AGENDA
JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMISSION
THURSDAY, APRIL 14, 2011
9:30 A.M.

County Commission Meeting Room
located at the Old Charles Town Library
200 E. Washington Sireet, Charles Town, WV

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

APPROVAL OF PURCHASE ORDERS

APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

PUBLIC COMMENT

PRESENTATIONS:

1. 10:00 a.m. Public Hearing - Proposed Amendment to the 2008 Subdivision and
Land Development Regulations (as Amended 2010)

2. 10:30 a.m. Break

3. 10:45 a.m. Stephanie Grove, Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
- Legal Update

4, 11:00 a.m. Decision - Amend the County Zoning Map to consider Urban Growth
Boundary for Harpers Ferry and Bolivar - Discussion/Action

5, 11:15 a.m. Patricia Sanderson, Shenandoah Professional Center, LLC
- Request for Zoning Map Amendment to proceed directly to a County
Commission Public Hearing and waive all additional re-application
fees - Discussion/Action

6. 11:30 a.m. Jennifer Brockman, Director of Planning and Zoning
- Land Development Fees - 10% fee increase - Discussion/Action
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7. 11:45 a.m. Roger Goodwin, Chief County Engineer
- Partial release of the Construction Bond security for Suzanne L. Walls
- Walls Nursery (File #504-16) - Discussion/Action

8. 12:00 p.m. Lunch Break

NEW BUSINESS:
9. Legislative Update
10,  Approval of employment - Matthew Armel as Deputy Sheriff - Discussion/Action

14.  Bill Polk, Maintenance Director, Purchasing of Vehicles

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:
12. Discuss Electronic Recycling Grant - Solid Waste Authority

13. Appointment to the Jefferson County Development Authority - 1 three year term
ending April 5, 2014 - Shepherdstown Municipal Representative - Discussion/Action

AFTERNOON SESSION
14. 1:30 p.m. Jennifer Brockman, Director of Planning and Zoning and Bob Gordon,
HEPMPO

- US 340 Plan discussion and funding - Discussion/Action

15. 2:00 p.m. Adjourn

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR REPORTS

COUNTY COMMISSION REPORTS

CORRESPONDENCE:

Community Bulletin received from the Harpers Ferry National Historical Park for April 2011.
Letter received from James Kelsh, Esq. regarding Tolling Agreements with Developers.

Letter received from Comcast with rate changes.
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Memorandum from Roger Goodwin enclosing the construction bond and security for the
Waterside Reserve Subdivision.

Letter of resighation from Matthew Harris of the E911 Advisory Board.

Notice of Special Session of the County Commission of Jefferson County to Lay the Levy -
April 19, 2011 at 10:00 a.m.

Notice of Cancellation of the April 21, 2011 Jefferson County Commiission Meeting,.

Notice of Jefferson County Commission Council of Governments Roundtable Meeting - April
27,2011 at 5:00 p.m.

Memorandum received from Denise Lambiotte, Animal Control Supervisor, regarding low
cost rabies clinic on Saturday, April 30, 2011.

Memorandum received from Denise Lambiotte, Animal Control Supervisor, regarding Mrs.
Lee Paulson and her adopted dog “Dooley” aka Valentino.

Email received from Mark Bartlet, President of the AbleGamers Foundation re: Game
Accessibility Arcade to be held at Shepherd University on April 16, 2011.

Weekly settlement reports for the Charles Town Races received from the West Virginia
Lottery.

Board Minutes for March 1, 2011 received from Jefferson County Public Service District.

Notice of Public Hearing of the County Commission of Jefferson County on May 12, 2011 at
7:00 p.m. for Proposed Updated Fee Schedules.

Recelved County Commissioners’ Association of West Virginia notice of Spring Board &
Legislative Committee meeting scheduled for May 15-16, 2011.

