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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
August 11, 2020 

OPEN SESSION AGENDA 

The meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Washington County will be held at 100 West Washington Street, Suite 1113, 
Hagerstown. Due to Governor Hogan’s Executive Order and gathering restrictions, Board members will be practicing social 
distancing. County buildings remain closed to public access except by appointment. Therefore, there will be no public attendance in 
the meeting chambers. The meeting will be live streamed on the County’s YouTube and Facebook sites. 

10:00 AM MOMENT OF SILENCE AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
CALL TO ORDER, President Jeffrey A. Cline 

10:05 AM APPROVAL OF MINUTES: June 30, 2020, July 14, 2020, and July 21, 2020 

10:10 AM COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS AND COMMENTS 

10:15 AM STAFF COMMENTS 

10:20 AM CONVENE AS THE BOARD OF HEALTH 

10:25 AM AUTHORIZE THE HEALTH OFFICER TO GRANT FUNDS TO REIMBURSE 
NURSING HOME FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY RELATED TO COVID-
19 THROUGH CARES ACT (2020) COVID-19 PUBLIC HEALTH RESPONSE FUNDS 
– Earl Stoner, Health Officer; Daniel Triplett, Administrator 

10:30 AM RECONVENE AS THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

10:35 AM CARES ACT REALLOCATION DISCUSSION – Sara Greaves, CFO; Susan Buchanan, 
Director, Office of Grant Management; Tom Brown Jr., Emergency Manager, Emergency 
Services; Susan Small, Director, Business Development 

10:45 AM BUDGET ADJUSTMENT – CONTINGENCY PROJECT – Sara Greaves, CFO 

10:50 AM BUDGET ADJUSTMENT – VEH008 – Sara Greaves, CFO 

11:00 AM PUBLIC HEARING: APPLICATION FOR ZONING MAP AMENDMENT RZ-20-001 
Travis Allen Comprehensive Planner, Planning & Zoning  

11:15 AM WASHINGTON COUNTY GAMING COMMISSION’S ANNUAL REPORT & FISCAL 
YEAR 2020 GAMING FUND ALLOCATION ANNOUNCEMENT – Susan Buchanan, 
Director, Office of Grant Management; Brian Getz, Chair, Gaming Commission 

11:20 AM INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASE (INTG-20-0036)– 
PURCHASING CARD PROGRAM SERVICES – Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing 

11:25 AM CONTRACT RENEWAL (PUR1429) – ACCOUNTING AND REVIEW SERVICES – 
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing 

Wayne K. Keefer 
Cort F. Meinelschmidt 
Randall E. Wagner 

100 West Washington Street, Suite 1101 | Hagerstown, MD 21740-4735 | P: 240.313.2200 | F: 240.313.2201 
WWW.WASHCO-MD.NET 
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Individuals requiring special accommodations are requested to contact the Office of the County Commissioners, 240.313.2200 Voice/TDD, to 
make arrangements no later than ten (10) working days prior to the meeting.   
 

11:30 AM CONTRACT AWARD (PUR1478) – ARRAY PURE STORAGE CAPACITY – Rick 
Curry, Director, Purchasing; Josh O’Neal, Director, Information Systems  

11:35 AM CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT AGENCY COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT – 
Valerie Buskirk, Sergeant, Sheriff’s Office; Allison Hartshorn, Grant Manager, Office of Grant 
Management 

11:40 AM ACCEPTANCE OF DEDICATED RIGHT OF WAY – Todd Moser, Real Property 
Administrator  

11:45 AM BUDGET ADJUSTMENT – EMERGENCY TRAFFIC SIGNAL REPAIRS – Scott 
Hobbs, Director, Engineering 

11:50 AM INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASE (INTG-20-0041) ONE TORO 
5800 SPRAYER – Brandi Naugle, Buyer, Purchasing; George Sweitzer, Assistance 
Superintendent, Black Rock Golf Course 

11:55 AM INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASE (INTG-20-0040) ONE 
MACK TRUCK CHASSIS CAB WITH DUMP BODY – Brandi Naugle, Buyer, 
Purchasing; John Swauger, Stormwater Management Coordinator, Water Quality 

12:00 PM INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASE (INTG-20-0043) UTILIZIN 
THE MARYLAND STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION CONTRACT LINE 
STRIPNG – Brandi Naugle, Buyer, Purchasing; Zane Rowe, Deputy Director, Public Works; 
Doug Levine, Traffic Supervisor, Highway Department  

12:05 PM BROWNFIELD REVITALIZATION INCENTIVE PROGRAM ORDINANCE FOR 
WASHINGTON COUNTY – Susan Small, Director, Business Development 

12:10 PM CLOSED SESSION - To discuss the appointment, employment, assignment, promotion, discipline, demotion, 
compensation, removal, resignation, or performance evaluation of appointees, employees, or officials over whom 
this public body has jurisdiction; or any other personnel matter that affects one or more specific individuals 

12:40 PM ADJOURNMENT 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Convene as Board of Health: Authorize the Health Officer to grant funds to reimburse 
Nursing Home facilities in Washington County related to COVID-19 through CARES Act (2020) 
Covid-19 Public Health Response Funds 

PRESENTATION DATE: August 11, 2020  

PRESENTATION BY:  Earl Stoner, Health Officer; Daniel Triplett, Administrator 

RECOMMENDED MOTION: Authorize the Health Officer to execute contracts with Nursing 
Home facilities in Washington County for supplies, equipment and testing purchased/procured by the 
Nursing Homes specifically to address the COVID-19 pandemic.  This will be for up to $250,000.00 
per Nursing Home for a total not to exceed of $2 million in CARES Act (2020) Public Health 
Response funds. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Washington County Health Department has been provided funding 
through the federal CARES Act (2020) via the Maryland Department of Health to support the Public 
Health Response to COVID-19 in Washington County.    As key partners in battling the public health 
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic, the health department has set aside $2,000,000.00 to assist 
Nursing Homes in Washington County by reimbursing for supplies, equipment and testing necessary 
to combat COVID-19.  The supplies, equipment and testing must have been or will be purchased 
between March 19, 2020 – December 30, 2020 and necessary to combat the COVID-19 pandemic; 
were not previously included in any of Nursing Homes’ operational budgets prior to March 27, 2020 
and are not reimbursable to the Nursing Homes through any other federal or State source of funds. 

DISCUSSION: N/A 
FISCAL IMPACT:  No money is being requested. 100% of funds used for reimbursement are 
federal funds available through the CARES ACT (2020). 
CONCURRENCES:  N/A 
ATTACHMENTS:  N/A 
 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  CARES Act Reallocation Discussion 

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 

PRESENTATION BY:  Sara Greaves, Chief Financial Officer, Susan Buchanan, Director Office 
of Community Grant Management, Susan Small, Director of Business Management, Tom Brown, 
Jr, Emergency Manager 

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to accept/approve a reallocation spending plan completed 
by staff for the non-healthcare portion of the CARES ACT funding awarded to Washington 
County.   

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  On July 14, 2020 staff presented an overview of the current status of the 
non-healthcare portion of the CARES Act funding.  On July 21, 2020 staff returned and were 
advised to return to the August 11, 2020 meeting with a written recommendation for reallocation. 

DISCUSSION:  Eligible expenditures are those made between March 1, 2020 and December 30, 
2020 and must not have been accounted for in the most recently approved budget.  In addition, 
loss of revenue and Emergency Operations Center costs do not qualify. 

Together We Serve – Susan Buchanan update. 

Together We Rise – Susan Small update. 

IT Projects and Miscellaneous – Tom Brown update. 

Of the two options provided, staff recommends option #1 as it is the option that recognizes areas 
which have the highest need for assistance and still remain within the qualifications of the 
awarded funding. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The non-healthcare portion of the Coronavirus Relief Fund provides for 
$13M in funding.  

CONCURRENCES:  Interim County Administrator 

ALTERNATIVES:  None 

ATTACHMENTS:  Reallocation Spending Plan Option #1 and Option #2 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Option #1 

Re-open and change guidelines of the Business Stabilization Project – Allow start-up businesses 
established and operational September 2019 to March 2020 to apply. Other established business 
who have NOT previously applied would also be eligible to apply.  

o Start-up businesses will be asked to provide a legible business plan and projected 
profit & loss statements, and/or accurate current profit & loss statements from the 
most recent months in business, in addition to all other applicable tax 
documentation and the “Rise Up” application to riseup@washco-md.net.  

o Begin start-up business grant opening on August 12th at 8am and close September 
8th at midnight (4 weeks).  

o Process any remaining applications (until September 29th) and re-evaluate for next 
steps. (see below) 

If additional funding remains after expanding the qualifications to businesses, The County would 
offer a re-application period beginning October 5th and close October 26th (4 weeks). 

o Businesses who have already received a grant award may reapply for up to $5,000 
of a second award.  

o Businesses must show additional profit & loss statements for June, July, August 
and September with additional narrative showing the operational hardship they’ve 
incurred during those months.  

o Guidelines and Application will be updated to reflect changes.  

o Grants would continue to be first come, first serve until remaining funds are 
expended.  

 

Reallocate $600,000 from the non-profit stabilization project to be distributed by the Community 
Action Council for Covid-19 Emergency Housing and Utility Assistance.   

o These funds will be distributed through the organizations existing program 
structures to households facing financial hardship due to the Covid-19 pandemic.   

 

o Individuals will receive assistance with rent, mortgage, and eligible utility 
payments.   

 

mailto:riseup@washco-md.net


o Guidance from the U.S. Treasury indicates that these types of programs are 
eligible uses of the CARES funding as long as funds do not pay taxes or utility 
payments to government entities.    

 

The remaining $196,465 will remain in the Together We Serve grant which will be given an end 
date of August 25.   Any remaining funds which are not allocated at that time will be placed in 
Miscellaneous category for potential allocation to other needs that emerge in the Fall. 

 

Reserve $500,00 from the Miscellaneous Fund for tourism. 

o Start with $80,000 for the digital campaign (local company) and truck wrap on I-
81 to drive overnight hotel occupancy (HRT), retail and restaurant and Heritage 
tourist (Washington Post) – historic traveler, stay longer and spend more money.  

o Educate the public about what activities may be resumed and steps taken to 
ensure a safe experience in Washington County. 

o Remaining balance reserved for spring deliverables for a normal summer travel 
season with any additional activities to be resumed safely.  

