would use April Street onto Spriggs
Road as a shortcut to go north on Pennsylvania Avenue. He stated there are many empty commercial
buildings in this area that should be re-used; more commercial space is not needed.

--Applicant’s Rebuttal

Mr. Divelbiss submitted Applicant's Exhibit #2 for the record. He explained that the entire west and east
sides of Pennsylvania Avenue in this area are zoned for commercial uses with the exception of the two
properties in question and the next two homes to the south. He believes that Spriggs Road is a residential
area; however, Pennsylvania Avenue is not. The recent improvements to the Pennsylvania
Avenue/Maugans Avenue intersection were completed due to the volume of traffic and the potential
concerns and dangers discussed this evening. Mr. Divelbiss believe that these factors contribute to the
justification that these properties should be commercial, not residential. He pointed out there is a right
in/right out access directly across the street at the Martin’s shopping center; however, you do not typically
see this type of access for residential development. He expressed his opinion that having more depth and
combining these properties with the property just to the north would provide a safer access.



RZ-16-005 — Text Amendment

--Staff Presentation

Ms. Baker presented a Text Amendment to amend several sections of the Washington County Zoning
Ordinance to update, correct, and clarify language pertaining to various aspects of zoning regulation. She
briefly reviewed each of the proposed changes, which include but are not limited to the following: the
Table of Land Use Regulations (Rural Areas), definitions, principle permitted uses in various zoning
districts, etc.

Discussion and Comments: There was a brief discussion regarding the definition of a mobile home and
a modular home. Mr. Reiber expressed his opinion that the definition of a grocery store needs to be better
defined and expanded. Ms. Baker stated she would do more research and provide an update at the next
meeting.

--Citizen Comments
There were no citizens present to make public comment.

RZ-16-006 — Text Amendment

Ms. Baker presented a Text Amendment to amend portions of Article 19 “HI” Highway Interchange District
and Article 22, Division IX of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance. The proposed language would
clarify language in Article 19 regarding buffering and landscaping requirements as well as correct errors
and redundancies existing in Article 22 Division IX related to landscaping requirements.

--Citizen Comments
There were no citizens present to make public comment.
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Bowen made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:45 p.m. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kline
and so ordered by the Chairman.

Respectfully submitted,

Terry Reiber, Chairman



WASHINGTON COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
November 7, 2016

The Washington County Planning Commission held a regular meeting and a workshop meeting on
Monday, November 7, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. at the Washington County Administration Building, 100 West
Washington Street, Room 255, 2nd Floor, Hagerstown, Maryland.

Commission members present were: Vice-Chairman Clint Wiley, Dennis Reeder, Drew Bowen, Jeremiah
Weddle, David Kline and BOCC Ex-Officio Leroy Myers, Jr. Staff members present were: Washington
County Department of Planning & Zoning - Stephen Goodrich, Director; Jill Baker, Chief Planner; and
Debra Eckard, Administrative Assistant; Washington County Department of Plan Review — Tim Lung,
Deputy Director, Cody Shaw, Senior Planner, and Lisa Kelly, Senior Planner.

CALL TO ORDER
The Vice-Chairman called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
MINUTES

Motion and Vote: Mr. Reeder made a motion to approve the minutes of the September 19, 2016
workshop meeting as presented. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kline and unanimously approved.

Motion and Vote: Mr. Reeder made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 3, 2016 regular
meeting as presented. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kline and unanimously approved.

OLD BUSINESS

Emerald Pointe Development Plan Revision (DP-14-001)

Mr. Lung presented for review and approval a revision to the final development plan for the Emerald
Pointe PUD located along the east side of Marsh Pike. He reminded Commission members that during
the October meeting, a revision was approved to the final development plan that reflected the latest
concept plan that was approved by the County Commissioners. The primary change that was approved
during the October meeting was the removal of a convenience store with gas pumps within the
commercial area which also contained a mix of refail, office and restaurant uses.

The revised development plan currently being presented proposes changes to the uses within the
commercial area, including a 2,520 square foot coffee shop that has been added to Building C formerly
designated completely as a bank. The proposed coffee shop requires the building to be made smaller to
accommodate a drive-thru on the north side of the building and parking has been revised accordingly. A
5,100 square foot portion of the retail/office building has been reassigned and labeled as restaurant
space. The developer is requesting that a determination be made if these changes are considered a
major or minor change. If the change is determined to be minor, the developer is requesting approval of
the final development plan as presented. Mr. Lung stated that the Washington County Engineering
Department and the State Highway Administration have determined that the proposed change to the
development plan will not affect the findings of the previously submitted traffic impact study. He also
noted that the revised plan had been presented to the Development Advisory Committee (DAC).

