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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
June 28, 2022 

OPEN SESSION AGENDA 

10:00 AM MOMENT OF SILENCE AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
CALL TO ORDER, President Jeffrey A. Cline 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: June 14, 2022 

10:05 AM COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS AND COMMENTS 

10:15 AM STAFF COMMENTS 

10:20 AM CITIZEN PARTICIPATION  

10:25 AM FY22 BUDGET ADJUSTMENTS TO THE WASHINGTON COUNTY BOARD OF 
EDUCATION’S GENERAL FUND BUDGET 
Jeffrey Proulx, Chief Operating Officer, WCPS; David Brandenburg, Executive 
Director of Finance, WCPS 

 
10:30 AM PUBLIC HEARING – APPLICATION FOR ZONING MAP AMENDMENT  

(RZ-21-005) 
Travis Allen, Comprehensive Planner, Planning and Zoning  

 
11:15 AM PUBLIC HEARING –  TEXT AMENDMENT TO BUILDING EXCISE TAX 

ORDINANCE 
Rich Eichelberger, Director, Permits and Inspections; Kirk C. Downey, County 
Attorney 

 
11:30 AM APPLICATION FOR ZONING MAP AMENDMENT RZ-22-002 

Travis Allen, Comprehensive Planner, Planning and Zoning 
 
11:45 AM FORT RITCHIE GRAVITY LINES AND MANHOLE REPLACEMENT 
  Mark Bradshaw, Director, Environmental Management 
 
11:50 AM CONTRACT AWARD (PUR-1553) – ENGINEERING SERVICES 

REQUIREMENTS CONTRACT FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF SOLID WASTE 
 Brandi Naugle, Buyer, Purchasing; David Mason, Deputy Director, Solid Waste 
  
 

Wayne K. Keefer 
Randall E. Wagner 
Charles A. Burkett 
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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.   

11:55 PM 

12:00 PM 

12:05 PM 

12:10 PM 

12:15 PM 

12:20 PM 

12:25 PM 

12:30 PM 

12:35 PM 

CONTRACT AWARD (PUR-1554) – LANDFILL MONITORING SERVICES – 
REQUIREMENTS CONTRACT 
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing; David Mason, Deputy Director, Solid Waste 

CONTRACT AWARD (PUR-1547) – DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
MANAGEMENT- ENGINEERING SERVICES REQUIREMENTS CONTRACT 
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing; Mark Bradshaw, Division Director, Environmental 
Management   

INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASE (INTG-22-0089) – TWO 
(2) NEW 2023 COMPACT VEHICLES
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing; Mark Bradshaw, Division Director, Environmental 
Management

SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT AWARD (PUR-1561) – FAMILY CENTERED 
SUPPORT SERVICES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, MD 
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing; Rachel Souders, Senior Grant Manager, Grant 
Management 

SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT AWARD (PUR-1562) – PROVISION OF HEALTHY 
FAMILIES HOME VISITING SERVICES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, MD 
Rick Curry, Director, Purchasing; Rachel Souders, Senior Grant Manager, Grant 
Management 

EMERGENCY RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (ERAP) ADDITIONAL 
FUNDING 
Rachel Souders, Senior Grant Manager, Grant Management; George Newman, III, 
President/CEO, Washington County Community Action Council 

POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY, COMMUNITY, AND TRANSPARENCY GRANT 
PROGRAM – APPROVAL TO SUBMIT APPLICATION AND ACCEPT 
AWARDED FUNDING 
Cody Miller, Quartermaster/Grants Managers, Washington County Sheriff’s Office; 
Rachel Souders, Senior Grant Manager, Grant Management 

HOUSING AUTHORITY OF WASHINGTON COUNTY, MD – COOPERATION 
AGREEMENT - DISSOLUTION
Kirk C. Downey, County Attorney 

AGRICULTURE – FACES OF FARMING PRESENTATION 
Susan Grimes, Director, Business Development 



 
Page 3 of 3 

OPEN Session Agenda 
June 28, 2022 

 

 
Individuals requiring special accommodations are requested to contact the Office of the County Commissioners, 240.313.2200 
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12:40 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) 

1:05 PM RECONVENE IN OPEN SESSION 

1:05 PM STAFF COMMENTS 

ADJOURNMENT  

 



Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form 
 
 
 
 
 

Open Session Item 
 
 
 
SUBJECT: FY22 Budget Adjustments to the Washington County Board of Education’s 

                       General Fund Budget 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:   June 28, 2022 

 
PRESENTATION BY:    Mr. Jeffrey Proulx, Chief Operating Officer, WCPS 
                                           Mr. David Brandenburg, Executive Director of Finance, WCPS 

 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve the requested adjustments to 

                                                  the Board of Education’s FY2022 General Fund Budget. 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF: The Annotated Code of Maryland requires local school systems to 
periodically re-forecast their financial needs and make necessary changes to their budgets.  To that 
end, the Washington County Board of Education approved the attached list of changes to its 
FY2022 General Fund Budget at its June 14, 2022, meeting. 

 
DISCUSSION:  The changes that the Board of Education approved on June 14, 2022, cross major 
categories.  Therefore, these requested adjustments must also be approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners.  The Board of Education has asked its Finance staff to review the requested budget 
changes with the Commissioners and answer any questions that they may have. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. These proposed modifications merely adjust various categories of the 
budget to reflect updated information on revenue and spending trends. 

 
CONCURRENCES: The Board of Education’s Finance Committee reviewed the proposed 
adjustments at their meeting on May 26, 2022, and recommended them for approval by the full 
Board.  The Board of Education approved these changes at their June 14, 2022, meeting.  

 
ALTERNATIVES:  None 

 
ATTACHMENTS:   

 
• FY2022 general fund budget adjustments 
 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  None 



Category Value The primary reason for variance is:
Administration $331,840 Higher indirect cost recovery from federal grants
Instructional Salaries 994,220 Savings from vacancies and instructional substitutes
Student Health Services 236,565 Vacancies and some nursing services charged to federal and state grants
Student Transportation 96,456 Vacancies of drivers and assistants
Operation of Plant 357,951 Savings from vacancies as well as redeployment of  technology expenditures
Fixed Charges 113,995 Savings in health insurance and other fringe benefits due to vacancies

  Total Expense 
Reductions/Additional Revenue

$2,131,027 

Revenue $30,000 Reduced nonpublic revenue
Mid-Level Administration $201,845 Higher internet communications costs
Instructional Textbooks and 
Supplies

28,858 Additional student technology devices

Other Instructional Costs 265,000 Contracted psychologists and higher equipment purchases

Special Education 552,240 
Higher nonpublic placement costs second half of the year, higher additional pay and substitute
costs

Student Personnel Services 4,580 Adjust wages to actual
Capital Outlay 1,048,504 Several new projects at Western Heights MS, Funkstown VS, and South Hagerstown HS
  Total Expense 
Increases/Reduced Revenue

$2,131,027 

Net Effect on Fund Balance $0 

Washington County Public Schools
Requested FY2022 Budget Adjustments

6/15/2022 Q3 FY22 Category Transfers - Revised



 

 
Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  PUBLIC HEARING - Application for Zoning Map Amendment RZ-21-005 

PRESENTATION DATE: June 28, 2022  

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 establish a new Mixed Use Commercial (MXC) 
floating zone over top of the existing Highway Interchange (HI) base zoning through a rezoning map 
amendment.     

DISCUSSION: The applicant Sharpsburg Pike Holdings, LLC seeks a map amendment to establish a 
new Mixed Use zoning district at 10319 Sharpsburg Pike, in between Col. Henry K. Douglas Drive 
and Poffenberger Road, approximately 1/3 mile south of the Interstate 70 interchange.   Mixed Use 
districts permit more flexibility in site design than is possible under conventional zoning.  

Article 16.1 of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance specifies the factors which must be met to 
establish a new MXC Zoning District.  Criteria include permitted uses and densities, adequate public 
facilities requirements and site design considerations, among other items.  The purpose of the MXC 
Zoning District sought is to permit a mixture of residential uses and limited commercial development 
to provide goods and services necessary to the neighborhood, in addition to open space, all according 
to a preapproved master plan.   

On November 30, 2021, the Board of County Commissioners held a public hearing for the proposed 
map amendment. At that time, the applicant submitted additional information concerning their plans to 
address school capacity by proposing age-restricted residential units. Because this information was not 
available to the Planning Commission at its original August 30th public information meeting, the Board 
remanded this application back to the Planning Commission for additional review and comment. 

The Planning Commission held a second public information meeting on February 7, 2022 for the 
purpose of reviewing the applicant’s additional information and taking public comment.  The Planning 
Commission again voted unanimously to recommend denial  

All written and oral public comments received prior to or during the public information meetings have 
thus far been in opposition to the proposed map amendment. 

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A 

CONCURRENCES: Washington County Planning Commission 

ALTERNATIVES: N/A 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form  



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

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: none 

 



































































































From: DEBRA EBERSOLE
To: Planning Email
Subject: Re: RZ 21-005
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 10:01:22 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I received a notice of a meeting regarding the same rezoning request meeting I emailed my opposition to back in
August. Since I’m not sure if this requires a new email to be part of the record I’m going to state my opposition
again.

I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening Pike
between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
I am 100% opposed to this!
There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and Sheetz stores have already
increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already additional
homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of adding 105
apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area, or the citizens who live there.

Debbie Ebersole

> On Aug 30, 2021, at 11:50 AM, Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net> wrote:
> Your comments have been received and will be made part of the official record.  Thank you.
>
>
>
> Debra S. Eckard
> Administrative Assistant
> Washington County Dept. of Planning & Zoning
> 100 W. Washington Street, Suite 2600
> Hagerstown, MD  21740
> 240-313-2430
>
> **In accordance with direction provided by the Governor’s Office related to current COVID-19 events, I am
working remotely indefinitely. Email correspondence is encouraged as phone messages may not be returned until
our offices are reopened. I apologize for any inconvenience and assure you our Department is working diligently to
continue the highest level of service possible during this pandemic event. Thank you**
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: DEBRA EBERSOLE <djwinst23@aol.com>
> Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:32 AM
> To: Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net>
> Subject: RZ 21-005
>
> WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
> Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
>

mailto:djwinst23@aol.com
mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net


> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
> I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening
Pike between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
> I am 100% opposed to this !!!
> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and now new Sheetz that just opened
has already increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already
additional homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of
adding 105 apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area. You should spend some time
observing the traffic in the area, and coming off of interstate 70, and then imagine adding 105 more apartments and
their residents and cars to it.
>
> How many of these apartments proposed will end up being subsidized housing? Do we need more apartments for
the families of the prison inmates to move here? The area growing and adding apartments isn’t attracting good
families from other areas. People are living here that came from the larger cities. You see it in the newspaper articles
about crimes in our area all the time  And our County just seems to be proving more and more places for those
people to live.
>
> Debbie Ebersole



From: Hart, Krista
To: Gary Hawbaker
Cc: Planning Email; &County Commissioners
Subject: Re: RZ-21-005 Sharpsburg Pike
Date: Friday, January 7, 2022 12:20:39 PM

Mr Hawbaker,

This email will serve to confirm receipt of your communication.  

Thank you, 
Krista Hart
County Clerk

On Jan 7, 2022, at 12:07 PM, Gary Hawbaker <g.hawbaker@myactv.net> wrote:


WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use
proper judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding to this email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
Planning Commission and Commissioners,

This is to voice my opposition to the request to change
10319 Sharpsburg Pike from HI to MXC.

It was my understanding that one of the goals in
zoning is to be consistent so that we don’t get areas
that have a wide use of different type’s properties in a
short distance.  With that said it appeared that the
County intended for Sharpsburg Pike between I-70
and Poffenberger Road is to be developed with non-
residential properties.

I would urge all members of the Commission to drive
from I-70 to Poffenberger Road and look what
properties are there.  Fast food, gas stations, grocery
store, restaurants and of course the whole Walmart
complex.

The county even extended Henry K. Douglas Drive so
those type of properties could be developed.  This
road did open up our quiet Cross Creek Development

mailto:khart@washco-md.net
mailto:g.hawbaker@myactv.net
mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net
mailto:contactcommissioners@washco-md.net


although my understanding is once the railroad
approves crossing their tracks the county will extend
the road so more residential properties can be built.

