
BOARD OF APPEALS 

April 24, 2024 

County Administration Building, 100 W. Washington St., Meeting Room 2000, Hagerstown, at 6:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

AP2024-011: An appeal was filed by Jack Steich for a variance from the lot area of 5,000 sq. ft. to 3,750 sq. ft. and lot 

width from 35 ft. to 25 ft. for proposed subdivision of residential lot into two lots for future semi-detached dwellings on 

the property owned by the appellant and is the vacant lot located between 801 & 809 Interval Road, Hagerstown, Zoned 

Residential Urban.- DENIED 

AP2024-012: An appeal was filed by Mark Myers for a variance from the 15 ft. side yard setback to 11 ft. for the existing 

single-family dwelling for future subdivision on property owned by the appellant and located at 14708 & 14710 National 

Pike, Clear Spring, Zoned Agricultural Rural. - GRATNED 

AP2024-013: An appeal was filed by Seven Brew Coffee for a variance from the previously reduced number of parking 

spaces of 667 down to 610 for proposed drive-thru coffee shop on property owned by DK Valley Plaza LLC and located 

at 1701 Massey Boulevard, Hagerstown, Zoned Business General. - GRANTED   

AP2024-014: An appeal was filed by First Breach LLC for an expansion of the previously approved special exception use 

of the explosive manufacturing/storage ammunition primers to now include small arm ammunition manufacturing/storage 

of smokeless propellant and the accessory use of a testing area for production produced and a variance from the required 

setback/buffer of this use to not be less than 1,000 ft. from any residential district/existing residential use on separate lot 

and or any residential portion of a mixed use district to 808 ft. from existing residential use on separate lot located at 

18531 Showalter Road. Property is owned by New Heights Industrial Park LLC and is located at 18450 Showalter Road 

Bay 1 & 2, Hagerstown, Zoned Industrial General. - GRANTED

Pursuant to the Maryland Open Meetings Law, notice is hereby given that the deliberations of the Board of Zoning 

Appeals are open to the public.  Furthermore, the Board, at its discretion, may render a decision as to some or all of the 

cases at the hearing described above or at a subsequent hearing, the date and time of which will be announced prior to the 

conclusion of the public hearing. Individuals requiring special accommodations are requested to contact Katie Rathvon at 

240-313-2464 Voice, 240-313-2130 Voice/TDD no later than April 15, 2024.  Any person desiring a stenographic

transcript shall be responsible for supplying a competent stenographer. 

The Board of Appeals reserves the right to vary the order in which the cases are called.  Please take note of the Amended 

Rules of Procedure (Adopted July 5, 2006), Public Hearing, Section 4(d) which states: 

Applicants shall have ten (10) minutes in which to present their request and may, upon request to and permission of the 

Board, receive an additional twenty (20) minutes for their presentation.  Following the Applicant’s case in chief, other 

individuals may receive three (3) minutes to testify, except in the circumstance where an individual is representing a 

group, in which case said individual shall be given eight (8) minutes to testify. 

Those Applicants requesting the additional twenty (20) minutes shall have their case automatically moved to the end of 

the docket. 

For extraordinary cause, the Board may extend any time period set forth herein, or otherwise modify or suspend these 

Rules, to uphold the spirit of the Ordinance and to do substantial justice. 

Jay Miller, Chairman 

Board of Zoning Appeals 







































Practical Difficulty 

1. Strict compliance would unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a permitted 
purpose or render conformance unnecessarily burdensome; and 

Shopping patterns have changed substantially over the years with the rise of on-line 
shopping and at home delivery, thus causing traditional brick and mortar stores to see 
less traffic than in the past and creating parking lots at existing retail shopping centers 
that have available parking exceeding peak traffic needs.  The existing retail uses 
located on the subject property have different peak traffic times throughout the day 
from the proposed 7 Brew Coffee Shop.  Not allowing the requested reduction in 
parking would be an unnecessary burden on the property given the overabundance of 
existing parking spaces, and the fact that the proposed use would not share the same 
peak hour traffic generation.   

 

2. Denying the variances would do substantial injustice to the applicant and a lesser 
relaxation than that applied for would not give substantial relief; and 
 
Not allowing the applicant to reduce the parking requirements for the proposed 7 Brew 
would be an injustice to the applicant and would simply keep an underutilized asphalt 
parking field in place that would serve no benefit to the existing tenants of the Center. 
 
 

3. Granting the variance would observe the spirit of the Ordinance and secure public safety 
and welfare. 

Granting the variance would observe the spirit of the Ordinance, as sufficient parking 
would still be available to the meet the demands of all the Tenants of the Center.  The 
addition of the 7 Brew project would break up a large expanse of parking, adding 
additional pervious areas and landscaping.    Locating the proposal in this location also 
uses existing infrastructure that is already in place and reduces any sort of greenfield 
expansion of infrastructure.   

 

 












