Motion and Vote: Mr. Kline made a motion that the proposed change is a minor revision. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Bowen and unanimously approved.

Motion and Vote: Mr. Kline made a motion to approve the revised final development plan as presented.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Myers and unanimously approved.



Map and Text Amendment Applications

Mr. Goodrich reminded members that map amendments (RZ-16-003, RZ-16-004, RZ-16-007) and text
amendments (RZ-16-005, RZ-16-006) were presented at a public meeting on October 17, 2016. The
minutes from the public meeting were not completed in time for this evening's meeting. However, the
Planning Commission may proceed with making its recommendations on these rezoning applications or
these cases can be tabled until the December meeting. Mr. Goodrich also noted that a memo was
distributed to the Planning Commission regarding our public notice process due to complaints from
citizens at the public meeting. He explained that the County is required, by law, only to publish the
meeting notice in the local newspaper; however, staff goes beyond that minimum requirement to make
citizens aware of the public meetings by way of the items listed in the memo. Ms. Baker stated that
Planning Commission member Terry Reiber requested additional information for one of the text
amendments, which will be provided to the Planning Commission.

Discussion and Comments: Mr. Kiine stated he is prepared to make a recommendation; however, he
noted that citizens that spoke at the public meeting were not present at this meeting. He also noted that
the Planning Commission is only making a recommendation and citizens have the opportunity to be heard
at the County Commissioner’s public hearing. Mr. Bowen believes the Commission should wait until the
minutes are completed; however, he is prepared to make a recommendation. Mr. Weddle expressed his
opinion that the Commission should move forward with making its recommendations; however, he had no
objection to waiting until December. Mr. Reeder stated he was prepared to make a recommendation
tonight but had no objection to waiting. Mr. Wiley expressed his opinion that the Commission should wait
until December.

Consensus: By consensus the Planning Commission tabled all of the rezoning recommendations until
the December meeting.

NEW BUSINESS

SITE PLANS
Sunnyview (SP-16-001)

Ms. Kelly presented for review and approval a site plan for Sunnyview Inc. located along the northwest
side of Clear Spring Road, north of Williamsport. The property is currently zoned IG (Industrial, General).
The property owner is proposing to establish a towing business in an existing two-story brick building on a
.27 acre parcel. There will be an impoundment storage gravel area to the rear of the building with a 6 foot
chain link fence. In May 2014, the Board of Zoning Appeals granted a special exception to establish the
proposed use with the following variances: from the minimum 50 foot setback from an existing structure
to 10 feet; from the minimum 25 foot left and right side yard setbacks to O to create an outside
impoundment storage area; and from the minimum 25 feet from the street right-of-way to 5 feet for the
placement of a free-standing sign. The site is served by public water and individual septic system. There
will be two access points from Clear Spring Road. One parking space is required and five parking spaces
have been provided. There will be one employee. Lights will be building mounted. The proposed sign will
be 8 feet high. Trash will be collected by a private hauler. Deliveries will be made by UPS occasionally.
The site is exempt from Forest Conservation Ordinance requirements because there is less than 20,000
square feet of disturbance. All agency approvals have been received.

Motion and Vote: Mr. Bowen made a motion to approve the site plan as presented. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Myers and unanimously approved.

Barn at the View Coffee Shoppe (SP-16-032)

Mr. Shaw presented for review and approval a site pian for Barn at the View Coffee Shoppe located at
14035 Pennsylvania Avenue on a .46 acre parcel currently zoned BL (Business Local). The owner is



proposing a coffee shop on the first floor and a residential apartment (currently existing) on the second
floor of an existing building. The number of employees will be a maximum of six per shift. Hours of
operation will be 6 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday thru Saturday. The site is served by public water and public
sewer. Lighting will be building mounted. The site is exempt from Forest Conservation Ordinance
requirements because there is less than 20,000 square feet of disturbance and exempt from storm water
management requirements because there is less than 5,000 square feet of disturbance. The Board of
Zoning Appeals granted an appeal on October 5, 2016 to allow the reduction of the required 25 foot
setback from a street right-of-way to 5 feet for the placement of a free standing sign for a commercial
business. The parking requirement for this site is 20 parking spaces and 21 parking spaces are being
provided; however, this is being accomplished through a shared parking facility arrangement, which must
be approved by the Planning Commission. If approved, a perpetual joint parking easement must be
signed and recorded prior to site plan approval. Approvals have been received from the Washington
County Heaith Department, Washington County Engineering Department, Washington County Soil
Conservation District and the State Highway Administration; approvals are pending from the Washington
County Plan Review Department — Land Use, Washington County Water Quality Department, City of
Hagerstown Water and Sewer Departments.