Cross Creek is a single home development and has
been there for over 25 years with low crime and very
little intrusion from non-residents.  To change the
intent of HI to MXC which would add apartments and
townhomes doesn’t seem logical.  This would
potentially have a negative effect on Cross Creek
residents.

I’m also aware the schools that this complex would
send children to are overcrowded and that is proven
by looking at the buses that travel past my house
every day that are completely full.

Once again I would ask you to take that small drive on
Sharpsburg Pike and tell me that a housing complex in
the middle of all the other non-residential housing
makes sense.  Thank You.

Gary Hawbaker
10531 Bushwillow Drive
Hagerstown, MD 21740



From: DEBRA EBERSOLE
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ 21-005
Date: Monday, February 7, 2022 3:19:47 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I received a notice of a meeting regarding the same rezoning request meeting I emailed my opposition to back in
August. Since I’m not sure if this requires a new email to be part of the record I’m going to state my opposition
again.
>
> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
> I received notice of another  meeting to discuss adding the apartments Sharpening Pike between our development
and the Aldi and Dunkin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and Sheetz stores have already
increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already additional
homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of adding these
apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. This time my understanding is that the developer is
trying to get around the school overcrowding issue by stating the apartments are adult only, with no way to verify
that. Their solution is nothing more than empty words meant to get their desired result. Please deny this request!
>
> Debbie Ebersole
>
>
>> On Aug 30, 2021, at 11:50 AM, Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net> wrote:
>> Your comments have been received and will be made part of the official record.  Thank you.
>>
>>
>>
>> Debra S. Eckard
>> Administrative Assistant
>> Washington County Dept. of Planning & Zoning
>> 100 W. Washington Street, Suite 2600
>> Hagerstown, MD  21740
>> 240-313-2430
>>
>> **In accordance with direction provided by the Governor’s Office related to current COVID-19 events, I am
working remotely indefinitely. Email correspondence is encouraged as phone messages may not be returned until
our offices are reopened. I apologize for any inconvenience and assure you our Department is working diligently to
continue the highest level of service possible during this pandemic event. Thank you**
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: DEBRA EBERSOLE <djwinst23@aol.com>
>> Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:32 AM
>> To: Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net>
>> Subject: RZ 21-005
>>
>> WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
>> Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
>>

mailto:djwinst23@aol.com
mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net


>> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
>> I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening
Pike between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
>> I am 100% opposed to this !!!
>> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that
was added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and now new Sheetz that just
opened has already increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are
already additional homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The
proposal of adding 105 apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-
congested area.
>> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area. You should spend some time
observing the traffic in the area, and coming off of interstate 70, and then imagine adding 105 more apartments and
their residents and cars to it.
>>
>> How many of these apartments proposed will end up being subsidized housing? Do we need more apartments for
the families of the prison inmates to move here? The area growing and adding apartments isn’t attracting good
families from other areas. People are living here that came from the larger cities. You see it in the newspaper articles
about crimes in our area all the time  And our County just seems to be proving more and more places for those
people to live.
>>
>> Debbie Ebersole
>



From: Dennis Weaver
To: Planning Email
Cc: &County Commissioners
Subject: RZ-21-005 - Rezoning of 9+ acres off Sharpsburg Pike
Date: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 11:07:31 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
Planning Commission:

I am writing to oppose rezoning request RZ-21-005, regarding property between the existing
Cross Creek development and the Sharpsburg Pike. 

I own and reside at 18404 Bull Run Drive, where my back yard abuts the property proposed
for rezoning from HI to MXC, with a proposal for 105 apartments and a few townhomes. Even
before the recent commercial development along Sharpsburg Pike (Walmart, Sheetz, Aldi)
traffic in the area was horrendous. The addition of the traffic lights at Poffenberger Road and
Col Douglas Drive have helped but the close proximity to the I-70 interchange exacerbates the
problem. Additionally, the proposal calls for commercial development on the first floor of one
of the two apartment buildings, adding that commercial traffic to the residential
traffic increase. 

The recent redesign of the I-70/Sharpsburg Pike interchange was poorly planned. One often
sits through three traffic-light sequences when coming off I-70 East onto Sharpsburg Pike
South. And it is extremely difficult to make a left-hand turn from Rench Road onto
Sharpsburg Pike, particularly around the beginning and end of the work-day.  Sharpsburg Pike
is a main thoroughfare for workers from south county and from West Virginia headed to and
from the Hagerstown area and the I-70 corridor. Adding this proposed dense residential
development, bringing more than 200 additional resident vehicles to this section of the
Sharpsburg Pike should not occur. Commercial development would bring more traffic as well,
but it would presumably be spread over the course of the day rather than concentrated 

In addition, as others have pointed out, schools serving this area are over capacity now, and
the proposed development will make that problem worse. In addition to overcrowding in these
schools, traffic into and out of South Hagerstown High, E. Russell Hicks and Emma K. Doub
in the morning and afternoon is abysmal, with an extra lane needed in each direction on
Sharpsburg Pike along that entire stretch. This proposed development would add to that
problem as well.

I much prefer commercial development on the tract proposed for rezoning as would be
allowed under the HI zoning. Give us office buildings, retail, etc, rather than multi-family
residential that will definitely reduce our quality of life and our property values - particularly
those of us whose properties border this tract.  

I suspect that the developer is requesting this change because they are disappointed with the
speed at which commercial development has occured on their property after Walmart was
built, but their desire to speed profits should not cost their neighbors. 

mailto:dweav71@gmail.com
mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. I respectfully request that you
find the developer's request ill-advised and deny it. At the very least, the remainder of this
property should be limited to residential only or commercial only, not a combination that
doubles the impact.

Respectfully,
Dennis Weaver
18404 Bull Run Drive
Hagerstown, MD  21740



From: Shayla Jackson
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 7:15:50 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I am writing to express my strong opposition to RZ-21-005, the proposed
rezoning for Sharpsburg Pike Holdings, LLC. As a resident of the Cross Creek
neighborhood, I am completely opposed to the addition of multi-family
housing that will cause traffic and safety problems, create even more problems
with schools that are already over-capacity, destroy local wildlife habitat, and
potentially lower the property values of the existing community. 
 
Traffic and safety of pedestrians are major areas of concern. Traffic jams in
this area already span the distance of Sharpsburg Pike and the Sharpsburg
Pike/Col Henry K Douglas Drive intersection during rush hour.

Schools in the area are already reported at capacity, and the council should not
approve multi-family dwellings that creates or exacerbates a situation that will
cause school concurrency to fail for this proposal and/or other approved plans.
 
Wildlife has been observed in the area, and any development will destroy their
habitat. 
 Any planned development of the property should consider the continuing
impact to local wildlife habitat.
 
Property values are likely to go down in the area if multi-family apartments or
condominiums are built. Multi family dwellings are inconsistent with the
neighborhoods developed in the area. 
 
I urge you to disapprove the proposed rezoning, and from recent meetings and
discussions with my neighbors, I know my opinions are shared by many who
have not managed to attend meeting or write letters and emails.
 
 
Best regards,
Shayla Jackson
Cross Creek Resident

mailto:shaylaranae06@gmail.com
mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net


From: John Musselman
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Friday, February 4, 2022 9:26:17 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
To whom it may concern,

Yet another hearing for this zoning change. I understand what the developer is trying to do and that is
make money. I seem to remember reading that there was a law on the books . concerning student
capacities at high schools. South High is way over crowded as it is. ANYBODY that has a student in that
school in the last ten years knows this. There is already a development that is building like crazy and all
those kids are going to be attending South. What will another 400- 600 kids do to South High?

Next Issue, small children. Where will they play? will they end up venturing out onto Sharpsburg Pike??
Will they reduce the speed limit on the Pike? If that is the answer what happens at the I 70 interchange? It
is already backed up at prime times of the day.

I live in the cross creek development. I do not want this zoning changed. The kids in the Middle and high
school system are going to be the ones that pay the price, If not a small child that wonders out onto the
Pike at the wrong time.

Sincerely,

John Musselman

mailto:musselman.john@ymail.com
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From: ANNAMARIE WISE
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 10:29:54 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

As residents of the Cross Creek community, we wish to express our objections to the refining plan before the board
today. This proposed development will be detrimental to our quality of life, bringing more traffic, noise/light/air
pollution, overload our already maxed-out schools. Please vote “NO” and advise the developer to go elsewhere!
Thank you!!

Annamarie Wise
Kevin Wines

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net






































From: DEBRA EBERSOLE
To: Planning Email
Subject: Re: RZ 21-005
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 10:01:22 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I received a notice of a meeting regarding the same rezoning request meeting I emailed my opposition to back in
August. Since I’m not sure if this requires a new email to be part of the record I’m going to state my opposition
again.

I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening Pike
between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
I am 100% opposed to this!
There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and Sheetz stores have already
increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already additional
homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of adding 105
apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area, or the citizens who live there.

Debbie Ebersole

> On Aug 30, 2021, at 11:50 AM, Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net> wrote:
> Your comments have been received and will be made part of the official record.  Thank you.
>
>
>
> Debra S. Eckard
> Administrative Assistant
> Washington County Dept. of Planning & Zoning
> 100 W. Washington Street, Suite 2600
> Hagerstown, MD  21740
> 240-313-2430
>
> **In accordance with direction provided by the Governor’s Office related to current COVID-19 events, I am
working remotely indefinitely. Email correspondence is encouraged as phone messages may not be returned until
our offices are reopened. I apologize for any inconvenience and assure you our Department is working diligently to
continue the highest level of service possible during this pandemic event. Thank you**
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: DEBRA EBERSOLE <djwinst23@aol.com>
> Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:32 AM
> To: Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net>
> Subject: RZ 21-005
>
> WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
> Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
>

mailto:djwinst23@aol.com
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> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
> I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening
Pike between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
> I am 100% opposed to this !!!
> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and now new Sheetz that just opened
has already increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already
additional homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of
adding 105 apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area. You should spend some time
observing the traffic in the area, and coming off of interstate 70, and then imagine adding 105 more apartments and
their residents and cars to it.
>
> How many of these apartments proposed will end up being subsidized housing? Do we need more apartments for
the families of the prison inmates to move here? The area growing and adding apartments isn’t attracting good
families from other areas. People are living here that came from the larger cities. You see it in the newspaper articles
about crimes in our area all the time  And our County just seems to be proving more and more places for those
people to live.
>
> Debbie Ebersole



From: Hart, Krista
To: Gary Hawbaker
Cc: Planning Email; &County Commissioners
Subject: Re: RZ-21-005 Sharpsburg Pike
Date: Friday, January 7, 2022 12:20:39 PM

Mr Hawbaker,

This email will serve to confirm receipt of your communication.  

Thank you, 
Krista Hart
County Clerk

On Jan 7, 2022, at 12:07 PM, Gary Hawbaker <g.hawbaker@myactv.net> wrote:


WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use
proper judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding to this email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
Planning Commission and Commissioners,

This is to voice my opposition to the request to change
10319 Sharpsburg Pike from HI to MXC.

It was my understanding that one of the goals in
zoning is to be consistent so that we don’t get areas
that have a wide use of different type’s properties in a
short distance.  With that said it appeared that the
County intended for Sharpsburg Pike between I-70
and Poffenberger Road is to be developed with non-
residential properties.

I would urge all members of the Commission to drive
from I-70 to Poffenberger Road and look what
properties are there.  Fast food, gas stations, grocery
store, restaurants and of course the whole Walmart
complex.

The county even extended Henry K. Douglas Drive so
those type of properties could be developed.  This
road did open up our quiet Cross Creek Development
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although my understanding is once the railroad
approves crossing their tracks the county will extend
the road so more residential properties can be built.

Cross Creek is a single home development and has
been there for over 25 years with low crime and very
little intrusion from non-residents.  To change the
intent of HI to MXC which would add apartments and
townhomes doesn’t seem logical.  This would
potentially have a negative effect on Cross Creek
residents.

I’m also aware the schools that this complex would
send children to are overcrowded and that is proven
by looking at the buses that travel past my house
every day that are completely full.

Once again I would ask you to take that small drive on
Sharpsburg Pike and tell me that a housing complex in
the middle of all the other non-residential housing
makes sense.  Thank You.