Economic Impact – Tourism  

o 5,202 employed in tourism in Washington County 

o The normal average daily hotel rate for this time of year is $86.44, the lodging tax 
is 6%, the County fund and the CVB get ½ of this.  

o Current occupancy data: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

***Option #1 will leave approximately $1.2M in the Miscellaneous project for 
unanticipated needs later in the year. 

Week/Year Occupancy Avg Daily Rate Revenue 

7/12 thru 7/19 2020 48.2% $77.74 $617,158 

7/12 thru 7/19 2019 71.7% $86.44 $1,000,028 

 -32.8% -32.8% -38.3% 



Option #2 

Re-open and change guidelines of the Business Stabilization Project – Allow start-up businesses 
established and operational September 2019 to March 2020 to apply. Other established business 
who have NOT previously applied would also be eligible to apply.  

o Start-up businesses will be asked to provide a legible business plan and projected 
profit & loss statements, and/or accurate current profit & loss statements from the 
most recent months in business, in addition to all other applicable tax 
documentation and the “Rise Up” application to riseup@washco-md.net.  

o Begin start-up business grant opening on August 12th at 8am and close September 
8th at midnight (4 weeks).  

o Process any remaining applications (until September 29th) and re-evaluate for next 
steps. (see below) 

Any remaining funding would be moved to the Miscellaneous project to be utilized for needs 
that are recognized later in the year. 

 

Reallocate $600,000 from the non-profit stabilization project to be distributed by the Community 
Action Council for Covid-19 Emergency Housing and Utility Assistance.   

o These funds will be distributed through the organizations existing program 
structures to households facing financial hardship due to the Covid-19 pandemic.   

 

o Individuals will receive assistance with rent, mortgage, and eligible utility 
payments.   

 
o Guidance from the U.S. Treasury indicates that these types of programs are 

eligible uses of the CARES funding as long as funds do not pay taxes or utility 
payments to government entities.    

 

The remaining $196,465 will remain in the Together We Serve grant which will be given an end 
date of August 25.   Any remaining funds which are not allocated at that time will be placed in 
Miscellaneous category for potential allocation to other needs that emerge in the Fall. 

 

***Option #2 will leave a considerably larger funding amount within the Miscellaneous 
project for unanticipated needs later in the year. 

mailto:riseup@washco-md.net


 

 
  

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Budget Adjustment – Contingency Project 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Sara Greaves, Chief Financial Officer 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve a budget adjustment for Project ADM002 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The FY20 Capital Budget included $500,000 in the contingency project 
(ADM002) for the purpose of providing funding for capital maintenance to the BOE.  
 
DISCUSSION:  Two potential funding mechanisms were to be contemplated to provide for 
capital maintenance for BOE projects; 1) Energy Service Company (ESCO) or 2) Additional 
IAC funding. The funding was to be used for the most cost effective of the two, the one leading 
to greater return on investment. This evaluation was not able to be made, as no proposal was 
awarded for the ESCO evaluation.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  $500,000 
 
CONCURRENCES:  N/A 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  Do not move funding to reserves 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Budget Adjustment Form 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL TO BE USED:  N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Department Head Authorization

Budget & Finance Director Approval

County Administrator Approval

Required > $ 25,000 with date

            Washington County, Maryland 
            Budget Adjustment Form

Explain  
Budget Adjustment

Budget Transfer - Moves revenues or expenditures from one account to another or between budgets or funds.

Budget Amendment - Increases or decrease the total spending authority of an accounting fund or department

County Commissioners Approval

Transaction/Post -Finance

Deputy Director - Finance

Preparer, if applicable    

Expenditure /
Account Number  

Fund 
Number

Department 
Number Project Number Grant Number Activity Code Department and Account Description               Increase  (Decrease) 

+ / -

Required approval with date

Required approval with date

If applicable with date

Required approval with date

Division Director / Elected Official Authorization

Required Action by 
County Commissioners

  No Approval Required     Approval Required Approval Date if 
Known

Print Form

$500,000 was  being held as an allowance for the BOE based on the greater return on investment from either an ESCO or IAC funding.  No proposals moved
forward.  The funding will revert back to reserves. 

Kelcee Mace Digitally signed by Kelcee Mace 
Date: 2020.01.28 15:30:26 -05'00'

Misty Rosenberry
Digitally signed by Misty 
Rosenberry 
Date: 2020.01.28 15:27:05 -05'00'

498710 30 10500 ADM002 0000 Capital Transfer - General -500,000

599999 30 10500 ADM002 CONT Controllable Assets -500,000

Sara Greaves Digitally signed by Sara Greaves 
Date: 2020.01.28 15:39:23 -05'00'



 

 
  

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Budget Adjustment – VEH008 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Dave Hays, Director of Emergency Services 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve a budget adjustment for Project VEH008 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The budget adjustment is needed to move funds from operating to capital 
due to a large purchase being delayed.   
 
DISCUSSION:  The turn-out gear was ordered in February, but due to a delay in manufacturing 
the order could not be fulfilled by June 30. Funds should be moved for the gear into the Capital 
project so that they can be utilized for the purchase.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  $0 
 
CONCURRENCES:  N/A 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  Do not move funding to Capital  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Budget Adjustment Form 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL TO BE USED:  N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Department Head Authorization

Budget & Finance Director Approval

County Administrator Approval

Required > $ 25,000 with date

            Washington County, Maryland 
            Budget Adjustment Form

Explain  
Budget Adjustment

Budget Transfer - Moves revenues or expenditures from one account to another or between budgets or funds.

Budget Amendment - Increases or decrease the total spending authority of an accounting fund or department

County Commissioners Approval

Transaction/Post -Finance

Deputy Director - Finance

Preparer, if applicable    

Expenditure /
Account Number  

Fund 
Number

Department 
Number Project Number Grant Number Activity Code Department and Account Description               Increase  (Decrease) 

+ / -

Required approval with date

Required approval with date

If applicable with date

Required approval with date

Division Director / Elected Official Authorization

Required Action by 
County Commissioners

  No Approval Required     Approval Required Approval Date if 
Known

Print Form

TOG was ordered in February but due to a delay in manufacturing the order is not expected to be fulfilled by June 30. Moving remaining funds for gear into
the CIP project notated.

Kelcee Mace Digitally signed by Kelcee Mace 
Date: 2020.05.21 14:17:19 -04'00'

Misty Rosenberry
Digitally signed by Misty 
Rosenberry 
Date: 2020.04.07 13:25:08 -04'00'

599999 10 11525 000000 000000 0000 Controllable Assets - Firefighter Turnout Gear -55,420

502000 10 91230 000000 000000 0000 Appropriations 55,420

498710 30 10500 VEH008 000000 0000 Capital Transfer - General 55,420

599999 30 10500 VEH008 000000 VHCL General - Equip and Vehicle Replacement Program 55,420



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  PUBLIC HEARING - Application for Zoning Map Amendment RZ-20-001 

PRESENTATION DATE: August 11, 2020  

PRESENTATION BY: Travis Allen, Comprehensive Planner, Department of Planning and Zoning 

RECOMMENDED MOTION: The purpose of this public hearing is to take public comment on the 
rezoning application.  The Commissioners have the option to reach a consensus to either approve or 
deny the request after the public hearing closes or deliberate on the issue at a later date. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF: Application is being made to rezone four properties totaling 11.64 acres along 
Hopewell Road from the current Highway Interchange (HI) to Residential Transition (RT). 

DISCUSSION: The applicant Jone L. Bowman Residuary Trust and Linda Lou Ebersole Family 
Irrevocable Trust seek a map amendment for four properties located at 11107, 11111, 11115 and 11119 
Hopewell Rd.  The factors to be considered in a request for a map amendment are listed in Article 27.3 
of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance.  Primarily, the applicant must demonstrate that there has 
been a change in the character of the neighborhood since the time of the last comprehensive zoning 
plan, or a mistake made in the zoning designation placed on the property at that same time.  For these 
two properties, the Comprehensive Rezoning of the Urban Growth Area in 2012 is the point from which 
“Change or Mistake” should be evaluated.  The applicant is claiming a “Mistake” was made in 2012 in 
their request.        

This item was presented to the Washington County Planning Commission at a Public Information 
Meeting held during their regular meeting on May 18, 2020.  It was then brought back for 
recommendation at the June 1, 2020 meeting, where the members unanimously recommended for 
approval of the proposed map amendment. 

Thus far, one written public comment has been received in favor of the proposed rezoning.  No public 
comments were made during the Public Information Meeting.     

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A 

CONCURRENCES: Washington County Planning Commission 

ALTERNATIVES: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: Application, staff report, Planning Commission recommendation, approved 
Planning Commission minutes and written public comments 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: none 

 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  
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May, 2020       Case #:  RZ-20-001 
 

Application for Map Amendment 
Staff Report and Analysis 

 
 
Property Owner(s) :    Donald M. Bowman Trustee 
Applicant(s) : Jone L. Bowman Residuary Trust, Linda Lou 

Ebersole Family Irrevocable Trust  
Location                      : S/S Hopewell Rd, 1/3 mile south I-70 underpass 
Election District  :     #26 – Halfway 
Comprehensive Plan 
Designation  :  Low Density Residential 
Zoning Map  :     48 
Parcel(s) :    P. 246  
Acreage :   11.64 acres (4 lots)  
Existing Zoning :    HI – Highway Interchange 
Requested Zoning :     RT – Residential, Transition 
Date of Meeting :     May 18, 2020 
 
 

I. Background and Findings Analysis: 
 

1. Site Description 
 

The site is located at 11107, 11111, 
11115 and 11119 Hopewell Road, 
approximately 1/3 mile south of Interstate 
70.  The total acreage of the four lots 
subject to this rezoning case is 11.64 acres.  
All properties are located within the Urban 
Growth Area (UGA) that surrounds the 
City of Hagerstown and the Towns of 
Williamsport and Funkstown.   

Currently, three of the four lots are 
undeveloped land which is being used for 
agricultural purposes.  A 1.44-acre forest 

easement encompasses the rear portion of these three lots, numbers 2-4.  Lot 1 has an 
existing home built upon it.  



Staff Report and Analysis 
RZ-20-001 WASHCO Arnett Farms LLC 
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There are no floodplain areas within the proposed rezoning site itself, but a perennial 
stream, Semple Run, runs through the adjacent residential properties located immediately 
across Hopewell Road before turning south and crossing the road just west of 11107 
Hopewell Road.   

 
2. Population Analysis 

 
To evaluate the change in population, information was compiled from the US Census 

Bureau over a thirty-year time frame.  A thirty-year horizon was chosen to show long term 
population trends both in the election district of the proposed rezoning, as well as the 
overall trends of the County. 
 

The two parcels subject to this rezoning are located within the Halfway Election 
District (#26).  As shown in the table below, the population in this district has grown more 
slowly than the County has over the thirty-year time frame between 1980 and 2010.  
District 26 has grown 13.54% over the thirty-year period (.45%) per year while the County 
as a whole has increased in population by 30.36% (1.01% per year) during the same period.  
Both the Halfway Election District and the County experienced their greatest population 
increase during the thirty-year period surveyed between 2000 and 2010.     