Motion and Vote: Mr. Bowen made a motion to approve the site plan as presented contingent upon
receipt of all agency approvals and receipt of the fully executed shared parking facility easement. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Kline and unanimously approved.

OTHER BUSINESS

Update of Staff Approvals

Mr. Lung reported that 57 new submittals were received by the Department of Plan Review during the
month of October. Submittals included the following: Engineering/Permitting review - 29 reviews for
entrance, grading and utility permits; Engineering/Planning review - 9 grading plans, 2 storm water
concept plans, a town plan, and 3 two-year updates; Land Use review - 1 Forest Stand Delineation, 1
simplified subdivision plat, 1 final subdivision plat, 3 preliminary/final minor subdivision plats, and 7 site
plans. Site plan reviews include the re-development of the old Sears Auto Center at the Valley Mall for a
restaurant and several retail shops; DOT Foods expansion for a truck servicing facility; and a minor
expansion to the Valspar/Rust Oleum plant. Approvals in October included 4 minor subdivision plats, 2
grading plans, a town plan, 2 two-year updates, 3 forest stand delineations, and 6 site plans which
inciuded a dock expansion in Hunter's Green Business Park, ENR upgrades to the Conococheague
Waste Water Treatment Plant, Emerald Pointe Community Center, and 2 in-home businesses.

WORKSHOP

Ms. Baker presented the Mineral Resources element of the Comprehensive Plan for review and
comment. The element has been expanded slightly from its current version and includes non-coal/non-
fuel sources, sandstone quarrying and Marcellus shale fracking issues. A map has been included from
the Maryland Department of the Environment showing the potential areas for shale exploration (Page 8).
it was noted that the majority of fracking potential is in Garrett and Allegheny counties. Information
pertinent to current regulations that tend to minimize impacts, such as the zones of dewatering influence,
have been included in this chapter. Mining reclamation will be an important part of this chapter.

Discussion and Comments: There was a brief discussion regarding mining reclamation concepts and
re-use of existing facilities. Members also discussed the various mining operations that are currently
active in the County.

UPCOMING MEETINGS

1. Monday, December 5, 2016, 7:00 p.m., Washington County Planning Commission regular
meeting, County Administration Building, 100 W. Washington Street, Room 255, Hagerstown,
Maryland



ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Bowen made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 7:50 p.m. The motion was seconded by Mr. Myers
and so ordered by the Vice-Chairman.

Respectfully submitted,

Clint Wiley
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Eric Seifarth, Rural Preservation Administrator
DATE: November 21, 2016

RE: Land Preservation Easement Proposal

The Agriculture Advisory Board is proposing to use $200,000 of the $400,000 of Real Estate Transfer Tax
(RETT) available in FY 2017 for the 60/40 match component of the Maryland Agricultural Land Preserva-
tion Program (MALPP) FY 2017 easement cycle. This proposal will allow our Land Preservation Program
to better leverage our easement dollars. Planning Commission member and Advisory Board Chairman
Jeremiah Weddle had previously asked Land Preservation staff to revisit the use of the RETT funds for
the 60/40 match program. The Planning Commission then asked Land Preservation staff to make a
formal presentation with the possibility of the Planning Commission making a recommendation of the
concept to the County Commissioners.
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Use $200,000 of the $400,000 of Real Estate Transfer Tax available in FY 2017 for the 60/40
match component of the Maryland Agricultural Land Preservation Program(MALPP) FY 2017
easement cycle.

Through the 60/40 match MALPP provides $60 for each $40 that counties commit for
easement purchase, up to a maximum of $2 million from MALPP and $1.33 million from any

single county. Each county also receives an equal allotment from % of the overall MALPP
fund.

Traditionally Washington County has only used Ag Transfer Tax for the 60/40 match but in
recent years with fewer farm conversions the fund has had little to commit.

Limited 60/40 match funds has resulted in Washington County to only purchase 1 or 2 MALPP
easements per 2 year cycle.