Gary Hawbaker
10531 Bushwillow Drive
Hagerstown, MD 21740



From: DEBRA EBERSOLE
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ 21-005
Date: Monday, February 7, 2022 3:19:47 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I received a notice of a meeting regarding the same rezoning request meeting I emailed my opposition to back in
August. Since I’m not sure if this requires a new email to be part of the record I’m going to state my opposition
again.
>
> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
> I received notice of another  meeting to discuss adding the apartments Sharpening Pike between our development
and the Aldi and Dunkin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and Sheetz stores have already
increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already additional
homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of adding these
apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. This time my understanding is that the developer is
trying to get around the school overcrowding issue by stating the apartments are adult only, with no way to verify
that. Their solution is nothing more than empty words meant to get their desired result. Please deny this request!
>
> Debbie Ebersole
>
>
>> On Aug 30, 2021, at 11:50 AM, Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net> wrote:
>> Your comments have been received and will be made part of the official record.  Thank you.
>>
>>
>>
>> Debra S. Eckard
>> Administrative Assistant
>> Washington County Dept. of Planning & Zoning
>> 100 W. Washington Street, Suite 2600
>> Hagerstown, MD  21740
>> 240-313-2430
>>
>> **In accordance with direction provided by the Governor’s Office related to current COVID-19 events, I am
working remotely indefinitely. Email correspondence is encouraged as phone messages may not be returned until
our offices are reopened. I apologize for any inconvenience and assure you our Department is working diligently to
continue the highest level of service possible during this pandemic event. Thank you**
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: DEBRA EBERSOLE <djwinst23@aol.com>
>> Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:32 AM
>> To: Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net>
>> Subject: RZ 21-005
>>
>> WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
>> Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
>>

mailto:djwinst23@aol.com
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>> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
>> I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening
Pike between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
>> I am 100% opposed to this !!!
>> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that
was added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and now new Sheetz that just
opened has already increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are
already additional homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The
proposal of adding 105 apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-
congested area.
>> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area. You should spend some time
observing the traffic in the area, and coming off of interstate 70, and then imagine adding 105 more apartments and
their residents and cars to it.
>>
>> How many of these apartments proposed will end up being subsidized housing? Do we need more apartments for
the families of the prison inmates to move here? The area growing and adding apartments isn’t attracting good
families from other areas. People are living here that came from the larger cities. You see it in the newspaper articles
about crimes in our area all the time  And our County just seems to be proving more and more places for those
people to live.
>>
>> Debbie Ebersole
>



From: Dennis Weaver
To: Planning Email
Cc: &County Commissioners
Subject: RZ-21-005 - Rezoning of 9+ acres off Sharpsburg Pike
Date: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 11:07:31 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
Planning Commission:

I am writing to oppose rezoning request RZ-21-005, regarding property between the existing
Cross Creek development and the Sharpsburg Pike. 

I own and reside at 18404 Bull Run Drive, where my back yard abuts the property proposed
for rezoning from HI to MXC, with a proposal for 105 apartments and a few townhomes. Even
before the recent commercial development along Sharpsburg Pike (Walmart, Sheetz, Aldi)
traffic in the area was horrendous. The addition of the traffic lights at Poffenberger Road and
Col Douglas Drive have helped but the close proximity to the I-70 interchange exacerbates the
problem. Additionally, the proposal calls for commercial development on the first floor of one
of the two apartment buildings, adding that commercial traffic to the residential
traffic increase. 

The recent redesign of the I-70/Sharpsburg Pike interchange was poorly planned. One often
sits through three traffic-light sequences when coming off I-70 East onto Sharpsburg Pike
South. And it is extremely difficult to make a left-hand turn from Rench Road onto
Sharpsburg Pike, particularly around the beginning and end of the work-day.  Sharpsburg Pike
is a main thoroughfare for workers from south county and from West Virginia headed to and
from the Hagerstown area and the I-70 corridor. Adding this proposed dense residential
development, bringing more than 200 additional resident vehicles to this section of the
Sharpsburg Pike should not occur. Commercial development would bring more traffic as well,
but it would presumably be spread over the course of the day rather than concentrated 

In addition, as others have pointed out, schools serving this area are over capacity now, and
the proposed development will make that problem worse. In addition to overcrowding in these
schools, traffic into and out of South Hagerstown High, E. Russell Hicks and Emma K. Doub
in the morning and afternoon is abysmal, with an extra lane needed in each direction on
Sharpsburg Pike along that entire stretch. This proposed development would add to that
problem as well.

I much prefer commercial development on the tract proposed for rezoning as would be
allowed under the HI zoning. Give us office buildings, retail, etc, rather than multi-family
residential that will definitely reduce our quality of life and our property values - particularly
those of us whose properties border this tract.  

I suspect that the developer is requesting this change because they are disappointed with the
speed at which commercial development has occured on their property after Walmart was
built, but their desire to speed profits should not cost their neighbors. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. I respectfully request that you
find the developer's request ill-advised and deny it. At the very least, the remainder of this
property should be limited to residential only or commercial only, not a combination that
doubles the impact.

Respectfully,
Dennis Weaver
18404 Bull Run Drive
Hagerstown, MD  21740



From: Shayla Jackson
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 7:15:50 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I am writing to express my strong opposition to RZ-21-005, the proposed
rezoning for Sharpsburg Pike Holdings, LLC. As a resident of the Cross Creek
neighborhood, I am completely opposed to the addition of multi-family
housing that will cause traffic and safety problems, create even more problems
with schools that are already over-capacity, destroy local wildlife habitat, and
potentially lower the property values of the existing community. 
 
Traffic and safety of pedestrians are major areas of concern. Traffic jams in
this area already span the distance of Sharpsburg Pike and the Sharpsburg
Pike/Col Henry K Douglas Drive intersection during rush hour.

Schools in the area are already reported at capacity, and the council should not
approve multi-family dwellings that creates or exacerbates a situation that will
cause school concurrency to fail for this proposal and/or other approved plans.
 
Wildlife has been observed in the area, and any development will destroy their
habitat. 
 Any planned development of the property should consider the continuing
impact to local wildlife habitat.
 
Property values are likely to go down in the area if multi-family apartments or
condominiums are built. Multi family dwellings are inconsistent with the
neighborhoods developed in the area. 
 
I urge you to disapprove the proposed rezoning, and from recent meetings and
discussions with my neighbors, I know my opinions are shared by many who
have not managed to attend meeting or write letters and emails.
 
 
Best regards,
Shayla Jackson
Cross Creek Resident
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From: John Musselman
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Friday, February 4, 2022 9:26:17 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
To whom it may concern,

Yet another hearing for this zoning change. I understand what the developer is trying to do and that is
make money. I seem to remember reading that there was a law on the books . concerning student
capacities at high schools. South High is way over crowded as it is. ANYBODY that has a student in that
school in the last ten years knows this. There is already a development that is building like crazy and all
those kids are going to be attending South. What will another 400- 600 kids do to South High?

Next Issue, small children. Where will they play? will they end up venturing out onto Sharpsburg Pike??
Will they reduce the speed limit on the Pike? If that is the answer what happens at the I 70 interchange? It
is already backed up at prime times of the day.

I live in the cross creek development. I do not want this zoning changed. The kids in the Middle and high
school system are going to be the ones that pay the price, If not a small child that wonders out onto the
Pike at the wrong time.

Sincerely,

John Musselman
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From: ANNAMARIE WISE
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 10:29:54 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

As residents of the Cross Creek community, we wish to express our objections to the refining plan before the board
today. This proposed development will be detrimental to our quality of life, bringing more traffic, noise/light/air
pollution, overload our already maxed-out schools. Please vote “NO” and advise the developer to go elsewhere!
Thank you!!

Annamarie Wise
Kevin Wines

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net


From: Hart, Krista
To: Gary Hawbaker
Subject: RE: New Housing Sharpsburg Pike
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 8:27:11 AM

Mr. Hawbaker,
 
Thank you for contacting the Washington County Board of County Commissioners Office. 
 
This response will serve to confirm that your communication has been received and recorded
regarding the upcoming public hearing for RZ-21-005.
 
 
 
 
Thank you,
Krista l. Hart
County Clerk
 
From: Gary Hawbaker <g.hawbaker@myactv.net> 
Sent: Sunday, November 28, 2021 9:57 PM
To: &County Commissioners <contactcommissioners@washco-md.net>
Subject: Fwd: New Housing Sharpsburg Pike
 

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and
caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

 
 

 

I don't know all the zoning numbers but my family is deeply opposed to the
residential development on the east side of Sharpsburg Pike before
Poffenberger Road.  I live in the Cross Creek Development and for the last few
years you have overwhelmed our area with retail development.  Although it has
caused many problems it's nothing like what a housing development would
cause for our area.
 
I ask you to look at the area it is planned for and tell me where you see housing
in that area off Sharpsburg Pike.  You have truely made this a retail and
commercial area and although I don't like it, it is better than putting what will
end up being low income housing in that space.  Our development has recently
been subject to break-ins and this would only make it worse.  Make it a fast
food place but not housing.  Thank youl
 
Gary Hawbaker     
10531 Bushwillow Way 
Hagerstown, MD
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From: DEBRA EBERSOLE
To: Planning Email
Subject: Re: RZ 21-005
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 10:01:22 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I received a notice of a meeting regarding the same rezoning request meeting I emailed my opposition to back in
August. Since I’m not sure if this requires a new email to be part of the record I’m going to state my opposition
again.

I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening Pike
between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
I am 100% opposed to this!
There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and Sheetz stores have already
increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already additional
homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of adding 105
apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area, or the citizens who live there.

Debbie Ebersole

> On Aug 30, 2021, at 11:50 AM, Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net> wrote:
> Your comments have been received and will be made part of the official record.  Thank you.
>
>
>
> Debra S. Eckard
> Administrative Assistant
> Washington County Dept. of Planning & Zoning
> 100 W. Washington Street, Suite 2600
> Hagerstown, MD  21740
> 240-313-2430
>
> **In accordance with direction provided by the Governor’s Office related to current COVID-19 events, I am
working remotely indefinitely. Email correspondence is encouraged as phone messages may not be returned until
our offices are reopened. I apologize for any inconvenience and assure you our Department is working diligently to
continue the highest level of service possible during this pandemic event. Thank you**
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: DEBRA EBERSOLE <djwinst23@aol.com>
> Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:32 AM
> To: Planning Email <askplanning@washco-md.net>
> Subject: RZ 21-005
>
> WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
> Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.
>
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> I am the homeowner and resident of 10527 Bushwillow way.
> I received notice of the meeting to discuss, among other things, adding over 100 apartments office Sharpening
Pike between our development and the Aldi and Dublin Donuts that have been added within the last few years.
> I am 100% opposed to this !!!
> There has already been so much added to this area within the last 5 years, not even including the Walmart that was
added. Traffic is horrible already in this area of the Sharpsburg Pike. The Aldi and now new Sheetz that just opened
has already increased traffic tremendously. It has become very dangerous to travel this area, and there are already
additional homes being constructed off of Poffenberger Road, along with the villas by Walmart. The proposal of
adding 105 apartments would add possibly an additional 200+ cars traveling daily in an already over-congested area.
> I have watched my nice area turn into a mess over the years. These builders are trying to use every square foot of
property to make as much money as possible, without any concern for the area. You should spend some time
observing the traffic in the area, and coming off of interstate 70, and then imagine adding 105 more apartments and
their residents and cars to it.
>
> How many of these apartments proposed will end up being subsidized housing? Do we need more apartments for
the families of the prison inmates to move here? The area growing and adding apartments isn’t attracting good
families from other areas. People are living here that came from the larger cities. You see it in the newspaper articles
about crimes in our area all the time  And our County just seems to be proving more and more places for those
people to live.
>
> Debbie Ebersole



From: Shayla Jackson
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 3:25:00 PM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper
judgment and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this
email.

Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

I am writing to express my strong opposition to RZ-21-005, the proposed
rezoning for Sharpsburg Pike Holdings, LLC. As a resident of the Cross Creek
neighborhood, I am completely opposed to the addition of multi-family
housing that will cause traffic and safety problems, create even more problems
with schools that are already over-capacity, destroy local wildlife habitat, and
potentially lower the property values of the existing community. 
 