Table 1: Halfway Election District Population Trends 

Year Area Population
% change from 

previous decade
District 9,489        
County 113,086    
District 9,418        -0.7%
County 121,393    7.3%
District 9,854        4.6%
County 131,932    8.7%
District 10,774      9.3%
County 147,430    11.7%2010

Population Trends 1980 - 2010

1980

1990

2000

 
Source:  US Census Bureau 

 
3. Availability of Public Facilities 

 
A. Water and Sewerage 

 
The adopted Water and Sewerage Plan for the County establishes the policies and 

recommendations for public water and sewer infrastructure to help guide development in 
a manner that helps promote healthy and adequate service to citizens.  By its own decree, 
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the purpose of the Washington County Water and Sewerage Plan is “…to provide for the 
continued health and well-being of Washington Countians and our downstream 
neighbors…”1  This is achieved through implementing recommendations within the 
County Comprehensive Plan and the Water and Sewerage Plan to provide for services in a 
timely and efficient manner and by establishing an inventory of existing and programmed 
services. 
 
Water: 

W-5-Long Term Planned Service (City of Hagerstown) 
 
Public water is not currently available at the site.  The site is permitted to 

access water by well.  The site is given the W-5 designation in the County’s 2009 
Water and Sewerage Plan, denoting long term planned service.  Neighboring 
parcels in the vicinity of the site generally also do not have present access to public 
water.  The City of Hagerstown Water Division offered no comment on the 
proposed development when sent the application for review. 

 
Wastewater: 

S-3-Programmed Service (County) 
 
The subject parcels are programmed for public sewer service in the Water and 

Sewer Plan, but are currently slated to utilize onsite septic systems.  Future wastewater 
service would be provided by the County at the Conococheague Wastewater Treatment 
Plant.  Most neighboring parcels in the immediate vicinity also utilize onsite septic systems.    

 
Neither the Washington County Health Department nor the Department of Water 

Quality offered comment the application when routed a copy for review.   
 
B. Emergency Services 

 
Fire and Emergency Services: 
 
Volunteer Fire Company of Halfway (1114 Lincoln Avenue) – 1.5 miles away 

 
The proposed rezoning site is located within the service area of the Volunteer Fire 

Company of Halfway.  This same entity also provides the nearest emergency rescue 
services.  Their station is located approximately 1.5 mile away from the subject properties.    

 
1 Washington County, Maryland Water and Sewerage Plan 2009 Update, Page I-2 
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A copy of this application was sent to the Washington County Division of 

Emergency Services.  No comments were received. 
 
C. Schools 

 
Elementary - Williamsport, Middle – Springfield, High School - Williamsport 
 

The subject site is within the districts of Williamsport Elementary, Springfield Middle 
and Williamsport High schools.  The requested zoning classification, Residential 
Transition (RT), would have the potential to generate students which are tracked under the 
County’s Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO) to determine school capacity.   

 
The APFO went into effect in 2004.  The four-lot subdivision at the proposed rezoning 

site occurred in 2000.  Therefore, while the proposed zoning classification would be 
expected to generate students that would impact the schools noted above, the pupil 
generation is considered as being part of the background enrollment for these schools.  In 
essence, the impact of the subdivision should already be accounted for in present school 
capacity projections.  Accordingly, these lots would not be subject to the school 
capacity mitigation requirements of the APFO under present circumstances.  If the 
lots were subdivided again in the future, they would become subject to APFO requirements, 
provided they had a residential zoning classification at the time.   

 
4. Present and Future Transportation Patterns 

 
Highways – Access and Traffic Volume 
 

The proposed rezoning site is located on Hopewell Road.  The Functional Road 
Classification for Hopewell Road is as a minor collector in the Transportation Element of 
the 2002 Comprehensive Plan.  This classification accounts for mobility and access 
characteristics of the roadway in its categorization.  Minor Collector roads are designed 
to carry between 1,000 – 3,000 Average Daily Traffic in rural areas, and 2,000 to 10,000 
vehicles daily in urban areas.  The County’s road classification system is based upon the 
Federal Highway Functional Classification System, but modified to reflect local road 
conditions. 

 
All lots within the subdivision are plated to be served by individual driveways 

accessing Hopewell Road.   
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Approximately ½ mile south of the site, Hopewell Road intersects with Wright 
Road.  Within the County’s current 10-year Capital Improvement Plan (2020-2029), funds 
have been earmarked for the relocation of Wright Road.  Approximately 2,000 linear feet 
of Wright Road will be rerouted to the north of its current alignment, onto adjacent parcel 
57, through what is currently agricultural land.  The project, which is contingent upon 
developer contributions and grant funding, would result in the creation of a 3-lane closed 
section road (one lane in each direction with a continuous left turn lane).  Wright Road 
frequently experiences flooding issues as much of the road is located within the floodplain.    

 
In addition to evaluating public access of a parcel for rezoning purposes, it is also 

important to evaluate traffic generation and existing traffic volumes.  This is commonly 
accomplished through analysis of historic and existing traffic counts as well as any existing 
traffic impact studies.  As the proposed rezoning site is located on a County road, the only 
available data on traffic in the vicinity comes from nearby intersections with other County 
roads.   

 
The County’s Division of Engineering & Construction Management collected 

single day traffic counts at a number of locations in the vicinity of the site in 2016.  These 
locations include the intersections of Hopewell Road and Hunters Green Parkway (north 
of the site), Hopewell Road near Shawnee Terrace (south), plus Wright Road and Elliott 
Parkway.  Since these were first time collections at these locations, trends cannot be 
discerned.  These counts do however give us an idea of traffic volume occurring in the 
“neighborhood.”  The highest traffic volume was recorded at Hopewell Road near its 
intersection with Hunters Green Parkway at 2046 vehicles.  This intersection is within the 
Hopewell Valley Industrial Park.  The lowest count was at Wright Road near Elliott 
Parkway where 1073 vehicles were counted. 
 

Table 2: 2016 County Traffic Volumes 
Hopewell Road at 

Hunters Green 
Parkway 

2046 

Hopewell Road 
near Shawnee 

Terrace  
1453 

Wright Road near 
Elliott Parkway 

1073 

Source: Washington County Division of Engineering and Construction Management Traffic Inventory Map 
 

Washington County Engineering Plan Review had no comment after receiving a copy of 
the rezoning application.   
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Public Transportation 

 
This area is not directly served by public transportation.  Routes 441 of the Washington 

County Commuter travels along Virginia Avenue in the vicinity south of the site from 
Hagerstown to Williamsport. 

 
The Hopewell Express, an employment shuttle provided by the Washington County 

Community Action Council, serves the Hopewell Valley Industrial Park from downtown 
Hagerstown.  It does not travel along Hopewell Road as far south as the rezoning site, 
however.   
 

1. Compatibility with Existing and Proposed Development in the Area: 
 

A. Zoning  
 

The subject parcels are currently zoned Highway Interchange (HI) and are requesting 
to change to Residential Transition (RT).  The purpose of the RT zoning district is:  
 
“…to provide appropriate locations for single-family and two-family residential 
development in Urban and Town Growth Areas. The Residential, Transition District is 
usually located on the outer fringes of the Growth Areas, rather than the inner core, and 
is intended to be the least dense residential district in the Growth Areas at a density of 
between 2 and 4 dwelling units per acres …”2.   
 
 Aside from single-family, two-family and semi-detached residences, other select 
principal permitted uses allowed in a RT zoning district include agriculture, churches, 
schools, mixed use developments and childcare facilities.  Land uses such as bed and 
breakfasts, banquet and reception facilities and home-based businesses are allowed by 
special exception.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
2 Washington County Zoning Ordinance, Section 7A  
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Map 1: Surrounding Zoning Classifications 

 

There is a mix of zoning classes in the immediate vicinity of the four lots subject 
to this rezoning which are highlighted in green above on Map 1.  Highway Interchange 
(HI) surrounds the properties to the south, northeast and southwest near the intersection of 
I-70 and I-81.  Above I-70 along Hunters Green Parkway is also HI, part of the Hopewell 
Valley Industrial Park.  The land along Elliott Parkway, which backs up to a railroad line, 
is zoned Industrial General. 

 
To the north, across Hopewell Road, and to the south, below I-81, is Residential 

Multifamily (RM) and Residential Transition (RT).  Residential Urban (RU) is found in 
the northwest corner of the I-70/I-81 intersection.  
 

B. Land Use 
 

In the immediate “neighborhood” which is formed naturally around Hopewell Road 
as it passes under I-70, is bounded by the railroad line to the north and I-81 to the south, 
the land use is entirely residential or agricultural.  Both single-family residential and 
multifamily apartments (Hopewell Manor and Hopewell Station) are found in the vicinity.  
Lakeside trailer park is found nearby on the north side of I-70, where it intersects with I-
81.  
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This “neighborhood” is mostly self-contained by the barriers presented by these 
major transportation routes.  Therefore, the heavily industrial lands along Elliott Parkway 
and in Hopewell Valley Industrial Park have limited influence on the immediate environs 
of these four lots.   

 
C. Historic Sites 

Another important component of compatibility is the location of historic structures 
on and around the parcels being proposed for rezoning.  According to the Washington 
County Historic Sites Survey there are 3 existing historic sites located within an 
approximately ½ mile radius of the proposed rezoning areas.  One of the three sites, known 
as Sprechers Mill, is located on Lot 1 of the area subject to this rezoning.  Below is a listing 
existing historic resources within a ½ mile radius of the subject parcels.   
 

• WA-I-357: “Sprechers Mill House,” early-19th century, 2-story brick dwelling 
associated with Sprechers Mill (gristmill) formerly located nearby on Semple Run.  
Listed on National Historic Register.   

• WA-I-356: “Hopewell Hereford Farm,” early-19th, vernacular, farm complex 
encompassing 2-story stone house and two bank barns, associated with Sprechers 
Mill. 

• WA-I-364: “Salisbury Mill Site and House (Sprechers Mill)” early-18th century, 
1.5-story stone farmhouse associated with Sprechers Mill formerly located on same 
property. 

 
2. Relationship of the Proposed Change to the Adopted Plan for the County: 

 
The purpose of a Comprehensive Plan is to evaluate the needs of the community and 

balance the different types of growth to create a harmony between different land uses.  In 
general, this is accomplished through evaluation of existing conditions, projections of 
future conditions, and creation of a generalized land use plan that promotes compatibility 
while maintaining the health, safety, and welfare of the general public. 
 

Each of the properties is located in the sub-policy area Low Density Residential. The 
Comprehensive Plan offers the following definition for this policy area: 

“This policy area designation would be primarily associated with single-
family and to a lesser degree two-family or duplex development. It is the 
largest policy area proposed for the Urban Growth Area and becomes the 
main transitional classification from the urban to rural areas.”3 

 
3 2002 Washington County, Maryland Comprehensive Plan, Page 243 
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3. “Change or Mistake” Rule 
 

When rezoning’s are not part of a comprehensive rezoning by the governing body, 
individual map amendments (also known as piecemeal rezoning’s) are under an obligation 
to meet the test of the “Change or Mistake” Rule.  The “Change or Mistake” Rule requires 
proof by the applicant that there has been either: a substantial change in the character in of 
the neighborhood since the last comprehensive zoning plan (2012), or a mistake in 
designating the existing zoning classification.  