The RETT Ordinance does not require that the $400,000 be spent on IPP alone, but rather
requires simply that it be used for land preservation efforts in general.
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50% of Total MALPF Funding
goes toward General
Allotment to each County
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‘Real Estate Transfer Tax
Disbursement by Fiscal Year

FY 17 RETT Disbursment FY 18 RETT Disbursment

& Miller, Jay = Miller, Jay

m Miller, Myron = Miller, Myron

$27,000.00

© Salgado 31,860.00 = Salgado

# Beard m Beard

= Remaining for 60/40
Match

= Remaining for 60/40

Match
$33,100.00

$38,396.00

washco-md.net
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DIVISION OF ENGINEERING & C ONSTRUCTION DEPARTMENT

PLAN REVIEW DEPARTMENT
Washington County Administraitive Annex
80 West Baltimore Street

Hagerstown, Maryland 21740-6003
Telephone/TDD 240-313-2460

Fax: 240-313-2461

Hearing Impaired CALL 7-1-1 for Maryland.Relay

SUBDIVISTION STAFTF REPORT

NAME , 0w wws. : MYERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP LOT 1B 1C
NUMBER......: S-16-041

OWNER.......: MYERS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
LOCATION....: SOUTHSIDE OF INDUSTRIAL LANE AND EAST OF
DESCRIPTION.: PROPOSED SUBDIVISION FOR INDUSTRIAL LOTS
ZONING......: PI

COoMP PLAN...: IF

PARCEL...,... : 05609084600001

SECTOR. ..... ;1

DISTRICT....: 2

TYPE...u. ... : IN

GROSS ACRES.: 5.3

DWEL UNITS..: O

TOTAL LOTS..: 1

DENSITY.....: O UNITS PER ACRE

PLANNER...,,: LISA KELLY

SURVEYOR., ...: TRIAD ENGINEERING

RECEIVED....: 11/04/2016

FOREST REVIEW FEE.......: $0.00

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW FEFE..: $200,00

WATER & SEWER WATER SEWER

METHOD. . v v v v e i o C C

SERVICE AREA. ... i unant HN CN
PRIORITY...... i e B e s g 1 1

SCHOOLS ELEM MID HIGH
NUMBER CODE 0 0 0
PUPIL YIELD 0 0 0
ROAD NAMES

1 PARTNERSHIP CT

SN

COUNTY HISTORIC INVENTORY SITE #: NOT HIST

FIRE DISTRICT: 2
AMBULANCE DIST: 29

COMMENTS :

PROPOSED SUBDIVISION FOR INDUSTRIAL LOTS

FOREST CONSERVATION REQUIREMENTS WERE MET IN 1999 WHEN
ORIGINAL LOT WAS DEVELOPED BY PAYING THE FEE IN LIEU.




DIVISION OF ENGINEERING & C ONSTRUCTION DEPARTMENT
PLAN REVIEW DEPARTMENT

Washington County Administraitive Annex
80 West Baltimore Street

Hagerstown, Maryland 21740-6003
Telephone/TDD 240-313-2460

Fax: 240-313-2461

Hearing-Impaired-CALL 7-1-1 for-Maryland-Relay

SUBDIVISTION STAFTF REPORT

NAME..,....,.: PR VALLEY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP - LT 4
NUMBER. .....: S-16-037

OWNER....... : PR VALLEY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
LOCATION....: WESTSIDE OF MASSEY BLVD AT VALLEY MALL
DESCRIPTION, : RESUBDIVISION OF COMM LOT VALLEY MALL REV 1
ZONING...... : PB

COMP PLAN...: CM

PARCEL...... : 04818092400006

SECTOR...... 1

DISTRICT....: 26

TYPE........ : CM

GROSS RACRES.: 1.67

DWEL UNITS..: O

TOTAL LOTS..: 1

DENSITY.....: 0 UNITS PER ACRE

PLANNER.....: LISA KELLY

SURVEYOR....: FOX & ASSOCIATES INC

RECEIVED....: 10/12/2016

FOREST REVIEW FEE.......: $0.00

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW FEE..: $200.00

WATER & SEWER WATER SEWER

METHOD. s 4 e et venrnnvnnesnest C c

SERVICE AREA,........ ... HN CN
PRIORITY. s e wiw swwvas wiw s am i 1 1

SCHOOLS ELEM MID HIGH
NUMBER CODE 0 0 0
PUPIL YIELD 0 0 0
ROAD NAMES

1 MASSEY BLVD
2 VALLEY MALL RD
3
4

COUNTY HISTORIC INVENTORY SITE #: NOT HIST

FIRE DISTRICT: 26
AMBULANCE DIST: 26

COMMENTS :
RESUBDIVISION OF COMM LOT VALLEY MALL REV 1

roreai OOH‘Scrvcb‘ i Qec(w remends Wwere met wo bk
'Plfeuuolub(kj aF’DvcueA Pldd in \aqe,