Traffic and safety of pedestrians are major areas of concern. Traffic jams in
this area already span the distance of Sharpsburg Pike and the Sharpsburg
Pike/Col Henry K Douglas Drive intersection during rush hour.

Schools in the area are already reported at capacity, and the council should not
approve multi-family dwellings that creates or exacerbates a situation that will
cause school concurrency to fail for this proposal and/or other approved plans.
 
Wildlife has been observed in the area, and any development will destroy their
habitat. 
 Any planned development of the property should consider the continuing
impact to local wildlife habitat.
 
Property values are likely to go down in the area if multi-family apartments or
condominiums are built. Multi family dwellings are inconsistent with the
neighborhoods developed in the area. 
 
I urge you to disapprove the proposed rezoning, and from recent meetings and
discussions with my neighbors, I know my opinions are shared by many who
have not managed to attend meeting or write letters and emails.
 
 
Best regards,
Shayla Jackson
Cross Creek Resident 
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From: ANNAMARIE WISE
To: Planning Email
Subject: RZ-21-005
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 10:29:54 AM

WARNING!! This message originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.
Any claims of being a County official or employee should be disregarded.

As residents of the Cross Creek community, we wish to express our objections to the refining plan before the board
today. This proposed development will be detrimental to our quality of life, bringing more traffic, noise/light/air
pollution, overload our already maxed-out schools. Please vote “NO” and advise the developer to go elsewhere!
Thank you!!

Annamarie Wise
Kevin Wines

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:askplanning@washco-md.net








































































 

 

Open Session Item 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SUBJECT:   Text Amendments to Building Excise Tax Ordinance 
 
PRESENTATION DATE: June 28, 2022 

PRESENTATION BY:   Rich Eichelberger, Director of Permits and Inspections 
    Kirk C. Downey, County Attorney 

RECOMMENDED MOTION: Move to approve the text amendments to the Building Excise 
Tax Ordinance 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF: This is a public hearing to hear testimony concerning proposed text 
amendments to the Building Excise Tax Ordinance. Text amendments to Section 7 of the 
Ordinance are proposed. 

DISCUSSION:  The Building Excise Tax Ordinance provides for the imposition of 
the excise tax on certain construction. The proposed amendments remove conversion 
construction from (1) nonresidential nonretail to nonresidential retail and (2) from nonresidential 
retail to nonresidential nonretail from the tax. Those conversion scenarios were subject to a 
sunset clause that exempted them from the excise tax; the proposed amendments make the 
conversion construction in those scenarios no longer subject to the excise tax. 

FISCAL IMPACT:    n/a 

CONCURRENCES:  n/a 

ALTERNATIVES:  n/a 

ATTACHMENTS:  Adopting Ordinance 
Building Excise Tax Ordinance showing proposed amendments 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
 

Agenda Report Form 
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ORDINANCE NO. ORD-2022- 

AN ORDINANCE TO RESTATE AND REPUBLISH, WITH AMENDMENTS, 
AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED "BUILDING EXCISE TAX ORDINANCE FOR 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND"  

RECITALS 

Washington County, Maryland (the “County”), has the authority to adopt 
a building excise tax ordinance that provides for the imposition and collection of 
such a tax in Washington County and its municipalities, pursuant to Section 
2-701 of the Code of the Public Local Laws for Washington County, Maryland 
(CPLL). 

The existing county Building Excise Tax Ordinance (BETO) was adopted 
and effective on August 4, 2015. 

Certain amendments have been proposed to the Ordinance. The proposed 
amendments remove from the tax conversion construction from (1) 
nonresidential nonretail to nonresidential retail uses and (2) from nonresidential 
retail to nonresidential nonretail uses. 

A public hearing was held on June 28, 2022, following due notice and 
advertisement of the text of the BETO. 

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

The Board believes it to be in the best interests of the citizens of the 
County for the Board to adopt the attached revised and amended BETO.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of County 
Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland, that the Building Excise Tax 
Ordinance of Washington County, Maryland, is restated and republished, with 
amendments incorporated therein, as set forth in the attached ordinance entitled 
“Building Excise Tax Ordinance for Washington County, Maryland,” being 
Revision 13 of the Ordinance. 
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Adopted this ____ day of June, 2022. 

Effective this ____ day of _________________, 2022. 

 
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  
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

BUILDING EXCISE TAX ORDINANCE 

FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Adopted June 17, 2003 
Effective July 1, 2003 

 
Revision 1 (Amended) - Adopted June 22, 2004 

Effective as of July 1, 2004. 
 

Revision 2 - Adopted and effective October 12, 2004 
 

Revision 3 - adopted July 12, 2005 
Effective as of July 12, 2005. 

 
Revision 4 – adopted May 2, 2006. 

Effective as of May 2, 2006, except as otherwise provided herein. 
 

Revision 5 - Repealed and reenacted, with amendments, on June 17, 2008 
Effective July 1, 2008 

 
Revision 6 - Repealed and reenacted, with amendments, on June 23, 2009 

Effective June 26, 2009 
 

Revision 7 (Amended) - Adopted March 1, 2011 
Effective March 1, 2011 

 
Revision 8 (Amended) - Adopted September 13, 2011 

Effective September 13, 2011 
 

Revision 9 (Amended) - Adopted August 28, 2012 
Effective August 28, 2012 
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Eichelberger, Rich
Revision 13 (Amended) – Adopted June XX, 2022Effective July 1, 2022
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1. Establishment of tax. 

1.01 In accordance with Section 2-701 of the Code of the Public Local Laws of 
Washington County, as amended from time to time, there is a building excise tax on all 
building construction 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 Addition construction means construction that requires a building permit 
and that increases the gross square footage of an existing nonresidential nonretail 
structure or nonresidential retail structure, or the habitable gross square footage of an 
existing residential structure. 

2.03 Applicant means the individual, partnership, corporation, limited liability 
company, or other legal entity whose signature or name appears on the building permit 
application. 

2.04 Basement means that portion of a building that is partly or completely below 
grade and has a ceiling height of at least seven feet. 

2.05 Board or Board of County Commissioners or County Commissioners means the 
Board of County Commissioners for Washington County, Maryland. 

2.06 Building means any permanent structure used or intended for supporting 
or sheltering any use or occupancy. Building does not include an accessory structure or a 
temporary structure, as defined in the Washington County building code. 

2.07 Common area means the interior or exterior circulation paths, rooms, spaces 
or elements that are not for public use and are made available for the shared use of two 
or more people in a multifamily residential structure, including lobbies and laundry 
facilities. 

2.08 Construction means construction or alteration of a building or part of a 
building that requires a building permit. 

2.09 Director of Finance means the Director of Budget and Finance for 
Washington County or the Director’s designee. 
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2.10 Director of Plan Review and Permitting means the Director of the Division of 
Plan Review and Permitting for Washington County or the Director’s designee. 

2.11 Farm construction means construction intended to be actively used for farm 
use, but does not include residential construction thereon. 

2.12 Farm or agricultural use means the raising of farm products for use or sale, 
including animal of poultry husbandry, animal husbandry facilities, aquaculture, and the 
growing of crops such as grain, vegetables, fruit, grass for pasture or sod, trees, shrubs, 
flowers, and similar products of the soil. 

2.13 Gross square footage means the entire interior area of a structure, finished or 
unfinished. 

2.14 Habitable gross square footage means the entire interior area of living space in 
a residential structure, finished or unfinished, including but not limited to bathrooms, 
toilet rooms, closets, halls, basements, and storage or utility spaces, but not including 
porches, garages, unfinished attics, and crawl spaces. Habitable gross square footage 
does not include the common areas of multifamily residential structures having three or 
more dwelling units. 

2.15 Mixed-use structure means a structure or part of a structure, but not a 
separated occupancy, having any combination of residential use, nonresidential nonretail 
use, or nonresidential retail use. 

2.16 Nonresidential means the use of a structure for purposes other than living or 
permanent habitation. 

2.17 Nonresidential nonretail means the use of a structure for assembly, business, 
factory, storage, utility, education, institutional, transient accommodations or habitation, 
or hazardous uses. 

2.18 Nonresidential retail means the use of a structure open to the public for the 
display and sale of merchandise, and involves stocks of goods, wares, or merchandise 
incidental to such purposes, including but not limited to restaurants, stores, members- 
only discount stores, and other commercial sales enterprises not solely engaged in the 
wholesale distribution of merchandise. 

2.19 Principal use means the foremost purpose for the use, its raison d’être. A 
principal use may be accompanied by one or more accessory uses that are incidental to or 
supportive of the principal use. The ratio of the gross square footage of the structure 
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devoted to any principal and accessory uses is not a factor in determining the principal 
use of the structure. 

2.20 Redevelopment area means the “Hagerstown Redevelopment Area,” 
consisting of all that land zoned Downtown Mixed-Use District or within a Hagerstown 
Conversion District overlay zone as set forth in the Hagerstown Zoning Ordinance as of 
June 26, 2009, and those areas in other municipal corporations as may be designated by 
the Board of County Commissioners by resolution upon request. 

2.21 Residential means the use of a structure for living or permanent habitation, 
or a structure having one (1) or more dwelling units, including but not limited to boarding 
houses, but not including institutional uses or transient accommodations such as hotels, 
country inns, bed and breakfast inns, and the like, which shall be considered 
nonresidential nonretail uses. 

2.22 Separated occupancy means a discrete part of a structure having a principal 
use that is distinct from other uses in the same structure, including but not limited to a 
store in a mall or an office in a multi-unit office building. 

2.23 Structure means a building or part of a building. 
 
3. Residential Construction. 

3.01 Base building excise tax. The base amount of the building excise tax for 
residential construction is $1 per square foot of habitable gross square footage. 

3.02 Addition construction. The amount of the building excise tax for residential 
addition construction is one-half of the amount per square foot set forth in §3.01. 

3.03 Calculation of amount. The amount of building excise tax to be paid by an 
applicant shall be determined by the Director of Plan Review and Permitting. 

 
4. Nonresidential Construction 

4.01 Nonresidential nonretail construction. The building excise tax for 
nonresidential nonretail construction is $1 per square foot of the gross square footage. 

4.02 Nonresidential retail construction. The building excise tax for nonresidential 
retail construction is $1 per square foot of the first 15,000 square feet of gross square 
footage and $3 per square foot of any gross square footage over 15,000 square feet. 
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4.03 Addition construction. The amount of the tax due under this section shall be 
determined according to the increase in the gross square footage of the structure at the 
same rate per square foot set forth in §§ 4.01 and 4.02, as the circumstance may require. 

4.04 Mixed-use structures. The building excise tax for mixed-use construction is 
the tax imposed under this Ordinance for the principal use of the structure as determined 
by the Director of Plan Review and Permitting. 

4.05 Separated occupancies. The building excise tax for separated occupancy 
construction is the tax imposed under this Ordinance for the principal use of the 
separated occupancy. 

 
5. Payment of tax. 

5.01 Building excise tax paid before issuance of building permit. An applicant for a 
building permit shall pay the building excise tax before the building permit for the 
respective structure is issued. 

5.02 Refunds. The Director of Finance shall refund to the applicant the building 
excise tax paid if the building permit is cancelled or expires so long as work has not 
commenced. If, upon appeal by an applicant pursuant to § 10.03 who has paid the 
building excise tax, the County Administrator determines that the Director of Plan 
Review and Permitting has erred in calculating the building excise tax, the Director of 
Finance shall refund to the applicant the difference between the amount of building excise 
tax paid by the applicant and the correct amount as determined by the County 
Administrator. 

 
6. Exemptions. 

6.01 Farm construction. Farm construction is not subject to the building excise tax 
so long as the construction continues to be actively used for farm use. Should the 
construction be used for some purpose other than active farm use, then the building 
excise tax shall be remitted to the Director of Finance at the then existing amount of the 
building excise tax. 

6.02 Government construction. No building excise tax shall be imposed on 
construction by the Board of County Commissioners, any municipality, the Washington 
County Board of Education, Hagerstown Community College, the State of Maryland, or 
the federal government. 
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6.03 Replacement construction.* No building excise tax shall be imposed on 
construction that replaces an existing structure as long as there is no: 

(a) Increase in the habitable gross square footage of a residential structure; 

(b) Change in the use of a structure from a nonresidential nonretail use to a 
nonresidential retail use; or 

(c) Increase in the gross square footage of a nonresidential structure. 