 
As part of the evaluation to determine whether the applicant has proven whether 

there has been either a change or mistake in the zoning of a parcel, the Maryland Annotated 
Code Land Use Article and the Washington County Zoning Ordinance state that the local 
legislative body is required to make findings of fact on at least six different criteria in order 
to ensure that a consistent evaluation of each case is provided.  Those criteria include:  
 
1) population change; 2) the availability of public facilities; 3) present and future 
transportation patterns; 4) compatibility with existing and proposed development for the 
area; 5) the recommendation of the planning commission; and 6) the relationship of the 
proposed amendment to the local jurisdiction’s Comprehensive Plan. 

 
Even when change or mistake has been sufficiently sustained, it merely allows the 

local governing body the authority to change the zoning; it does not require the change.  
When conditions are right for a change the new zone must be shown to be appropriate and 
logical for the location and consistent with the County’s Comprehensive Plan. 

 
II. Staff Analysis: 

 
The analysis of a rezoning request begins with a strong presumption that the current 

zoning is correct.  It is assumed that the governing body performed sufficient analysis, 
exercised care, and gave adequate consideration to all known concerns when zoning was 
applied to a parcel of land.  However, there are instances by which a case can be established 
to show that the governing body either erred in establishment of the proper zoning of a 
property or that enough change has occurred within the neighborhood surrounding the 
property since the governing body’s last assessment to require a new evaluation of the 
established zoning designation. 
 

The applicant of this case has indicated in their justification statement that they 
believe that a mistake was made by the local legislative body to rezone the property in 
2012.  As noted in the prior section describing the “Change or Mistake” Rule, the 
Washington County’s Zoning Ordinance requires data to be presented to the local 
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legislative body on factors such as population change, present and future traffic patterns, 
the availability of public facilities, the relationship of the proposed change to the 
Comprehensive Plan and its compatibility with existing and proposed development in order 
to determine how the area subject to rezoning has evolved since the comprehensive 
rezoning. 

1. Evidence for Mistake in the Current Zoning 
 
In order to demonstrate that a mistake was made by the regulatory body in applying the 
existing zoning classification to the parcel, the applicant must establish that an error 
occurred as a result of factors such as: 

1. A failure to take into account projects or trends probable of fruition;  
2. Decisions based on erroneous information;  
3. Facts that later prove to be incorrect;  
4. Events that have occurred since the current zoning; or  
5. Ignoring facts in evidence at the time of zoning application. 
 
The last Comprehensive Rezoning in Washington County was completed in 2012, 

affecting the Urban Growth Area that surrounds the City of Hagerstown and the towns of 
Williamsport and Funkstown.  The Rezoning affected approximately 17,000 parcels and 
38,000 acres of land.4  Information such as population projections, growth trends, 
transportation and infrastructure data, and the recommendations of the Comprehensive 
Plan were considered as a part of this effort.  The input of property owners, local officials, 
County staff and the general public was also solicited and considered in the assignment of 
each parcel affected by the Comprehensive Rezoning.  Landowners were also given the 
opportunity to appeal the rezoning of their property at that time if they felt aggrieved by 
the Board’s decision.   

 
The applicant contends that the Board of County Commissioner’s erred in their 

decision during the 2012 UGA Comprehensive Rezoning to rezone the lots in question to 
HI.  The applicant claims that factors such as following were not fully considered by the 
Board in their 2012 decision: 
 

• The existing fact that substantial road improvements would be necessary to 
make the property suitable for commercial development;  

• The existing fact that public water is generally unavailable to the property; 
• The assumption that the property would likely be developed in conjunction with 

neighboring Parcel 695. 
 

4 Washington County Ordinance No. ORD-2012-08 
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i. Property Background Information 
 

Before analyzing the applicant’s assertion that the local legislative body erred in 
their decision to rezone the property in 2012 from HI-2 to HI, its important to understand 
some background context on the property’s developmental history. 
 

First, the original intent of the owner for the property was to develop them as 
residential lots. This is evident by virtue of the recordation of Washington County Plats 
6462-6463 in 2000 which created the four-lot subdivision (Applicant’s Exhibit 1).  Lot 1, 
as noted earlier, already had a house on it at that time which dated to the early 1800s and 
was built in the vicinity of a nearby grist mill which operated during the same time period.  
The plat, which depicts proposed locations of dwellings and septic areas, therefore 
represented a continuation of the rural residential land use long present in the area of the 
site.  
 

Second, the zoning of the property prior to 2012 was HI-2.  The now repealed HI-
2 zoning district was a predominantly high-density residential zoning district that also 
allowed some light industrial uses.  The rezoning of the property from HI-2 to HI, which 
does not allow residential development, thereby constituted an intensification of the 
permitted land uses on the property from its historical pattern of development. 
 

Finally, a significant factor in the Board’s decision to rezone the property to HI in 
2012 was a formal request from the property owner (Applicant’s Exhibit # 4).  The 
applicant’s request was based upon the following reasoning or assumptions: 
 

1. The proximity of the property to I-81; 
2. The HI zoning would match adjacent parcel 245 (located immediately north of the 

site); 
3. The parcel would be developed in tandem with parcel 695 (also owned by Mr. 

Bowman, located immediately south of the site) 
 

This request contradicted the County’s original proposed zoning for the site in 2012, 
which was RT (Applicant’s Exhibit # 3, line 22).  RT is what the applicant is currently 
requesting for the property.   
    

ii. Substantial Road Improvements 
 

The applicant’s first assertion in their contention that a mistake was made to rezone the 
property to HI in 2012 is that substantial road improvements would be necessary to make 
the property suitable for commercial development.  Consistent with the conditions 



Staff Report and Analysis 
RZ-20-001 WASHCO Arnett Farms LLC 
Page 12 

12 
 

described in the applicant’s Justification Statement, the suitability of the existing road 
network in the area to provide for the size or volume of vehicles consistent with an HI 
zoning designation is highly questionable.   

 
As noted by the applicant, while there is proximate access to I-81 Exit 3 (Virginia 

Avenue near Williamsport) less than 2 miles from the subject site, Hopewell Road itself is 
entirely unsuitable for commercial vehicle traffic in its present condition.  Hopewell Road 
beyond the I-70 underpass can be generally characterized as a typical narrow County road 
with limited or no shoulders in certain segments.  Further, at the intersection of Hopewell 
and Wright Road, it is necessary to cross a narrow one-lane bridge over Semple Run in 
order to proceed to I-81 Exit 3. 
  

The applicant goes on to present cost estimates, environmental concerns and other 
considerations that would essentially make the necessary road improvements to Hopewell 
Road to serve a commercial/industrial use infeasible (Applicant’s Exhibits # 5 - # 9).  
Commercial vehicle access to I-81 Exit 5 (Halfway Blvd), of similar distance to the 
rezoning site as Exit 3, would also likely necessitate significant road improvements such 
as shoulder widening and potentially an upgrade to the railroad crossing just beyond the I-
70 underpass where Hopewell Road intersects the CSX rail line.    

 
Further, as noted earlier in this staff report, the existing path of Wright Road frequently 

experiences closures due to flooding as much of the road is located within the floodplain.  
For this reason, the County has budgeted for the relocation of the road within its current 
10-Year CIP.  Therefore, the present condition of Wright Road, which would provide an 
alternate route to I-70 Exit 24 (MD-63) for truck traffic from a prospective 
commercial/industrial business at the subject site, is also inadequate for the task. 

 
Thus, staff agrees with the applicant that substantial road improvements would have to 

be made to the current condition of multiple roads in the vicinity in order to adequately and 
safely serve a commercial or industrial business at the site of this rezoning.  The existing 
conditions of Hopewell Road as well other alternative routes that would potentially serve 
the heavy vehicle traffic generated by an HI use would certainly have been evident to the 
Board at the time of its decision in 2012.       
 

ii. Public Water Availability 
 
The applicant’s second major argument in support of a mistake in the current zoning is 

the lack of public water available to the site.  Adequate water and sewer infrastructure are 
imperative to serve the needs of commercial or industrial land uses.  The ability these types 
of businesses to operate on a well and septic system is typically impractical, as it carries 
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risks to public health and limits the potential for future expansion of operations at the same 
site.  Therefore, public water and sewer access is optimal to serve commercial and 
industrial land uses in most cases.   

 
The current W-5 (Long Term Planned Service) and S-3 (Programmed) service 

designations in the County’s 2009 Water and Sewer Plan for the site were noted earlier in 
this report.  These designations indicate that while connection to public sewer service is 
generally available to the site, public water (via the City of Hagerstown) is not readily 
available to the site.   

 
It’s additionally pointed out by the applicant that these lots lie outside the City’s 

Medium-Range Growth Area (MRGA).  Properties within the MRGA are prioritized 
by the City for connection to public water or sewer service when it becomes available 
while those outside the MRGA are not eligible for connection unless a special 
exception applies.  It is not clear that the site in question would qualify for a special 
exception under the City’s water and sewer connection policies, particularly if it was not 
developed in tandem with adjacent properties that might then cause such a project to be 
viewed as a significant boost to economic development for the City and County.          

 
Therefore, when one combines both the difficulty of providing adequate road access 

with the current hurdles to connecting with public water to the site, it is evident that 
significant infrastructural hurdles exist to develop these properties into a large scale 
commercial or industrial use as might be expected with an HI zoning designation.  The 
City’s exceptions to its water and sewer policies for extending service outside the MRGA, 
as well as the boundaries of the MRGA, and the current service designations were all in 
evidence in 2012 at the time of the Comprehensive Rezoning.   

   
iii. Future Development Assumptions 

 
At the time of the Comprehensive Rezoning of the UGA, it was the assumption of the 

landowner that that this property would be developed in tandem with parcel 695, also 
owned by Mr. Bowman, located to the south.  This assumption was set forth in the 
applicant’s request letter mentioned previously.  Ultimately, the barriers already discussed 
to the development of a commercial or industrial use at the site (roads, public water) have 
proven to be a significant hinderance to developing either of the two parcels in question 
owned by Mr. Bowman.  As a result, the assumption utilized by both the applicant and the 
Board during the 2012 Comprehensive Rezoning proved to be incorrect with the passage 
of time. 
     
III. Recommendation: 
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The applicant has claimed that a mistake was made to rezone the property from HI-
2 to HI in 2012.  The burden of the applicant in a “Mistake” case is to provide evidence 
that the Board:  

 
1. Failed to take into account projects or trends probable of fruition,  
2. Made decisions based on erroneous information,  
3. Used facts that later prove to be incorrect,  
4. Couldn’t have foreseen Events that have occurred since the current zoning 
5. Ignored facts in evidence at the time of zoning application. 