6.04 Residential accessory structures. No building excise tax shall be imposed on 
residential accessory structures that are not habitable. 

6.05 Schools. No building excise tax shall be imposed on construction of public 
or private elementary or secondary schools or higher education institutions issued a 
certificate of approval by the Maryland Higher Education Commission pursuant to Md. 
Code Ann., Educ. § 11-202. 

6.06 Redevelopment area. No building excise tax shall be imposed on construction 
in a redevelopment area as defined in § 2.20 of this Ordinance. 

6.07 Enterprise zones. No building excise tax shall be imposed upon 
nonresidential construction within enterprise zones in the County. 

6.08 Religious corporations. No building excise tax shall be imposed upon 
structures: 

 

(a) Owned by corporations organized and operated exclusively for 
religious purposes within the meaning of 26 U.S.C. 501, and 

(b) Used primarily for religious purposes. 

6.09 Fire, Rescue, or Ambulance Companies. No building excise tax shall be 
imposed upon structures: 

(a) Owned by corporations authorized to provide fire protection or fire 
fighting service, rescue, or ambulance service as described in Section 10-
401 of the Code of Public Local Laws for Washington County, Maryland; 
and 

 
 

* The building excise tax on any increase in habitable gross square footage or gross square footage 
created by the construction shall be computed in accordance with §§ 3, 4, and 7 of this Ordinance. 
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(b) Used primarily for the delivery of fire, rescue, or ambulance service. 
 
7. Change in use. 

7.01 General. Upon receipt of a building permit application for a change in use 
that requires a zoning certification, the building excise tax shall be imposed based on the 
use applied for in the building permit application, subject to any credit allowed by § 7.07. 

7.02 Conversion from nonresidential to residential. When an existing structure is 
subject to construction pursuant to a building permit that converts its use from a 
nonresidential use to residential use, the building excise tax is 70% of the amount set forth 
in § 3.01 on all existing gross square footage. Any addition construction will be taxed at 
the amount set forth in § 3.02. Conversion construction under this § 7.02 is not entitled to 
the credit set forth in § 7.05. 

7.03 Conversion from nonresidential nonretail to nonresidential retail.† When an 
existing structure is subject to construction pursuant to a building permit that converts 
its use from nonresidential nonretail use to nonresidential retail use, the building excise 
tax is as set forth in § 4.02 on all existing gross square footage. Any addition construction 
will be taxed at the amount set forth in § 4.03. 

7.04 Conversion from nonresidential retail to nonresidential nonretail.† When an 
existing structure is subject to construction pursuant to a building permit that converts 
its use from nonresidential retail use to nonresidential nonretail use, the building excise 
tax is as set forth in § 4.01 on all existing gross square footage. Any addition construction 
will be taxed at the amount set forth in § 4.03. 

                       7.03 Conversion from residential to nonresidential nonretail. When an existing 
structure is subject to construction pursuant to a building permit that converts its use from 
residential use to nonresidential nonretail use, the building excise tax is as set forth in § 4.01 on 
all existing habitable gross square footage. Any addition construction will be taxed at the 
amount set forth in § 4.03. 

                       7.04 Conversion from residential to nonresidential retail. When an existing structure 
is subject to construction pursuant to a building permit that converts its use from residential 
use to nonresidential retail use, the building excise tax is as set forth in § 4.02 on all existing 
gross square footage. Any addition construction will be taxed at the amount set forth in § 4.03. 

 
 

† See § 7.08. 

Eichelberger, Rich
Delete 

Eichelberger, Rich
Delete

Eichelberger, Rich
Delete
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                   7.05      Credit. A credit shall be granted for any building excise tax due under 
this § 7 for any excise tax previously paid upon prior construction of the structure since July 12, 
2005. No refund shall be granted if the credit for any building excise tax previously paid exceeds 
the building excise tax imposed under this § 7. 
 

7.05 Special provisions; sunset. Until July 1, 2022, and retroactively to July 1, 2019, 
the provisions of §§ 7.03 and 7.04 shall not be given effect. Until that date, when an 
existing nonresidential structure is subject to construction pursuant to a building permit 
that converts its use, the building excise tax is $0 on all existing gross square footage. Any 
addition construction will be taxed at the amount of $0 per square foot. This § 7.08 shall 
be abrogated and of no further force or effect on July 1, 2022. 

 
8. Special excise tax fund. 

8.01 Establishment of fund. The Director of Finance shall establish a special 
nonlapsing fund to be known as the special excise tax fund. All revenues from the 
building excise tax shall be deposited in the special excise tax fund. Interest earned by 
money in the special excise tax fund shall accrue to the special excise tax fund. 

8.02 Use of special excise tax fund – nonresidential construction. Revenues deposited 
in the special fund that are generated by the building excise tax imposed on 
nonresidential construction may only be used for: 

(a) Primary, secondary, or higher education capital expenditures; 

(b) Public safety capital expenditures; 

(c) Public infrastructure projects; and 

(d) Debt reduction related to capital improvements expenditures. 

8.03 Use of special excise tax fund - residential construction. The revenues from the 
building excise tax imposed on residential construction may only be used as follows: 

(a) 70% for schools; 

(b) 23% for roads; 

(c) 2% for public libraries; and 

(d) 5% for parks and recreational facilities, public safety, water and sewer 
infrastructure, and agricultural land preservation. 

Eichelberger, Rich
Delete
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8.04 The revenues from the building excise tax imposed on residential 
construction used for public libraries, water and sewer infrastructure, and parks and 
recreation may only be used for the capital costs of public works, improvements, and 
facilities. 

8.05 The revenues from the building excise tax imposed on residential 
construction used for schools may only be used for the capital costs required to 
accommodate new construction or development in the County. 

8.06 At the end of a fiscal year, any unspent or unencumbered balance in the 
special fund shall remain in the fund, available for use in future fiscal years for purposes 
specified in this subsection, and does not revert to the general fund of Washington 
County. 

8.07 Capital costs include the costs of land acquisition for public works, 
improvements, facilities, and schools. 

 
9. Municipalities. 

9.01 Building excise tax applicable. This building excise tax shall apply to all 
construction in Washington County, including construction within the boundaries of a 
municipal corporation. 

9.02 Collection of tax by a municipal corporation without an adequate public facilities 
ordinance. This § 9.02 applies to a municipal corporation within Washington County that 
has not adopted an adequate public facilities ordinance with school adequacy tests 
substantially similar to or more stringent than the adequate public facilities ordinance 
adopted by the County Commissioners. 

(a) A municipal corporation described in § 9.02 of this paragraph shall assist 
the County Commissioners in the collection of the building excise tax within the 
municipal corporation by: 

(i) Collecting the tax prior to the issuance of a building permit 
and remitting the tax monthly to the Director of Finance, but 
in no case more than 30 days after the end of the month during 
which it was collected, and shall deliver therewith a full and 
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accurate accounting of the collections in a format specified by 
the County; or 

(ii) Requiring the tax to be paid to the Director of Finance prior to 
the issuance of a building permit. 

(b) The failure of a municipality to comply with the requirements of 
§ 9.02(a)(i) shall disqualify that municipality from retaining any funds for 
administrative costs provided for in § 9.04 of this Ordinance for the period of non- 
compliance. 

9.03 Collection of tax by a municipal corporation with an adequate public facilities 
ordinance. This § 9.03 applies to a municipal corporation within Washington County that 
has adopted an adequate public facilities ordinance with school adequacy tests 
substantially similar to or more stringent than the adequate public facilities ordinance 
adopted by the County Commissioners. 

(a) For residential construction, the municipal corporation: 

(i) Shall assist the County Commissioners in the collection of that 
portion of the building excise tax that is dedicated to schools 
and public libraries as provided under § 8.03 of this 
Ordinance, by collecting and remitting that amount of the tax 
to the County Director of Finance; and 

(ii) May retain the remaining portion of the building excise tax. 

(b) For nonresidential construction, the municipal corporation: 

(i) Shall assist the County Commissioners in the collection of 
72% of the building excise tax on nonresidential construction 
by collecting and remitting that amount of the tax to the 
County Director of Finance; and 

(ii) May retain the remaining portion of the building excise tax. 

(c) The municipal corporation is not required to retain any portion of the 
building excise tax as provided under § 9.03. 

(d) Any portion of the building excise tax not retained by a municipal 
corporation under §§ 9.03(a)(ii) or 9.03(b)(ii) shall be remitted to the County 
Director of Finance monthly, but in no case more than 30 days after the end of the 
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month during which it was collected, and shall deliver therewith a full and 
accurate accounting of the collections in a format specified by the County. The 
failure of a municipality to comply with the requirements of § 9.03(d) shall 
disqualify that municipality from retaining any funds for administrative costs 
provided for in § 9.04 of this Ordinance for the period of non-compliance. 

(e) The director of finance of a municipal corporation retaining any revenue 
from the building excise tax under §§ 9.03(a)(ii) or 9.03(b)(ii) shall deposit the 
revenues into a nonlapsing special fund. 

(f) The revenues from the municipal corporation’s special fund indicated 
in § 9.03(e) may only be used for the capital costs of public works, improvements, 
and facilities required to accommodate new construction for development of: 

(i) Roads; 

(ii) New construction or development of parks and recreational 
facilities; 

(iii) New construction or development of water and sewer 
infrastructure; and 

(iv) New construction or development of public safety facilities. 

(g) At the end of a fiscal year, any unspent or unencumbered balance in the 
municipal corporation’s special fund shall remain in the fund, available for use in 
future fiscal years for purposes specified in § 9.03(f) of this section, and does not 
revert to the general fund of the municipal corporation. 

9.04 Administrative fees for collection. 

(a) A municipal corporation that collects and remits the excise tax to the 
County Commissioners may deduct from the revenues collected a fee of two 
percent (2%) of the revenues remitted to the County Commissioners under this 
section, not including any portion retained pursuant to § 9.03, for administrative 
costs. 

 

(b) If the municipal corporation can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the 
Board of County Commissioners that the direct administrative costs of collecting 
the building excise tax exceed the two percent (2%) rate authorized in the § 9.04(a), 
the Board, in its sole discretion, after receiving the recommendation of the Director 
of Finance, may authorize the municipal corporation to withhold all or any portion 
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of the direct administrative costs claimed for collecting the building excise tax 
remitted to the County Commissioners or may direct that the municipal 
corporation be reimbursed with the costs. 

 
10. Appeals 

10.01 Administrative appeals. An applicant aggrieved by a decision regarding the 
calculation of the amount of building excise tax, the granting or denial of an exemption, 
or otherwise interpreting or applying this building excise tax, may appeal the decision to 
the County Administrator within 30 days of the date of the written decision of the 
Director of Plan Review and Permitting, provided that either: 

(a) Processing of the building permit is delayed pending the decision of the 
County Administrator; or 

(b) The applicant pays the building excise tax prior to filing the appeal. 

10.02 Burden of proof. The burden of proof shall be on the appellant to demonstrate 
that the decision of the Director of Plan Review and Permitting is erroneous. 

10.03 Procedures. Appeals must be filed in writing with the County 
Administrator, with a copy of the appeal to the Office of the County Attorney, stating the 
grounds of the appeal. Appeals from any decision of the Director of Plan Review and 
Permitting under this Ordinance shall be de novo. The County Administrator shall hold 
such hearings as are necessary and may request additional information from the 
Appellant. The decision of the County Administrator shall be in writing and shall be 
rendered within a reasonable time. 

10.04 Judicial review. 

(a) Any party aggrieved by a decision of the County Administrator may file 
for judicial review of the decision in accordance with Maryland Rules 7-201, et seq., 
provided that such appeal is filed within thirty (30) days of the date of the written 
decision of the County Administrator. This and all subsequent appeals shall be on 
the record of the decision of the County Administrator and may not be heard de 
novo. 

 

(b) The decision of the Circuit Court may be appealed to the Court of 
Special Appeals or, upon certiorari, to the Court of Appeals in accordance with the 
Maryland Rules. 
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(c) The County Commissioners may file a responsive pleading and be a 
party to or file for judicial review in the Circuit Court, or take an appeal to the 
Court of Special Appeals or, upon certiorari, to the Court of Appeals, of any 
decision made under this Ordinance. 