 
Regarding the charge of mistake, while not the sole basis for the County’s decision 

to apply the HI zoning classification to the property in 2012, the property owner’s request 
for this classification surely played a large role in the County’s decision.  The passage of 
time has revealed that the rationale utilized to justify the rezoning at the time, such as the 
proximity of the site to I-81 and the potential for it to build out as a commercial or industrial 
use in tandem with neighboring parcels, was incorrect.  It is also likely that further 
consideration about the present adequacy of public infrastructure (roads, water and sewer) 
to support development of this intensity in this location may not have been given full 
consideration in the decision to apply the HI zoning. 
 

Consequently, staff concludes that convincing proof has been offered by the 
applicant demonstrating that a mistake was made to rezone the property from HI-2 to HI 
in 2012.  The applicant’s request for the RT zoning classification is entirely logical for the 
present subdivision of the property and its past development history.  The development of 
a residential use on these properties would fit the existing character of the neighborhood 
and place significantly less burden on existing public infrastructure in the vicinity.  It would 
also allow the County to proceed with capital road projects, such as the relocation of Wright 
Road out of its current location in the floodplain, in the timeline currently laid out in the 
CIP without additional pressure to move up the timeline for capital improvements.   
 
  
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Travis Allen 
Comprehensive Planner 
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RE: Zoning Ordinance Map Amendment Applications of the 
Jone L. Bowman Residuary Trust and Linda Lou Ebersole 
Family Irrevocable Trust filed January 20, 2020. 

Case No.: RZ-20-001 

Dear Commission Members: 

I represent and am writing to you on behalf of Hopewell 

Cushwa Farms, LLC, a Maryland limited liability company, in 
regard to the above-captioned zoning map amendment 
applications ("Applications"). My client requests that this 
letter be made part of the record of the hearing on the 

Applications which is scheduled to be held on May 18, 2020. 

Hopewell Cushwa Farms is the owner of the property which 
is described on Tax Map 48 as Parcel 245 and is adjacent to 
the property which is the subject of the Applications 
("Applicants' Property") on the latter's eastern and 
southeastern borders. Hopewell Cushwa Farms does not oppose 
the rezoning requested in the Applications. It is submitting 
this letter to clarify several matters addressed in the 
Applications or in the Staff Report and Analysis ("Report") 

relating to them. 

First, although apparently still designated a historic 
site (see Report at page 8), the stone farmhouse which was 
part of the Hopewell Hereford Farm complex and located on the 

Received via e-mail on May 15, 2020 

RZ-20-001 - Public Comment
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Hopewell Cushwa Farms property was destroyed by fire years ago 
and its remnants removed at the request of Washington County 
government. 

Second, the recently expanded multifamily apartment 
complex, as well as the agricultural land that is part of the 
Hopewell Cushwa Farms property, located in the immediate 
neighborhood of the Applicants' Property and of the Hopewell 
Cushwa Farms property would benefit greatly from the planned 
improvements to Wright Road in the vicinity of its inter­
section with Hopewell Road. (See Report at pages 5 and 7). 
However, the Hopewell Cushwa Farms property's use of Hopewell 
Road is more naturally in the opposite direction toward 
Hopewell Road's intersection with Hunters Green Parkway. 

Third, the Hopewell Cushwa Farms property is closer to 
the intersection of Hopewell Road and Hunters Green Parkway 
than is the Applicants' Property and is highly visible from 
both I-70 and I-81. Hopewell Cushwa Farms is presently in the 
planning stage of an extensive marketing campaign to obtain a 
commercial developer of its property. The Hopewell Cushwa 
Farms property is nearly five times the size of the 
Applicants' Property and is situated differently in the 
neighborhood from it. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this letter part of 
the record of the hearing proceedings. 

/pls 

cc: Ms. Joan Baer 
Thomas 0. Britner, Esquire 
Mr. Travis Allen 

Very truly yours, 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Washington County Gaming Commission’s Annual Report and Fiscal Year 2020 
Gaming Fund Allocation Announcement  

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 

PRESENTATION BY:  Susan Buchanan, Director, Office of Grant Management and Brian 
Getz, Chair, Washington County Gaming Commission   

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  This presentation is for informational purposes only. No 
motion or action is requested.   
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Washington County Gaming Commission wishes to present their 
annual report to the Board of County Commissioners.  They will also announce their fiscal year 
2020 funding decisions.  In fiscal year 2020, the Gaming Commission had available 
$1,671,558.59 for distribution to local charitable organizations and the Volunteer Fire & Rescue 
Association.  This figure reflects a decrease in revenues of $373,440.96 when compared to the 
previous fiscal year.  In accordance with State Statute, 50% of the funding received is allocated 
to the Washington County Volunteer Fire & Rescue Association and the remaining has been 
allocated to charitable organizations in Washington County. 

DISCUSSION:  In May of 2020, the Gaming Commission received 77 funding applications 
from 70 charitable organizations.  The total amount of funding requested within those 77 
applications was $1,528,915.14.  The applications were reviewed and considered by each 
Commissioner.  After review, group deliberations and public hearings, the Gaming Commission 
determined appropriate funding allocations based on the published and approved “Guidelines for 
Distribution of Gaming Funds” which is consistent with the State Statute governing the 
distribution of such funds.  

FISCAL IMPACT:  There is no fiscal impact to the Washington County general fund. 
  
CONCURRENCES:  N/A  

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A   

ATTACHMENTS:  Funding Allocation Press Release (to be provided during presentation). 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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Open Session Item 

 
SUBJECT:  Intergovernmental Cooperative Purchase Contract Renewal (INTG-20-0036) – 
Purchasing Card (PCard) Program Services 
   
PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020   
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Rick Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing and Darryl Brown, Accounting 
Supervisor, Budget & Finance Department 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to renew the contract for the Intergovernmental Cooperative 
Purchase/Use of Commercial Card Services with JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., via a County of 
Fairfax, Virginia contract (Contract Number: 4400007090) that provides for a percentage rebate to the 
County based on the annual combined charge volume and average fileturn tier contained in the 
contract. 
  
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  A Purchasing Card Program and Policy was endorsed and adopted by the 
Board of County Commissioners in January 2002.  Its purpose was to establish procedures under 
which departments control/monitor the use of Purchasing Cards assigned to and utilized by employees 
for procuring and paying for low dollar value goods and services.  The cards are also used for business 
travel and/or entertainment expenses.  The County initially utilized the State of Maryland’s contract 
with Bank of America.  At its expiration on April 30, 2013, the County contracted with JPMorgan 
Chase Bank, N.A.  The County’s annual PCard spend is stated below.  Based on this spend amount, 
the County has received annual rebates as stated below. 
 

Calendar Year Total Spend Rebate 
2017 $2,126,472 $28,973 
2018 $1,760,651 $20,819 
2019 $1,579,967 $18,959 

 
The Purchasing Card benefits the County by streamlining the purchasing process.  It provides 
flexibility, efficiency, increased productivity and cost savings: 

- Invoices are consolidated, reporting and tracking systems are improved. 
- Improved controls on delegated purchasing (under $2,500) 
- Spending controls are adjusted to fit employees’ needs. 
- Fewer manual checks are required by Accounts Payable   

 
The Purchasing Card benefits suppliers by automating payments: 

- Suppliers receive payment within 72 hours. 
- Invoicing and tracking are eliminated. 

 
Section 1-106.3 to the Code of the Public Local Laws of Washington County, Maryland) grants 
authorization for the County to procure goods or services under contracts entered by other government 
entities.  On procurements over $50,000, a determination to allow or participate in an 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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intergovernmental cooperative purchasing arrangement shall be by resolution and shall indicate that 
the participation will provide cost benefits to the county or result in administrative efficiencies and 
savings or provide other justification for the arrangement. Acquisition of the services through the 
intergovernmental cooperative purchase eliminates the administrative time and costs associated with 
the County bid process and results in a higher revenue generation by joining in an existing contract 
with rebates based on economies of scale. 
 
The proposed contract has also been utilized by Montgomery County, Prince George’s County, 
Howard Community College, City of Rockville and Frederick City, County and schools.  The recently 
used contract between JPMorgan and Fairfax County expires August 16, 2020.   
DISCUSSION:  N/A 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  Administrative cost savings as well as revenue generation (rebates) based on a 
percentage of spend incurred.     
 
CONCURRENCES:  Chief Financial Officer 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  (1) Process our own bid for the services in which revenues would not be as 
favorable, or (2) piggy-back the State of Maryland’s contract for PCard services which does not pay 
any rebates (revenues) to local jurisdictions. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  N/A  
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 
 
 
 





 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Contract Renewal (PUR-1429) Accounting and Review Services 

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020  
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Rick Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing and Sara Greaves, Chief 
Financial Officer, Division Director of Budget and Finance    
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to renew the contract for the Accounting and Review (Fire 
& Rescue) Services with Smith Elliott Kearns, LLC (SEK) of Hagerstown, Maryland based on the 
rates (see attachment) proposed in its letter dated July 10, 2020 for services that includes the 
Accounting and Reviews Services.   

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  On June 25, 2019, the Board originally award a contract for the 
Accounting and Review Services to SEK in the amount of $446,000 based on SEK’s Fee Schedule 
for the Accounting and Review Services for the twenty-three (23) Fire and eight (8) EMS 
companies.  The services include but not limited to; 1) Accounting and Review Services of annual 
County allocation to Fire/EMS companies; 2) Collection and review of Fiscal Reporting of 
companies per County policy; and 3) Senator Amoss fund reimbursement and reporting per State 
regulations.   
 
The initial term of the contract is for one (1) year period that tentatively commenced on July 1, 
2019 and ended June 30, 2020, with an option by the County to renew for up to four (4) consecutive 
one (1) year periods thereafter, based on the annual lump sum fees proposed by the successful 
firm.   
 
SEK has maintained an excellent relationship with the Budget & Finance Department and have 
been performing the contract to the satisfaction of the Budget & Finance Department. 
   
DISCUSSION:  N/A  
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  Funds in the amount of $100,000.00 are budgeted in account 515000-10-
93130 for the costs of the services.   
 
CONCURRENCES:  Budget & Finance Division Director 

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  SEK’s letter dated July 10, 2020  
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Sole Source Procurement – (PUR-1478) Pure Storage Flash Array Upgrade 

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 

PRESENTATION BY:  Rick Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing; Josh O’Neal, Director, Division 
of Information Systems 

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to authorize, a Sole Source Procurement for the Pure Storage 
Capacity Additions to GHA Technologies, Inc. of Phoenix, AZ in the amount of $195,841.40 based 
on the company’s Quote Number 2278030 dated July 16, 2020. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Purchasing Department received a request from the Division of 
Information Systems regarding the procurement of Pure Storage Flash Array Upgrade.  Information 
Systems wishes to apply Sections 1-106.2(a)(1) & (2) of the Code of Local Public Laws of 
Washington County, Maryland, to the procurement requested.  These sections state that a sole source 
procurement is authorized and permissible when:  (1) Only one source exists that meets the County’s 
requirements and (2) The compatibility of equipment, accessories, or replacement parts is the 
paramount consideration. 