10.05 Reports to the Board of County Commissioners. The County Administrator shall 
immediately report to the Board of County Commissioners on appeals from decisions of 
the Director of Plan Review and Permitting including the issues raised, the decision, the 
decision on any further appeal, and any changes made to County policies and procedures 
as a result of the appeal. 

 
11. Enforcement. 

11.01 Misdemeanor. It is unlawful for any person or entity to enlarge, alter or 
change any use of property or to erect, construct, enlarge, alter, repair, move, improve, 
make, put together, or convert any building in the County, or attempt to do so, or cause 
the same to be done, without first paying any building excise tax imposed by this 
Ordinance. Any person or entity who shall so violate this Ordinance shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be fined up to five hundred dollars 
($500.00) or imprisoned for up to thirty (30) days, or be both fined and imprisoned. Each 
day that the violation continues shall be deemed a separate offense. 

11.02 Action to enforce. In the event the building excise tax is not paid as required, 
the Office of the County Attorney or its designee may institute an action to recover the 
building excise tax and enjoin the use of the property until the building excise tax is paid. 
The person who fails so to pay shall be responsible for the costs of such suit, including 
reasonable attorney’s fees. 

11.03 Lien and enforcement same as County real property taxes. If not paid as required 
by this Ordinance, the building excise tax shall automatically constitute a lien against the 
property being developed and shall be levied, collected, and enforced in the same manner 
as are County real property taxes, and shall have the same priority and bear the same 
interest and penalties as County real property taxes for lien purposes. 

 
12. Annual reports. 

12.01 Reports by the municipal corporations. 

(a) On or before September 30 of each year, each municipal corporation that 
retains revenues under § 9.03 of this Ordinance shall report annually to the Board 
of County Commissioners: 
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(i) The amount of revenues the municipal corporation received 
and the number of single-family and multifamily residential 
units that generated these revenues; 

(ii) The amount of revenues remitted to the Board of County 
Commissioners and the amount retained by the municipal 
corporation; and 

(iii) A detailed accounting of how the revenues that were retained 
by the municipal corporation were distributed among the 
acceptable uses specified in § 9.03(f) of this Ordinance and the 
specific projects for which the revenues were used. 

(b) The report prepared by each municipal corporation shall be based on 
the fiscal year ending on June 30 of the year the report is submitted. 

12.02 Reports by the Director of Finance. The Director of Finance shall prepare and 
submit an annual report on or before November 30 of each year to the Board of County 
Commissioners that shall include the following information for the prior fiscal year: 

(a) The total amount of building excise taxes collected; 

(b) The amount of funds appropriated from the special excise tax fund; 

(c) The amount of funds expended from the special excise tax fund; 

(d) The amount of funds from County sources appropriated for each of the 
categories set forth in § 8 of this Ordinance; and 

(e) The funds remaining in the special excise tax fund. 

12.03 Reports by the Board of County Commissioners. On or before December 31 of 
each year, the Board of County Commissioners shall: 

(a) Report to the members of the Washington County legislative delegation: 

(i) The amount of revenues by school district that the Board of 
County Commissioners received from nonresidential 
building types, residential units, and the number and types of 
units that generated these revenues; and 
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(ii) The manner in which the revenues were distributed among 
the acceptable uses specified in § 8 of this Ordinance and the 
specific projects for which the revenues were used. 

(b) Submit to members of the Washington County legislative delegation the 
report prepared by each municipal corporation under § 12.01 of this Ordinance. 

 

(c) The reports prepared by the Board of County Commissioners shall be 
based on the fiscal year ending on June 30 of the year the reports are submitted. 

 
13. Agricultural land preservation 

13.01 Each fiscal year, the Board of County Commissioners shall encumber at 
least $1,000,000 of local funds for agricultural land preservation. 

 
 
 

 



Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Application for Zoning Map Amendment RZ-22-002 

PRESENTATION DATE: June 28, 2022  

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

RECOMMENDED MOTION: Approval of the partial termination of the Rural Business Zoning 
District (RB) at the subject property. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF: Application is being made to partially terminate an existing Rural Business 
floating zone through a rezoning map amendment.   

DISCUSSION: The applicant JTA Investments, LLC seeks a map amendment for a property located 
at 21036 National Pike.  An existing RB floating zone was established over the parcel in 2014, which 
formerly operated as the Family Recreation Park.  The current proposal seeks to remove 5.64 acres of 
the RB floating zone to enable the applicant to pursue a residential use on this portion of the property. 
Most residential uses are not permitted within an RB Zoning District.   

The factors to be considered in a request to partially terminate an existing RB zoning district are 
specified in Section 5E.8 of the Washington County Zoning Ordinance.  The applicant must provide a 
written request as well as a detailed drawing showing surveyed metes and bounds of the requested 
change so as to determine the remaining limits of the RB floating zone district.  The Board of County 
Commissioners may approve or deny the request without holding a public hearing.   

This item was presented to the Washington County Planning Commission at their regular meeting on 
June 6, 2022.  The members unanimously recommended approval of the proposed map amendment. 

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A 

CONCURRENCES: Washington County Planning Commission 

ALTERNATIVES: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: Staff report, Zoning Exhibit, Request Letter, and Planning 
Commission recommendation, 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: none 

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 

Agenda Report Form 
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June, 2022       Case #:  RZ-22-002 
 

Application for Map Amendment 
Staff Report and Analysis 

 
 
Property Owner(s) :    JTA Investments, LLC 
Applicant(s) : JTA Investments, LLC  
Location                      : 21036 National Pike, Hagerstown 
Election District  :     #16 – Beaver Creek 
Comprehensive Plan 
Designation  :  Agriculture 
Zoning Map  :     64 
Parcel(s) :    P. 32  
Acreage :   19.27 acres (Lot 1 5.64 acres) 
Existing Zoning :    RB – Rural Business 
Requested Zoning :     A(R) – Agricultural, Rural 
Date of Meeting :     June 6, 2022 
 
 

I. Background Information 

a. Location and Description of Subject Properties 

 The proposed rezoning site is located 
at 21036 National Pike where the highway 
intersects with Stottlemeyer Road.  The total 
acreage of the current parcel is 19.27 acres, 
but only 5.64 acres are subject to this 
rezoning request.   

  
 The property is currently a composite 
of past and current land uses.  Most of the 
infrastructure and amenities (mini golf 
course, go kart track, etc.) remain from the 
former Family Recreation Park that occupied 
the property for many years.  The applicant 

has now, however, converted a portion of the parcel to Adkins Automotive auto repair 
shop.    
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 Lot 1, proposed to be subdivided off the main parcel, is currently an undeveloped 
area in the rear of the site that was used a driving range previously.   

 
a. Rural Business Floating Zone Removal Criteria 

 The applicant is requesting a partial termination of the Rural Business (RB) floating 
zone previously applied to the property in 2015 (RZ-14-002).  Section 5E.8 of the Zoning 
Ordinance describes the criteria for the partial removal of the floating zone: 
 
b) Partial Termination   
 
An individual property owner may submit a written request to the Planning Commission to 
remove a portion of the RB floating zone district from their property at any time.  The 
written request must be accompanied by a detailed drawing showing surveyed metes and 
bounds of the requested change so as to determine the limits of the RB floating zone 
district.  The Planning Commission shall review such a request at one of their regular 
meetings and make a recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners.  The Board 
of County Commissioners may then approve or deny the request without a public hearing.  
Should the Board of County Commissioners approve the property owner’s request to 
remove the RB floating district, the land will be restored to its underlying zoning district.  
 
II. Staff Analysis and Conclusion: 

 
 The applicant has met the criteria described above for the partial termination of the 
existing RB through the submission of a Zoning Exhibit prepared by Frederick, Seibert and 
Associates and an accompanying letter, dated May 17, 2022, describing their request.  The 
Exhibit shows the metes and bounds of proposed 5.64 acre Lot 1.  The accompanying letter 
then details the applicant’s intentions to formally subdivide Lot 1 for the purposes of 
constructing a personal residence on the property. 
 
 Most residential uses are not permitted by the current RB Zoning applied to the 
property, including the construction of a single family home.  The partial termination of 
the existing RB district would therefore enable the intended residential use to occur.  The 
applicant would merely need to meet the requirements of the underlying Agricultural Rural 
A(R) zoning already affixed to the property in developing a residential use at this location.   
 
 The requested change would therefore constitute a voluntary downzoning to a less 
intensive land use on roughly 1/3 of the total existing parcel.  Accordingly, this intended 
switch to a less intensive use would be unlikely to negatively impact neighborhood 
character or public infrastructure in the area.   
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Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Travis Allen 
Comprehensive Planner 
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June 8, 2022          RZ-22-002 

APPLICATION FOR MAP AMENDMENT 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION 

 

Property Owner(s) :    JTA Investments, LLC 
Applicant(s) : Same  
Location                      : 21036 National Pike 
Election District  :     #16 – Beaver Creek 
Comprehensive Plan 
Designation  :  Agriculture 
Zoning Map  :     64 
Parcel(s) :    32 
Acreage :   19.27 acres (Lot 1 – 5.64 acres)   
Existing Zoning :    A(R) – Agricultural Rural with Rural Business (RB) floating 

zone 
Requested Zoning :     A(R) – Agricultural Rural 
Date of Meeting :     June 6, 2022 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The Washington County Planning Commission took action at its regular meeting held on Monday, June 6, 
2022 to recommend approval of Map Amendment RZ-22-002 to the Board of County Commissioners.  
The Commission considered the applicant’s request to terminate the Rural Business floating zone on 5.64 
acres of the 19.27-acre parcel in order to build a home next to their business. The Commission 
considered the applicant’s supporting documentation and the Staff Report and Analysis.   
 
Copies of the application packet, justification letter, and Staff Report and Analysis are attached.   
 
        Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
        Jill L. Baker, AICP 

  Director, Washington County  
   Department of Planning & Zoning 

JLB/TAL/dse 
Attachments 
cc: Kirk Downey 
 JTA Investments, LLC 
 
 









 

 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Contract Award (PUR-1553) – Engineering Services Requirements Contract for the 
Department Solid Waste 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022  
 
PRESENTATION BY: Brandi Naugle, CPPB, Buyer and David Mason, P.E., Deputy Director, 
Department of Solid Waste    
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to award a primary requirements contract for the 
Engineering Services for Department Solid Waste to the responsive, responsible proposal with the 
lowest price proposal amount at the specified unit costs and estimated hours (no minimum or 
maximum guaranteed); and, as permitted in the Request for Proposals, a “stand-by list” of 
consultants. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The services under this contract consist of providing engineering support 
by qualified engineering consultant firms to perform engineering services for Solid Wastes 
projects in the six-year Washington County Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) and general operating 
budget and unanticipated emergencies.  The duration of the contract shall be for a period of two 
(2) years, with an option by the County to renew for up to three (3) additional one (1) year periods.  
Under the terms of the contract, other political jurisdictions within the County may utilize the 
services provided as a result of this contract.  This is a requirements contract; therefore, services 
will be utilized on an as-needed basis at the respective hourly unit prices for each discipline with 
no guarantee of a maximum or minimum number of hours. 
 
Project assignments will be issued in two (2) distinct manners through this contract.  Assignments 
with a fee of $50,000 or less will be given to the designated responsive-responsible Consultant 
with the lowest price proposal.  Assignments with fees anticipated to exceed $50,000 will have a 
defined scope of work specified and distributed to those firms deemed most qualified following in 
sequence of the lowest overall price proposal and offered on a stand-by list.  The County intends 
to limit the stand-by list to a maximum of five (5) firms, one of which will be the designated 
responsive-responsible Consultant with the lowest overall price proposal.  Assignment value will 
be determined when the Consultant applies the necessary man-hours and his standard rates to the 
individual assignment. 
 
In order to determine which proposal offered the overall lowest cost to the County for this 
recommended contract award; each proposer submitted hourly rates for various employee 
classifications or positions.  The lowest cost proposal was determined by applying the quoted rates 
to a position matrix that identified an approximate number of hours by position. 
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Notice of the Request for Proposal (RFP)  was advertised (1) on the County’s web site with access 
to downloading the RFP, (2) on the State’s “eMaryland Marketplace” web site, and (3) in the local 
newspaper.  There were thirty-nine (39) downloads of the RFP document from the County’s 
website and six (6) firms were represented at the pre-proposal conference/teleconference.  Three 
(3) firms responded with proposals.  After evaluation of Qualifications & Experience submittals, 
three (3) firms were considered responsive, and their Price Proposals were opened and evaluated 
(see attached Price Proposal Matrix). 
 
The Coordinating Committee was comprised of the following members:  Director of Division of 
Environmental Management (Committee Chairman Designee), Director of Engineering Services, 
Deputy Director of Solid Waste, Deputy Director of Engineering, and the Buyer in the Purchasing 
Department. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are budgeted in various Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) and General 
Operating Budget project accounts for these services. 
 
CONCURRENCES:  Coordinating Committee 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS: N/A 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 
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Open Session Item 

        PUBLIC PACKET - NO ATTACHMENT

SUBJECT:  Contract Award (PUR-1554) - Landfill Monitoring Services - Requirements Contract 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022  

PRESENTATION BY:  Rick Curry, CPPO – Director of Purchasing and David A. Mason, P.E., Deputy 
Director of Environmental Management – Department of Solid Waste 

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Motion to award the contract to the responsive, responsible, proposer 
with the lowest total (annual) proposal amount for providing Landfill Monitoring Services. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The services under this contract consist of providing gas and water 
monitoring services at the five (5) landfill locations for the Department of Solid Waste.  It is a 
requirements contract, utilized on an as-needed basis with no guarantee of minimum or maximum 
number units of services. The duration of the contract is for a period of two (2) years for these services 
with an option by the Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland (the 
“County”) to renew for up to three (3) additional, consecutive one (1) year periods.  Extensions are 
subject to written approval by the County at least sixty (60) calendar days prior to the contract expiration 
date. 

The Request for Proposal (RFP) was advertised in the local newspaper, on the State of Maryland’s web 
site, “eMaryland Marketplace”, and on the County’s web site.  Thirty-seven (37) firms/persons accessed 
the RFP document from the County’s web site, and eight (8) firms were represented at the pre-proposal 
conference/teleconference.  Three (3) proposals were received; three (3) proposals were deemed 
responsive, and their Price Proposals were opened as shown on the attached Price Proposal Matrix.   
The Coordinating Committee was comprised of the following members:  County Director of 
Environmental Management (Chairman Designee), County Director of Purchasing, County 
Deputy Director of Environmental Management - Solid Waste, Superintendent of Landfill 
Operations and Recycling Coordinator/Operations Supervisor. 

DISCUSSION:  N/A  

FISCAL IMPACT:  Funds are budgeted in the department’s operating budget for these services. 

CONCURRENCES:  Coordinating Committee  

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A  

ATTACHMENTS:  N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

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

       PUBLIC PACKET - NO ATTACHMENT

SUBJECT:  Contract Award (PUR-1547) – Division of Environmental Management - 
Engineering Services Requirements Contract 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 

PRESENTATION BY:  Rick Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing and Mark Bradshaw, P.E., 
Division Director, Environmental Management   

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to award a primary requirements contract for the Division 
of Environmental Management - Engineering Services for the responsive, responsible 
proposal with the lowest price proposal amount at the specified unit costs and estimated hours (no 
minimum or maximum guaranteed); and, as permitted in the Request for Proposals, a “stand-
by list” of consultants. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The services under this contract consist of providing engineering 
support by qualified engineering consultant firms to perform engineering services for DEM 
projects in the six-year Washington County Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) and general 
operating budget and unanticipated emergencies.  The duration of the contract shall be for a 
period of two (2) years, with an option by the County to renew for up to three (3) additional one 
(1) year periods.  Under the terms of the contract, other political jurisdictions within the 
County may utilize the services provided as a result of this contract.  This is a requirements 
contract; therefore, services will be utilized on an as-needed basis at the respective hourly 
unit prices for each discipline with no guarantee of a maximum or minimum number of hours. 

Project assignments will be issued in two (2) distinct manners through this contract.  
Assignments with a fee of $50,000 or less will be given to the designated responsive-
responsible Consultant with the lowest price proposal.  Assignments with fees anticipated to 
exceed $50,000 will have a defined scope of work specified and distributed to those firms 
deemed most qualified following in sequence of the lowest overall price proposal and offered on 
a stand-by list.  The County intends to limit the stand-by list to a maximum of five (5) firms, 
one of which will be the designated responsive-responsible Consultant with the lowest overall 
price proposal.  Assignment value will be determined when the Consultant applies the necessary 
man-hours and his standard rates to the individual assignment. 

In order to determine which proposal offered the overall lowest cost to the County for 
this recommended contract award; each proposer submitted hourly rates for various 
employee classifications or positions.  The lowest cost proposal was determined by applying the 
quoted rates to a position matrix that identified an approximate number of hours by position. 

Notice of the RFP was advertised (1) on the County’s web site with access to downloading the 
RFP, (2) on the State’s “eMaryland Marketplace” web site, and (3) in the local newspaper.  
There 
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were one hundred fifty (150) downloads of the RFP document from the County’s website and 
eighteen (18) firms were represented at the pre-proposal conference/teleconference.  Six (6) firms 
responded with proposals.  After evaluation of Qualifications & Experience submittals, Six (6) 
firms were considered responsive, and their Price Proposals were opened and evaluated (see 
attached Price Proposal Matrix). 

The Coordinating Committee was comprised of the following members:  Director of Division of 
Environmental Management (Committee Chairman Designee), Director of Engineering Services, 
Deputy Director of Solid Waste, Deputy Director of Engineering, and the Director of Purchasing. 

FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are budgeted in various Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) and General 
Operating Budget project accounts for these services. 

CONCURRENCES:  Coordinating Committee 

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Intergovernmental Cooperative Purchase (INTG-22-0089) - Two (2) New 2023 Compact 
Vehicles 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022  
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Rick F. Curry, Director of Purchasing and Mark Bradshaw, P.E., Division 
Director, Environmental Management (DEM) 

RECOMMENDATION:  To authorize the purchase by Resolution, for the Division of Environmental 
Management to purchase two (2) new 2022 Chevrolet Colorado pickups in the amount of $26,423 each, 
total cost of $52,846 from Sport Chevrolet Co., Inc., of Silver Spring, MD and to utilizing another 
jurisdiction’s contract that was awarded by the State of Maryland (Contract #001B600427).  
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  DEM is requesting to purchase two (2) compact vehicles to replace two (2) 
vehicles that exceed the County’s Vehicle and Equipment Types and Usage Guidelines.  The County 
initiated the Vehicle and Equipment Types and Usage Guidelines in 2001. The County’s replacement 
guidelines for vehicles less than 19,500 lbs. GVWR is recommended at a ten (10) year economic life 
cycle. The replaced trucks were sold on GovDeals.com.  
 
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. If the Board of County Commissioners determines that 
participation by Washington County would result in cost benefits or administrative efficiencies, it could 
approve the procurement of the equipment in accordance with the Public Local Laws referenced above 
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 equipment 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 
these vehicles by utilizing the State of Maryland contract and eliminating our county’s bid process 
would result in an administrative and cost savings for the Division of Emergency Services and 
Purchasing Department in preparing specifications 
 
DISCUSSION:  N/A 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are budgeted in the Department of Water Quality’s Capital Improvement 
Plan (CIP) account 37-40010-VEH. 

CONCURRENCES: N/A 

ALTERNATIVES: N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: Sport Chevrolet Co., Inc. quote dated June 6, 2022  
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Tony Rhodes 
Sport Chevrolet Co Inc 

          3101 Automobile Blvd 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 
240-560-5375 
301-674-8206 Cell 

 
 
John Swauger         06/07/2022 
Washington County 
 
 
 
State of Maryland  BPO 001B1600427 
Type 5-1 Compact Pickup Truck 4WD 
 
Base:      $25488.00 
Convenience Group:    $530.00 
Includes: Cruise Control, Remote Keyless 
Entry, Theft Deterrent System, Locking  
Tailgate and EZ Lift Tailgate      
2 Extra Keys:     $165.00 
Rear Seat:     $240.00 
 
Total:      $26423.00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Tony  Rhodes 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Sole Source Procurement Award (PUR-1561) - Family Centered Support Services in 
Washington County, Maryland 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Rick F. Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing and Rachael Souders, 
Senior Grant Manager, Office of Grant Management 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to award a Sole Source procurement to the Washington 
County Department of Social Services in the amount of $88,800 for Operating expenses of the 
Family Center operated by the Washington County Department of Social Services (WCDSS) 
contingent upon contract approval and the subsequent funding award from the Maryland 
Governor’s Office of Crime Prevention, Youth, and Victim Services and was approved by the 
Washington County Local Management Board at its meeting on March 18, 2022.   
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The purpose of the service to be provided is to fulfill the requirements 
contained in a Community Partnership Agreement to be entered into and dated on or about July 1, 
2022, by and between the Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland and 
the State of Maryland acting through the Sub-Cabinet for Children, Youth and Families which, in 
turn, is acting through the Washington County Office of Grant Management (OGM). The contract 
is for a one-year period commencing July 1, 2022 and ending June 30, 2023. It is the intent of the 
Local Management Board supported by the contract with the Governor’s Office of Crime 
Prevention, Youth, and Victim Services to support the operations of the Family Center to provide 
Family Centered Support Services which is operated by the Washington County Department of 
Social Services.  

DISCUSSION:  The OGM wishes to apply Section 1-106.2(a)(1) of the Code of Local Public 
Laws of Washington County, Maryland, to the procurement requested.  This section states that 
sole source procurements are authorized and permissible when: (1) Only one source exists that 
meets the County’s requirements. 

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.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  The total funding allocated is $88,800.  No county funds are being requested. 
 
CONCURRENCES:  The Local Management Board recommends this award. 
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ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  ”Scope of Work” excerpt from the Request for Proposal  
 
AUDIO/VISUAL TO BE USED:  N/A 
  



Family Centered Support Services 
Washington County Family Center / Washington County Department of Social Services 

Scope of Work for services provided July 1, 2022 thru June 30, 2023 
 
 
 
The purpose of this contract is to support additional personnel at the Washington County 

Family Center (“WCFC”) in order to provide all the services of the WCFC to 
additional at-risk parents and their children.  The WCFC in collaboration with the 
Washington County Board of Education and Hagerstown Community College 
provides on-site childcare for young children (generally up to age 4) of parents 
who are enrolled in classes at the WCFC to complete their high school diploma, 
General Equivalency Diploma, or Maryland External Diploma.  Programs at the 
WCFC include education on parenting and life skills provided through the 
National Nurturing Program curriculum, home visiting services, transportation, 
and case management services.  The WCFC offers childcare within its facility while 
parents attend classes.  Childcare is a critical service component of the WCFC and 
its availability often determines how many program participants can be enrolled 
in educational classes and other services. 

 
The WCFC childcare staff who are supported by funds under this Contract shall receive 

training as required by the WCFC and the State of Maryland childcare regulations.  
Childcare staff shall also implement the Ages and Stages Questionnaire 
assessment tool at the required intervals with the parents of each child served.  
Children with suspected developmental delays shall be referred for early 
intervention services as appropriate. 

 
The target population for this program is parents of young children who do not have a 

high school diploma and pregnant or parenting teens at risk for dropping out of 
high school.  In addition, newborns to four-year-old children shall receive 
developmentally appropriate childcare and developmental screenings. 

 
 



 

 
 
 

Open Session Item 
 
SUBJECT:  Sole Source Contract Award (PUR-1562) – Provision of Healthy Families Home 
Visiting Services in Washington County, Maryland 
 
PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 
 
PRESENTATION BY:  Rick F. Curry, CPPO, Director of Purchasing and Rachael Souders, 
Senior Grant Manager for the Office of Grant Management (OGM) 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to award a Sole Source contract to the Washington County 
Health Department in the amount of $271,386 for Operating expenses of the Healthy Families 
Home Visiting Program operated by the Washington County Health Department (WCHD); 
contingent upon contract approval and the subsequent funding award from the Maryland State 
Department of Education (MSDE) and was approved by the Washington County Local 
Management Board at its meeting on May 20, 2022. 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  The Healthy Families Home Visiting Program is a comprehensive 
program modeled after a nationally renowned initiative. The goals of the program are to prevent 
child maltreatment through early intervention, promote healthy growth, development and 
strengthening the parent-child relationship. It is the intent of the Local Management Board 
supported by the contract with the Maryland State Dept of Education to support the operations of 
the Program to provide Home Visiting Services which is operated by the Washington County 
Health Department. 