The existing storage arrays need additional space in order to handle the influx of digital information 
being handled by the County due to the transition of many business practices to online only during 
the pandemic.  This addition will cover the immediate demand and provide expansion for anticipated 
additional online citizen services departments plan to provide going forward.  The procurement is to 
increase the array’s capacity that will provide the ability to support teleworkers by increasing the 
number of virtual machines that can be created. 

This request requires the approval of four (4) of the five (5) Commissioners in order to proceed with a 
sole source procurement.  If approved, the following remaining steps of the process will occur as 
outlined by the law:  1) Not more than ten (10) days after the execution and approval of a contract 
under this section, the procurement agency shall publish notice of the award in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the County and 2) An appropriate record of the sole source procurement shall 
be maintained as required. 

DISCUSSION:  N/A 
FISCAL IMPACT:  Funding is available from CARES grant, specifically set aside for 
improvements to teleworking infrastructure. 
CONCURRENCES:  Information Systems Division Director 
ATTACHMENTS:  Price Quote 2278030 dated July 16, 2020 from GHA Technologies, Inc. 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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GHA Technologies, Inc. 
Dept. #2090
PO Box 29661
Phoenix, Arizona 85038
United States
http://www.gha-associates.co
m
(P) 480-951-6865 
(F) 480-951-6956 
 

Date
Jul 16, 2020 10:31 AM
EDT

Modified Date
Jul 16, 2020 10:32 AM
EDT

Quotation  (Open)

Doc #
2278030  - rev 1 of 1

Description
Pure Storage - Capacity Additions

SalesRep
Goater,  Nicholas 
(P) 480-308-8744 
(F) 480-951-6956

Customer Contact
O'Neal,  Josh 
joneal@washco-md.net 

 
Customer 
Washington County,
MD (WC5980) 
O'Neal, Josh
100 W Washington St
Room 3300
Hagerstown, MD 21740
United States
(P) 240-313-2270 
 

Bill To 
Washington County, MD
Payable, Accounts
100 W Washington St
Room 3300
Hagerstown, MD 21740
United States
(P) 240-313-2270 
doliver@washco-md.net
 

Ship To 
Washington County, MD
O'Neal, Josh
100 W Washington St
Room 3300
Hagerstown, MD 21740
United States
(P) 240-313-2270 
joneal@washco-md.net
 

 

Customer PO: Terms:
Undefined

Ship Via:
FedEx Ground

Special Instructions: Carrier Account #:

 
# Description Part # Tax Qty Unit Price Total

1  Pure Storage FlashArray X20R3-FC33TB-22/11-EMEZZ FA-X20R3-FC-33TB-
22/11-EMEZZ 

Yes
 

1 $72,294.19 $72,294.19 

 Note:  Site A
2  Pure Storage 

FA-X20R3-33TB 1 Month Evergreen Gold Subscription, 4 Hour Delivery, 24/7
Support, DSE capable 

FA-X20R3-33TB
1MOPRMGOL 

Yes
 

12 $1,387.52 $16,650.24 

 Note:  Site A
3  Pure Storage 

32G FC SFP, SW for XR2 
FA-XR2-32G-FC-SFP-
SR 

Yes
 

4 $464.51 $1,858.04 

 Note:  Site A
4  Pure Storage 

FlashArray (//X, //C) Install Service 
PS-FLASHARRAY-
INSTAL 

Yes
 

1 $4,021.50 $4,021.50 

 Note:  Site A
5  Pure Storage Shelf DFM Empty Shelf Add, SH0 to SH1, connect to X SS-DFM-SHELF-add

SH0 to SH1 
Yes

 
1 $0.01 $0.01 

 Note:  Site A
6  Pure Storage 

SS-DFM-SHELF 1 Month Evergreen Gold Subscription, 4 Hour Delivery, 24/7
Support, DSE capable 

SS-DFM-SHELF
1MOPRMGOLD 

Yes
 

12 $258.06 $3,096.72 

 Note:  Site A
7  Pure Storage FlashArray X20R3-FC33TB-22/11-EMEZZ FA-X20R3-FC-33TB-

22/11-EMEZZ 
Yes

 
1 $72,294.19 $72,294.19 

 Note:  Site B



Subtotal: $195,841.40
Tax (0.000%): $0.00

Shipping: $0.00
Misc: $0.00

Total: $195,841.40

8  Pure Storage 
FA-X20R3-33TB 1 Month Evergreen Gold Subscription, 4 Hour Delivery, 24/7
Support, DSE capable 

FA-X20R3-33TB
1MOPRMGOL 

Yes
 

12 $1,387.52 $16,650.24 

 Note:  Site B
9  Pure Storage 

32G FC SFP, SW for XR2 
FA-XR2-32G-FC-SFP-
SR 

Yes
 

4 $464.51 $1,858.04 

 Note:  Site B
10
 

Pure Storage 
FlashArray (//X, //C) Install Service 

PS-FLASHARRAY-
INSTAL 

Yes
 

1 $4,021.50 $4,021.50 

 Note:  Site B
11
 

Pure Storage Shelf DFM Empty Shelf Add, SH0 to SH1, connect to X SS-DFM-SHELF-add
SH0 to SH1 

Yes
 

1 $0.01 $0.01 

 Note:  Site B
12
 

Pure Storage 
SS-DFM-SHELF 1 Month Evergreen Gold Subscription, 4 Hour Delivery, 24/7
Support, DSE capable 

SS-DFM-SHELF
1MOPRMGOLD 

Yes
 

12 $258.06 $3,096.72 

 Note:  Site B

# Description Part # Tax Qty Unit Price Total

 
 
Sales tax calculation is estimated and subject to change. Terms Definition: Unless agreed upon otherwise; Net 30 terms, cash in the GHA
bank 30 days from the date of shipment. Lease payment calculations are estimated and may include sales tax in the payment amount. You
can obtain an accurate lease quote from our leasing company. Rates are subject to change without notice.

GHA is an authorized and leading supplier for Microsoft, HP, Apple, Dell, Lenovo, VMWare, IBM and Cisco. GHA does not source any of these
products from the gray market. If you have a pending quotation from a competitor that is significantly less in price, that may be a strong
indication of gray market involvement. Please immediately bring this to the attention of your sales professional who can verify with the
manufacturer for your benefit and protection. Your sales representative can also talk to you about the risks associated with doing business
with a gray market supplier. The prices quoted may change due to market conditions beyond our control. GHA cannot be responsible for
manufacturer availability or delays. No verbal quotations or promises can be honored unless set forth herein.  Due to the number of people
working from home, GHA is not responsible for boxes that are lost or stolen, and if they are, you are still responsible to pay your invoice.
Signature will be required on all shipments. Handling Fees: Handling fees charged on shipments are in addition to the freight and insurance
charges and vary. Returns Policy: Cloud Service Provider CSP orders for Microsoft require at least 30 days of cancellation notice from Buyer.
Buyer agrees to pay for any cloud subscription usage incurred. For all other CSP s, GHA will pass through and honor the cancellation policy
as stated in the original contract whether 30, 60 or 90 days of cancellation notice is required. Custom computers and technology orders are
non-cancellable and non-returnable. No return will be accepted after 30 days from the invoice date. Goods accepted for credit upon return
will be subject to handling/restocking charge, which shall be not less than 15% of the price of Goods. Custom-made Goods are not subject
to cancellation or return under any circumstances. In no case are Goods to be returned without first obtaining Seller's written permission.
Goods must be securely packed in the original packaging and delivered to Seller in an undamaged condition with Buyer being solely
responsible for paying all return freight expenses and keeping the GHA invoice current within 30 days from the date of shipment regardless
of the reason for a return. All returns must be accompanied by an authorized RMA number, which is valid for 15 days after date of issuance.
GHA Technologies makes NO WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE with respect to the goods
described hereon. International shipments/returns: Customer is responsible to pay all VAT, duties, customs charges, freight forwarding
services, storage, handling, foreign exchange rates/fees, miscellaneous fees from any country, expedited or return freight expenses.
Customer shall be liable; GHA is NOT responsible. GHA is not responsible for any return shipment expenses. ~~Supplier represents and
warrants that it is an equal-opportunity employer and does not discriminate on the basis of age, race, creed, color, religion, sex, sexual
orientation, gender identity, national origin, disability, marital or veteran status, or any other basis that is prohibited by law. This document
shall be governed by the laws of the State of Arizona. You may view all Terms & Conditions at: http://gha-
associates.com/Terms_and_Conditions/index.html. - THIS QUOTE HAS BEEN PROVIDED FOR CLIENT AND GHA PURPOSES ONLY** CORPORATE
OFFICE: (REMIT PAYMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT NUMBER AND PO BOX LISTED ABOVE; NO PAYMENTS SHOULD BE MAILED TO THE
CORPORATE OFFICE) GHA Technologies, Inc. 8998 E. Raintree Drive Scottsdale, AZ 85260

 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Child Support Enforcement Agency Cooperative Agreement – Approval to Submit 
Application  

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 

PRESENTATION BY:  Sergeant Valerie Buskirk, Washington County Sheriff’s Office and 
Allison Hartshorn, Grant Manager, Office of Grant Management,  

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve the submission of the application for the 
Child Support Enforcement Agency Cooperative Agreement to the Maryland Department of 
Human Resources requesting a total of $366,222 for FY21 and accept funding as awarded by the 
agency. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Washington County Sheriff’s Office is requesting approval to 
submit an application to renew the Cooperative Agreement between the Department of Human 
Resources’ Child Support Enforcement Administration and the Board of County Commissioners 
to reimburse costs of child support enforcement services provided by the Washington County 
Sheriff’s Office. The application is requesting a total amount of $366,222 which will reimburse 
the wage and benefit expenses of two full-time deputies, and provide partial reimbursement of 
two part-time deputies, two Senior Office Associates, and a portion of two vehicles and 
equipement during the one year period.   Child support enforcement services provided by the 
Sheriff’s Office include service of summons and warrants, location and relocation services, and 
security for court proceedings.   

DISCUSSION:  The Office of Grant Management has reviewed the application and program 
guidelines.  The performance period of this cooperative agreement is for one year, starting 
October 1, 2020 and running through September 30, 2021.   There is no match requirement 
associated with the agreement.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  Provides $366,222 to reimburse the expenses incurred by the Washington 
County Sheriff’s Office associated with child support enforcement.  

CONCURRENCES:  Susan Buchanan Director, Office of Grant Management 

ALTERNATIVES:  Deny acceptance of funding  

ATTACHMENTS:  N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



 

 

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Acceptance of Dedicated Right of Way   
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Todd Moser, Real Property Administrator, Division of Engineering 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve acceptance of dedicated right of way. 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  Right of way between Beaver Creek Road and National Pike (US 40) consisting 
of 0.4331 +/- acres has been dedicated to the County for the possible future extension of White Hall Road. 
 
DISCUSSION:  The acceptance is zero cost to the County and would be made prior to the construction of 
homes on the adjacent lots.     
 
FISCAL IMPACT: N/A 
 
CONCURRENCES:  County Attorney’s Office 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Aerial Map  
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  Aerial Map 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Proposed Acceptance of Dedication

Pembroke Drive

WhiteHallRoad

National Pike (40)

National Pike (40)

Beaver Creek Road

Beaver Creek Road

$
0 125 250 375 500

Feet

- Parcel Boundaries
- Dedicated ROW

Legend



 

 

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Budget Adjustment – Emergency Traffic Signal Repairs 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Scott Hobbs, Director, Division of Engineering 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve a budget adjustment of $30,870 to account for 
insurance reimbursement for emergency traffic signal repairs at Mt. Aetna Road and Robinwood Drive. 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The traffic signal at the intersection of Mt. Aetna Road and Robinwood Drive 
was damaged by a commercial vehicle and this budget adjustment is to account for the insurance 
reimbursement. 
 
DISCUSSION:  The insurance reimbursement is over $25,000 so this budget adjustment needs to be 
presented to the Board of County Commissioners.  Funds from the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), 
Intersection and Signal Improvements account EQP052, covered the costs for the emergency repairs 
performed by a traffic signal contractor.  The County Highway Department provided additional support 
services for the completion of the work. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: $30,870; EQP052 Intersection and Signal Improvements 
 
CONCURRENCES:  Budget and Finance Department 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Budget Adjustment, Photos 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  Photos 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Department Head Authorization

Budget & Finance Director Approval

County Administrator Approval

Required > $ 25,000 with date

            Washington County, Maryland 
            Budget Adjustment Form

Explain  
Budget Adjustment

Budget Transfer - Moves revenues or expenditures from one account to another or between budgets or funds.

Budget Amendment - Increases or decrease the total spending authority of an accounting fund or department

County Commissioners Approval

Transaction/Post -Finance

Deputy Director - Finance

Preparer, if applicable    

Expenditure /
Account Number  

Fund 
Number

Department 
Number Project Number Grant Number Activity Code Department and Account Description               Increase  (Decrease) 

+ / -

Required approval with date

Required approval with date

If applicable with date

Required approval with date

Division Director / Elected Official Authorization

Required Action by 
County Commissioners

  No Approval Required     Approval Required Approval Date if 
Known

Print Form

Rachel Brown Digitally signed by Rachel Brown 
Date: 2020.07.07 22:56:54 -04'00'

Insurance reimbursement for claim #C00275758.  Trucking company hit light pole at Mt. Aetna Rd and Robinwood Dr.

Tracy McCammon
Digitally signed by Tracy 
McCammon 
Date: 2020.06.30 15:18:06 -04'00'

599999 30 11620 EQP052 EQPT Engineering - Controllable Assets 30,870

498800 30 11620 EQP052 OTHR Engineering - Other CIP Revenue 30,870

Jul 22, 2020Scott Hobbs Digitally signed by Scott Hobbs 
Date: 2020.07.22 09:06:54 -04'00'



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT: Intergovernmental Cooperative Purchase (INGT-20-0041) One (1) Fully Enclosed 
Toro 5800 Sprayer 
  
PRESENTATION DATE: August 11, 2020  
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Brandi Naugle, CPPB, Buyer, Purchasing Department and George 
Sweitzer, Assistance Superintendent, Black Rock Golf Course    
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to authorize by Resolution, for the Black Rock Golf 
Course (BRGC) to purchase one (1) Fully Enclosed Cab, Toro MultiPro 5800 Sprayer from Turf 
Equipment and Supply Company of  Jessup, MD for $64,000 and to utilize another jurisdiction’s 
contract (#001B0600308) that was awarded by the State of Maryland.    
  
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Code of Public Laws of Washington County, Maryland (the Public 
Local Laws) §1-106.3 provides that the Board of County Commissioners may procure goods and 
services through a contract entered into by another governmental entity, in accordance with the 
terms of the contract, regardless of whether the County was a party to the original contract. The 
State of Maryland took the lead in soliciting the resulting agreement. If the Board of County 
Commissioners determines that participation by Washington County would result in cost benefits 
or administrative efficiencies, it could approve the purchase of this service in accordance with the 
Public Local Laws referenced above by resolving that participation would result in cost benefits 
or in administrative efficiencies. 
 
The County will benefit with direct cost savings in the purchase of this procurement because of 
the economies of scale this buying group leveraged. I am confident that any bid received as a result 
of an independent County solicitation would exceed the spend savings that the State of Maryland 
provides through this agreement. Additionally, the County will realize savings through 
administrative efficiencies as a result of not preparing, soliciting and evaluating a bid. This 
savings/cost avoidance would, I believe, be significant.  

DISCUSSION:  N/A  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are budgeted in the Black Rock Golf Courses’ Capital Improvement Plan 
(CIP) account (EQP053) in the amount of $64,000. 

CONCURRENCES:  Director of Public Works – Andrew Eshleman  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Turf Equipment and Supply Company’s quote.  
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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Jessup 
8015 Dorsey Run Rd 

Jessup, MD 20794 

410-799-5575 

800-827-3711 

 
 

West Chester 
16 Hagerty Blvd 
West Chester, PA  19382 

610-335-1623 

888-384-8676 

 
 
Fairfax 
2825 B&C Dorr Ave 
Fairfax, VA 22031 

703-573-2977 
 
 
Frankford 
33180 Dupont Blvd 

Frankford, DE 19945 

302-732-9290 

 
 
Frederick 
1525 Tilco Dr, B-2 

Frederick, MD 21704 

301-695-1140 
 

www.turf-equipment.com 

July 6, 2020 
 
Mr. John Easterday 
Black Rock Golf Course 
20025 Mt. Aetna Road 
Hagerstown, MD 21742 
 
Thank you for your interest in Toro Equipment distributed by Turf Equipment and Supply Company. 
As requested, I am pleased to provide you with the following equipment pricing which is based on 
Toro’s Maryland State Mower Contract (21.8% off MSRP). 
 

 Pricing does not include any applicable sales taxes. 

 Pricing includes set-up and delivery. 

 All Toro equipment quoted has a 2 year/1,500 hour Manufacturer’s Warranty. 

 A 2% Credit Card Fee applies to all whole good purchases. 

 All pricing on this quote is good until August 15, 2020. 

 State of Maryland Contract #1B0600308 
 

 
Please contact me with any questions about the quoted products or pricing. 
 
Mike Huey 
Commercial Territory Manager  
mikehuey@turf-equipment.com 
443-896-7172 
 

This proposal is prepared exclusively and confidential for Black Rock Golf Course 

 
Quantity 

 

 
New Equipment Description 

 
Price 

 
1 

Toro MultiPro 5800 – Sprayer  
Model #41394 

 49HP Kubota Gas EFI Engine 

 300 Gallon Spray Tank 

 ExcelaRate Spray Control System 

 Chemical Pre-Mix Kit 

 30 Gallon Fresh Water Rinse Kit 

 Foam Marker Kit 

 2 Sets of Nozzles 
 

 
 
 
 

 Toro MSRP (Each) $68,672.96 

 State of Maryland Contract Price (Each) – 21.8% off MSRP $53,702.25 
   

 Equipment Total $53,702.25 

mailto:mikehuey@turf-equipment.com


 
 
 
 
Jessup 
8015 Dorsey Run Rd 

Jessup, MD 20794 

410-799-5575 

800-827-3711 

 
 

West Chester 
16 Hagerty Blvd 
West Chester, PA  19382 

610-335-1623 

888-384-8676 

 
 
Fairfax 
2825 B&C Dorr Ave 
Fairfax, VA 22031 

703-573-2977 
 
 
Frankford 
33180 Dupont Blvd 

Frankford, DE 19945 

302-732-9290 

 
 
Frederick 
1525 Tilco Dr, B-2 

Frederick, MD 21704 

301-695-1140 
 

www.turf-equipment.com 

July 6, 2020 
 
Mr. John Easterday 
Black Rock Golf Course 
20025 Mt. Aetna Road 
Hagerstown, MD 21742 
 
Thank you for your interest in Toro Equipment distributed by Turf Equipment and Supply Company. 
As requested, I am pleased to provide you with the following equipment pricing. Custom Products 
Cabs are not part of any Maryland State Contract Pricing. 
 

 Pricing does not include any applicable sales taxes. 

 Pricing includes installation, set-up and delivery. 

 A 2% Credit Card Fee applies to all whole good purchases. 

 All pricing on this quote is good until August 15, 2020. 
 

 
Please contact me with any questions about this quote 
 
Mike Huey 
Commercial Territory Manager  
mikehuey@turf-equipment.com 
443-896-7172 
 

This proposal is prepared exclusively and confidential for Black Rock Golf Course 

 
Quantity 

 

 
New Equipment Description 

 
Price 

 
1 

Custom Products Fully Enclosed Cab 
Model #A11836 

 Fits Toro MultiPro 5800 Sprayers 

 Windshield Wiper Kit 

 Rearview Mirror Kit 

 Air Conditioner Kit 
 

 
$10,297.75 

Each 

mailto:mikehuey@turf-equipment.com


 

 

 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT: Intergovernmental Cooperative Purchase (INGT-20-0040) One (1) Heavy Duty 
Mack Truck Chassis Cab with Dump Body. 
  
PRESENTATION DATE: August 11, 2020  
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Brandi Naugle, CPPB, Buyer, Purchasing Department and John 
Swauger, Stormwater Management Coordinator, Department of Water Quality    
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to authorize by Resolution, for the Washington County 
Department of Water Quality to purchase one (1) 2021 Heavy Duty Mack Truck Chassis Cab with 
Dump Body from Potomac Truck Center, Inc. of Bladensburg, MD for $138,144 and to utilize 
another jurisdiction’s contract (#4400003267) that was awarded by the Howard County Office of 
Purchasing.    
  
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Code of Public Laws of Washington County, Maryland (the Public 
Local Laws) §1-106.3 provides that the Board of County Commissioners may procure goods and 
services through a contract entered into by another governmental entity, in accordance with the 
terms of the contract, regardless of whether the County was a party to the original contract. Howard 
County took the lead in soliciting the resulting agreement. If the Board of County Commissioners 
determines that participation by Washington County would result in cost benefits or administrative 
efficiencies, it could approve the purchase of this service in accordance with the Public Local Laws 
referenced above by resolving that participation would result in cost benefits or in administrative 
efficiencies. 
 
The County will benefit with direct cost savings in the purchase of this procurement because of 
the economies of scale this buying group leveraged. I am confident that any bid received as a result 
of an independent County solicitation would exceed the spend savings that the Howard County 
contract provides through this agreement. Additionally, the County will realize savings through 
administrative efficiencies as a result of not preparing, soliciting and evaluating a bid. This 
savings/cost avoidance would, I believe, be significant.  

DISCUSSION:  N/A  
FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are budgeted in the Stormwater Retrofit Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
account (DNG039). 