The contract is for a one (1) year period tentatively commencing July 1, 2022 and ending June 30, 
2023. It is the intent of the Local Management Board supported by the contract with the Governor’s 
Office of Crime Prevention, Youth, and Victim Services to support the operations of the Family 
Center to provide Family Centered Support Services which is operated by the Washington County 
Health Department. 
 
DISCUSSION:  The OGM wishes to apply Section 1-106.2(a)(1) of the Code of Local Public 
Laws of Washington County, Maryland, to the procurement requested.  This section states that 
sole source procurements are authorized and permissible when: (1) Only one source exists that 
meets the County’s requirements. 

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.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  The Washington County Office of Grant Management, on behalf of the Local 
Management Board, is receiving $271,386.00 in funding from the Maryland State Department of 
Education, Division of Special Education/Early Intervention Services in fiscal year 2023 for the 
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provision of Home Visiting/Healthy Families Services.  No county funds are associated with this 
award.   
 
CONCURRENCES:  N/A 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  “Scope of Work” excerpt from the Request for Proposal 
 
AUDIO/VISUAL TO BE USED:  N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

SCOPE OF WORK  
 

A. Overview of the Healthy Families Home Visiting Model Program 
1. Healthy Families (HF) is a national model program designed to help 

expectant and new parents get their children off to a healthy start.  HF 
programs offer voluntary and free home visiting services to parents facing 
multiple challenges (e.g. elements that would add stressors to any home: 
single parent status, low income, substance abuse problems, victim of abuse 
or domestic violence, teen parenting, etc.) so that they have the support they 
need to better care for their children. 

 
2. The goals of the program are: 

• To promote positive parenting 
• To enhance child health and development 
• To prevent child abuse and neglect 

 
3. Healthy Families is built on a set of 12 research-based Critical Elements 

that provide a benchmark in which quality is measured.  For additional 
information on the HFA Critical Elements, see 
www.healthyfamiliesamerica.org. 

 
4. Staffing is a critical component of all HF programs, which places a high 

priority on recruiting highly qualified staff who not only have direct service 
experience, but who also have strong interpersonal and communication 
skills and a willingness to work with families from culturally diverse 
backgrounds.  Historically, HF staff often possess college degrees or have 
attended some college courses. 

 
5. The HF program model has a strong emphasis on training in order to ensure 

delivery of quality services. HF program staff must complete the required 
trainings of the program model including:  

 
Primary Training – establishes a framework for understanding the program and 

instructs staff in their specific roles as Family Assessment Workers 
(FAWs), Family Support Workers (FSWs), Supervisors and Program 
Managers. 

 
Wraparound Training - complements primary training and covers the details of 

parent education and information on topics relevant to the needs of families 
in a specific community.  HF program sites typically reach out to members 
of their own communities to fulfill these training needs. 

 
Prenatal Training - gives service providers strategies for supporting families 

during the prenatal period.  Based upon best practice standards, with a 
special focus on the psycho-social issues facing expectant parents, home 
visitors will learn how to help parents enhance prenatal bonding, stimulate 
brain development and reduce stress, thereby increasing healthy mother and 
baby birth outcomes. 

 

http://www.healthyfamiliesamerica.org/


 

6. Some of the core HF services provided include: 
 

a. Ensuring families have a medical provider 
 

b. Sharing information on children’s developmental processes 
 
c. Assisting families in identifying their baby’s needs and obtaining 

certain resources 
 
d. Supporting families in the home while they respond to their child’s 

and their own needs 
 
e. Sharing ideas on caring for babies, toddlers, and young children 

 
f. Linking families with other resources in the community for 

assistance with job placement, identification of day care providers, 
etc. 

 
g. Assisting families in following up with recommended immunization 

schedules and other medical concerns 
 
h. Helping families feel more empowered and in turn more likely to 

take action when needed 
 

7. Healthy Families programs have an assessment process where all families 
within the target population are systematically assessed by a trained staff 
member, either prenatally or within two weeks of the birth of a child.  
Programs typically work with hospitals, clinics, and other community 
agencies that serve pregnant women and/or new parents to provide 
assessment services.  Assessments enable staff to identify family needs and 
refer them to supportive services. 

 
8. The Healthy Families program in Washington County must obtain or 

maintain their Credentialed Status from Prevent Child Abuse America. 
 

9. The Healthy Families’ contractor must maintain program process and 
outcomes data in the most recent PIMS software available from Prevent 
Child Abuse America/Healthy Families America.  The following outcome 
data measures are the minimum targets expected of the selected Contractor. 

 
a. 90% of families who enroll during 1st or 2nd trimester will have a 

child weighing 2500 grams or greater at birth  
 
b. 90% of all target children will be current with immunizations 

through age 2 as recommended by AAP 
 
c. 100% of target children will be screened for developmental delays 

at a minimum of semi-annually through age 2 and annually 
thereafter 



 

 
d. 90% of children will be developing on target 
 
e. 100% of children with suspected developmental delay will be 

referred to MITP or Child Find 
f. 95% of families will access information and activities designed to 

promote positive parent-child interaction and child development 
skills 

 
g. 95% of families will access information and activities designed to 

promote positive health and safety practices  
 

These measures may be revised at the discretion of the OGM and the 
MSDE. 

 
B. Parameters of the Award of Funds 

 
1. The award of funds for Healthy Families Home Visiting Services will begin 

on July 1, 2022 and end June 30, 2023 with an option by the OGM to renew 
the awarded Contractor for up to two (2) consecutive one-year periods 
through fiscal year 2016.   

 
2. Renewal of this contract is at the discretion of the OGM and LMB acting 

on behalf of the BCC and is contingent upon the following:  1) the continual 
award of funds from MSDE, 2) the performance of the contractor and 3) the 
goals/outcomes desired from MSDE. 

 

III. POPULATION SERVED 
 
HF programs offer home visiting services to parents facing multiple stressors including 
single parenting, low-income families, families with substance abuse problems, victims of 
abuse or domestic violence, etc.  Due to funding limitations, programs should narrow their 
target population to a particular geographic region, or a specific group based upon 
economic or other relevant risk factors.   

 
 

 

 



 

 

Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Emergency Rental Assistance Program (ERAP) Additional Funding 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 

PRESENTATION BY:  Rachel Souders, Senior Grant Manager, Office of Grant Management; 
and George Newman III, President and CEO, Washington County Community Action Council 

RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve acceptance of additional ERAP Funding 
from the Department of Housing & Community Development. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF:  Since May 2021, Washington County has been awarded $17,238,588 
from the Department of Housing and Community Development (DHCD) under the Emergency 
Rental Assistance Program (ERAP). Due to additional Program funds becoming available for 
allocation and demonstrated need in our county, the DHCD plans to award Washington County 
an additional $4 million. This is expected to be the final distribution of ERAP funding, and 
brings our County total to $21,238,588.  

DISCUSSION:  The DHCD grants ERAP funding to Washington County in order to ensure 
housing stability for families and individuals at risk of and currently experiencing homelessness 
due to the Covid-19 pandemic. This additional funding will allow our subrecipient, the 
Washington County Community Action Council (WCCAC), to continue aiding members in our 
community who are still suffering from the effects of the pandemic. As this is the final allocation 
of ERAP funding, the WCCAC is guiding residents towards self-sufficient housing stability.  

If accepted, our existing grant agreement will be amended, so a subsequent grant application will 
not be required. In addition, the Subrecipient agreement with WCCAC would be amended to 
reflect the increased funding.  

FISCAL IMPACT:  Will provide $4,000,000 in additional funding for the WCCAC to 
distribute to Washington County residents in need of assistance to pay their rent and/or utilities 
as a result of the Covid-19 pandemic. 

CONCURRENCES:  Susan Buchanan, Director, Office of Grant Management 

ALTERNATIVES:  Deny request to accept funding.  

ATTACHMENTS:  N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

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

SUBJECT:  Police Accountability, Community, and Transparency Grant Program – Approval to 
Submit Application and Accept Awarded Funding 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 
 
PRESENTATION BY: Cody Miller, Quartermaster/Grants Manager, Washington County 
Sheriff’s Office and Rachel Souders, Sr. Grant Manager, Office of Grant Management  
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION:  Move to approve the submission of the grant application for the 
FY23 Police Accountability, Community, and Transparency Grant Program to the Governor’s 
Office of Crime Prevention, Youth, and Victim Services in the amount of $67,500 and accept 
funding as awarded. 
 
REPORT-IN-BRIEF: The Washington County Sheriff's Office FY 2023 Police Accountability, 
Community, and Transparency grant program provides virtual reality simulators for law 
enforcement training; which prepares law enforcement officers for real-life incidents so they, and 
the communities they serve, remain safe. The Sheriff's Office is requesting $67,500 in funding to 
provide law enforcement within Washington County with training solutions that are capable of 
replicating the conditions necessary for officers to master the extremely specific psycho-
physiological response needed for effective policing.   
 
DISCUSSION: The Office of Grant Management has reviewed the grant funding guidelines. 
Matching funds or in-kind support is not required for this program.  
    
FISCAL IMPACT: If awarded, the Sheriff’s Office will be able to purchase training equipment 
that may not have fit into the department’s budget. 
 
CONCURRENCES:  Susan Buchanan, Director, Office of Grant Management 

ALTERNATIVES:  Deny approval for submission of this request   

ATTACHMENTS:  N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  N/A 

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

SUBJECT:  Housing Authority of Washington County, MD – Cooperation Agreement 

PRESENTATION DATE:  June 28, 2022 

PRESENTATION BY:  Kirk C. Downey, County Attorney 

RECOMMENDED MOTION: I move to dissolve the Cooperation Agreement dated March 
17, 1981, between the Housing Authority of Washington County, Maryland and Board of County 
Commissioners of Washington County. 

REPORT-IN-BRIEF: The Housing Authority has requested dissolution of the 
Cooperation Agreement. 

DISCUSSION:  In 1981, the Housing Authority and the Board of County 
Commissioners entered into a Cooperation Agreement which, among other things, provides for 
payments in lieu of taxes for certain real and personal property that is subject to the agreement. 
Since 1981, many circumstances have changed which obviate the need for the Cooperation 
Agreement. The most-important change is that the Housing Authority’s properties that are 
subject to the Agreement have been classified as exempt by the State Department of Assessments 
and Taxation. Therefore, the Housing Authority has requested dissolution of the Cooperation 
Agreement and discontinuance of the payment in lieu of taxes. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Loss of PILOT payments 

CONCURRENCES:  Treasurer 

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 

ATTACHMENTS:  Correspondence; Cooperation Agreement; proposed Dissolution 
Agreement 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS: N/A 
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Open Session Item 

SUBJECT:  Agriculture – Faces of Farming Presentation  

PRESENTATION DATE:  Tuesday, June 28, 2022 

PRESENTATION BY:  Susan Grimes, Director, Department of Business Development  

RECOMMENDED MOTION: N/A  

REPORT-IN-BRIEF: “Faces of Farming” is an agricultural-focused video marketing campaign that 

will showcase two local Washington County farms every month, for one year. The “Faces of Farming” 

marketing videos will be showcased on the County’s website, as well as Facebook and other social 

media platforms, and will target a new industry and highlight a local farmer from that specific 

agricultural industry. 

DISCUSSION: Washington County’s agricultural business represents the backbone of the County’s 

landscape. With over 900 operating family farms and $153,725,000 in market value of products sold, 

agriculture is the largest economic driver in Washington County. The “Faces of Farming” marketing 

campaign will aim to educate residents in Washington County, along with the surrounding States and 

Counties, about the economic impact of the Ag industry. Additionally, these videos will be used for 

agricultural education to numerous streams around Washington County, such as, 4-H and FFA (Future 

Farmers of America) meetings, Ag Expo and Fair, and they will be available on the Washington County 

Ag App and website.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  N/A 

CONCURRENCES:  N/A 

ALTERNATIVES:  N/A 

ATTACHMENTS: N/A 

AUDIO/VISUAL NEEDS:  Yes - Faces of Farming Videos: Shenandoah Jerseys of Boonsboro.    

Board of County Commissioners of Washington County, Maryland 
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