CONCURRENCES:  Director of Water Quality, Jeremy Mose  

ATTACHMENTS:  Potomac Truck Center Inc. quote dated July 10, 2020 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



Place correct ribbon of information here: See right-->

July 10, 2020

Prepared by: Parker

Notes: Price is inclusive of Howard County Conract fee of $4200.,

Minus Trade Value(s)

Minus Customer Deposit

Total Due at Signing

$138,144.00

$138,144.00

$0.00

$0.00

0

Slide out Ladders $200

Air Tailgate $300

Tool Box $700

Pintle Hook and Connections $1300

Electric Tarper $2100

0

0

0

0

Strobe Lights $1200

0

0

0

$0.00
$0.00

Quotation Reference:

Extended Warranties Included:

PRICING SUMMARY

$134,900.00

Engine Plan 2 60/250

Base Selling Price

Prepared for:

Options Included in Price:

J&J 10'6" body and accessories

NEW TRUCK

QUOTATION

GR42 3000RDS2021 Mack

Total Sale Price

EATS

Allison

Tag Fee

Sub-Total
Extended Warranties

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

0

Vehicles

1

$138,144.00

Quantity:

F.R.E.T.

$134,900.00

Total Price 1

Title Tax 0.00%

0

Washington County MD

$3,244.00

Title Fee
Lien Fee



 

 

 

 

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Intergovernmental Cooperative Purchase (INTG-20-0043) via Utilizing the Maryland 
State Highway Administration (SHA) Contract Line Striping Contract. 

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Brandi Naugle, CPPB, Buyer, Purchasing Department; Zane Rowe, 
Deputy Director Public Works Highway and Doug Levine, Traffic Supervisor, Highway 
Department. 
   
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  To authorize by Resolution, for the Highway Department to 
utilize the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) contract with Alpha Space Control Co., 
Inc. of Chambersburg, PA for line striping of 1,300,000 linear feet at $.0789 a linear foot on 
various roads within the County in the amount of $102,570. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Code of Public Laws of Washington County, Maryland (the Public 
Local Laws) 1-106.3 provides that the Board of County Commissioners may procure goods and 
services through a contract entered into by another governmental entity, in accordance with the 
terms of the contract, regardless of whether the County was a part to the original contract. The 
Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) solicited the resulting agreement. If the Board of 
County Commissioners determines that participation by Washington County would result in cost 
benefits or administrative efficiencies, it could approve the purchase of this service in accordance 
with the Public Local Laws referenced above by resolving that participation would result in cost 
benefits or in administrative efficiencies. 

The County will benefit with the direct cost savings in the purchase of this service because of 
economies of scale this contract has leveraged.  Additionally, the County will realize savings 
through administrative efficiencies as a result of not preparing, soliciting and evaluating a bid. 
Acquisition of this service by utilizing the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) 
contract and eliminating our County’s bid process would result in an administrative and cost 
savings for the Highway Department in preparing specifications and the Purchasing Department.     

DISCUSSION:  N/A  
FISCAL IMPACT:  Funds are budgeted in the department’s account 515000-20-20050 for these 
services.  
CONCURRENCES:  N/A 
ATTACHMENTS:  Maryland State Highway Administration’s Pricing Sheet 
 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Brownfield Revitalization Incentive Program Ordinance for Washington County   

PRESENTATION DATE:  August 11, 2020 

PRESENTATION BY:  Susan Small, Director of Business Development 

RECOMMENDED MOTION:   Move to adopt the proposed Ordinance for the Brownfield 
Revitalization Incentive Program. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Proposed Brownfield Revitalization Incentive Program Ordinance 
has been advertised in the Herald Mail for two consecutive weeks, July 14th and July 21st, and 
open for public comment for one week following the previous presentation on July 28th.  

DISCUSSION:  The proposed Brownfield Revitalization Incentive, will provide a unique 
opportunity for our community to meet economic development goals, environmental protection 
and sustainability goals, and help achieve our comprehensive plan visions and objectives. There 
are approximately 21 active brownfield sites (as of July 2, 2018) located within Washington 
County, MD listed on the State of Maryland’s Brownfield Master Inventory. The attached map is 
a snapshot of the brownfields located around the county. It’s simply a general outline of projects 
that may need remediation, we could potentially have additional brownfields added in the future. 

- Eligible sites earn a 50% property tax credit on the increase (the difference between the 
pre-remediation and post-remediation tax assessments) of county and/or municipal real 
property tax.  

- Brownfields located within an Enterprise Zone may receive the tax credit for up to 10 years, 
and properties outside these zones receive the credit for five years.  

FISCAL IMPACT: Varies based on property. In line with other economic development 
incentive programs.   

CONCURRENCES:  County Attorney/Interim County Administrator, Kirk Downey 

ALTERNATIVES: Do not approve the proposed Ordinance 

ATTACHMENTS: Proposed Ordinance, map of properties 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: None 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  

 



 

 

ORDINANCE NO. ORD-2020-___ 

AN ORDINANCE TO ENACT THE “BROWNFIELDS PROPERTY TAX CREDIT 
ORDINANCE FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND” 

RECITALS 

 Pursuant to Maryland Code, Tax-Property Article, § 9-229, the Board of County 
Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland (the County) has the authority to adopt 
a brownfields property tax credit ordinance that provides for the imposition of such a tax 
credit in Washington County and its municipalities. 

 The County Commissioners now wish to create a property tax credit against the 
increased property tax liability of a qualified Brownfields site. 

 A public hearing was held on _______________ , 20___, following due notice and 
advertisement of the text of the proposed Brownfields Property Tax Credit Ordinance 
(the Ordinance). 

 Public comment was received, reviewed, and considered concerning the aforesaid 
proposed Ordinance. 

 The County desires to ensure that the COVID-19 pandemic does not cause 
applicants for the Brownfields Property Tax Credit to fail to obtain timely credits that 
would have been obtained had the pandemic not occurred  

 Section 5 of the Ordinance will forestall any negative implications of the COVID-
19 pandemic by facilitating favorable treatment of applications promptly filed following 
adoption of the Ordinance;  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of County Commissioners 
of Washington County, Maryland, that the Brownfields Property Tax Credit Ordinance 
for Washington County, Maryland, attached hereto, is enacted as written. 

 

 Adopted this ___ day of _____________, 20__. 

 Effective this ___ day of _____________, 20__. 

 

  



 

 

ATTEST:     BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
      OF WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND 
 
 
 
________________________  BY: __________________________________ 
Krista L. Hart, Clerk     Jeffrey A. Cline, President 
 
 
 
 
 
Approved as to form 
and legal sufficiency: 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Kirk C. Downey 
County Attorney 
 
 
Mail to: 
County Attorney’s Office 
100 W. Washington Street, Suite 1101 
Hagerstown, MD 21740-4735 
 

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

BROWNFIELDS PROPERTY TAX CREDIT ORDINANCE 

FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND 
 

Adopted ______________, 2020 
Effective ______________, 2020 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

1. Establishment of tax credit. 

1.01. In accordance with Maryland Code, Tax-Property Article, §9-229, as 
amended from time to time, there is a Brownfields Property Tax Credit imposed in 
Washington County. 

2. Definitions. 

2.01. The words and phrases used in this ordinance shall have their usual 
meaning, unless otherwise defined in this section. 

2.02.  Enterprise Zone means an area designated an enterprise zone under 
Section _____ of the Economic Development Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland. 

2.03. Increased Property Tax Liability means the remaining property tax 
liability, after first applying all other property tax credits applicable to the site, 
attributable to the increase in the assessment of a qualified Brownfields site, including 
improvements added to the site within the tax credit period provided for in this section, 
over the assessment of the qualified Brownfields site before its voluntary cleanup or 
corrective action plan. 

2.04. Qualified Brownfields Site has the meaning stated in Section 5-301 of 
the Economic Development Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland. 

3. Calculation, Application, and Termination of Tax Credit. 

3.01. Tax Credit Imposed. There is a Brownfields property tax credit of fifty 
percent (50%) against the increased property tax liability of a qualified Brownfields site. 

3.02. Additional Property Tax Credit. A qualified Brownfields site shall 
receive an additional property tax credit of twenty percent (20%) against the increased 
property tax liability if: 

(a) The cost of the voluntary cleanup or corrective action plan is more 
than $1,000,000; or 

(b) The qualified Brownfields site is located in an enterprise zone.  
However, in the event that an enterprise zone tax credit is already being 
applied against the county portion of the taxes for a property, the Brownfields 
tax credit will not apply to the county portion of the property taxes, but shall 
be applied against the state portion of the property taxes.    



 

 

3.03. Cost of Cleanup, Corrective Action. The cost of the voluntary cleanup 
or corrective action plan shall be determined by the demonstrated costs incurred for the 
voluntary cleanup or corrective action plan at the time of the application for the property 
tax credits. 

3.04. Application and Duration of Credits. Unless otherwise provided in this 
ordinance, an application for a tax credit under this section shall be filed in the first 
taxable year in which the property qualifies.  The credits shall apply in each of the taxable 
years immediately following the first revaluation of the qualified Brownfields site after 
completion of a voluntary cleanup or corrective action plan for:  

  (a) five (5) taxable years; or 

(b) If the qualified Brownfields site is in an enterprise zone, ten (10) 
taxable years. 

3.05. Maryland Economic Development Assistance Fund. For each year of the 
credit period, the County shall contribute to the Maryland Economic Development 
Assistance Fund established under Section 5-313(8) of the Economic Development Article 
of the Annotated Code of Maryland an amount equal to thirty percent (30%) of a qualified 
Brownfields site's increased property tax liability. 

3.06. Termination. The Brownfields property tax credit granted to a 
qualified Brownfields site under this section terminates if: 

(a) The recipient of the Brownfields property tax credit withdraws 
from the voluntary cleanup program under § 7-512(a) or (b) of the 
Environment Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland; or  

(b) The State Department of the Environment withdraws approval 
of a response action plan or a certificate of completion under § 7-
512(e) and (f) of the Environment Article of the Annotated Code of 
Maryland. 

4. Administration. 

4.01. Administration. The Chief Finance Officer may adopt guidelines, 
regulations, or procedures to administer this section. 



 

 

5. Timing of Applications. 

5.01. Applications Filed Before December 31, 2021.  Any application filed 
between the date of adoption of this ordinance and December 31, 2021 will be considered 
to have been filed as if it were timely filed in accordance with Section 3.4, even if it is filed 
after the deadline proscribed in that Section.  Any such property for which an application 
is filed in accordance with this Section 5.01 shall be entitled to the full extent of the credits 
available under Section 3.4, as if the application had been filed in accordance with that 
Section.  If, as of the date of filing of the application, the applicant has already paid the 
property tax bill for a tax year in which the tax credit would have been applied if the 
application had been timely filed, the unapplied tax credit amount shall be applied 
against the property tax bill for the tax year that follows the final year that a credit is to 
be applied in accordance with Section 3.4.     

5.02. Applications Filed After December 31, 2021.  For applications filed after 
December 31, 2021, failure to apply in the first qualifying tax year will result in the loss 
of the credit for that tax year. 
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