At all times the County Commission reserves the right to rearrange agenda times because
of time constraints and to accommodate the Commission schedule or the public,
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Minutes
Jefferson County Commission

Thursday, April 7,2011

A meeting of the Jefferson County Commission was held on Thursday, April 7, 2011 at the Old Charles
Town Library meeting room located at 200 E. Washington Street, Charles Town, WV 25414, Present
were Commissioners Patsy Noland, Dale Manuel, Frances Morgan, Lyn Widmyer and Walt Pellish; Tim
Boyde, County Administrator, Debbie Stellato, Administrative Assistant and Jimmy Eddie, Bailiff. (An
audio tape of this April 7, 2011 meeting is available through the Jefferson County Commission Office.}

The meeting was called to order at 9:30 a.m. by Commissioner Noland.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Commissioner Morgan led the Pledge of Allegiance. Ms. Morgan reminded the Commission that one
year had passed since the tragedy at the Upper Big Branch Mine and the Commissioners observed a
moment of silence in remembrance of the miners who lost their lives.

APPROVAIL OF MINUTES

Motion by Ms. Widmyer to approve the Minutes of the March 31, 2011 regular meeting of the Jefferson
County Commission as amended. Motion seconded by Ms. Morgan and unanimously approved.

APPROVAL OF PURCHASE ORDERS

Motion by Ms. Morgan to approve Purchase Orders in the amount of $13,221.38, being purchase order numbers:
48516, 49344, 49345, 49489, 49375, 48108, 48384, 49484, 49488, 49296, 49490, 49486, 49398 and 49397, Motion
seconded by Mr. Manuel and unanimously approved.

APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

Motion by Mr. Manuel to approve the accounts payable in the amount of $561,733.71. Meotion seconded by Ms.
Morgan and unanimously approved.

PUBLIC COMMENT

James G. Gibson, a resident of Jefferson County, attended the US 340 Corridor — East Gateway Plan Kickoff Meeting
and became concerned with several issues. He shared these concerns with the Commission.

NEW BUSINESS:

Legislative Update:

Ms. Noland reported that the Governor signed the Chesapeake Bay Bill (SB245).



Mr. Manuel commended Senator Unger’s work in connection with redistricting and his suggestion that the proces:
should involve the citizens as well as the legislators.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

Appointment to the Jefferson County Development Authority by a Shepherdstown Municipal Representative
Mr. Boyde advised the Commission that he has received nothing from the Corporation of Shepherdstown. The
Commission directed that this item be removed from the Agenda and rescheduled when the Commission receive:
communication from Shepherdstown officials.

PRESENTATIONS:

1. Peter Fricke, Chairman of the Jefferson County Farmland Protection Board, requested that the
Commission convert their previously approved loan to the Farmland Protection Board in the amount
of $335,000.00 to a grant in order to comply with the State Auditor’s recommendation.

Motion by Ms. Morgan to convert the previously approved loan of $335,000.00 from the
Jefferson County Commission to the Jefferson County Farmland Protection Board to a grant in
accordance with the State Auditor’s recommendation. Ms. Widmyer seconded the motion.
The motion failed 3 to 2 with Ms. Noland, Mr. Manual and Mr. Pellish voting “no” and Ms.
Widmyer and Ms. Morgan voting “yes.”

2. Request by attorney James Kelsh for response to his letter regarding utility consolidation.
Following discussion, the Commissioners directed Mr. Boyde to respond to Mr. Kelsh and advise him

that the Commission is reviewing storm water management ordinances and is not prepared to act on
his recommendation at this time.

PRESENTATIONS continued:

3. Stephanie Grove, Assistant Prosecuting Attorney updated the Commission on pending legal
matters.

The Conimission took a 5-minute break at 10:30 a.m.
The Commission reconvened at 11:00 a.m.

4, Ttem No. 6 on the Agenda. Mr. Boyde informed the Commission that although officials from the
Solid Waste Authority had been invited to attend the Commission meeting no one from the Authority
was present. The Commission directed this item be placed on the Agenda on a date when an official
from the Solid Waste Authority would be present.

NEW BUSINESS CONTINUED:

5. Motion by Mr. Manuel to amend the requirement that the Emergency Services Agency use the
$75,000.00 earmarked for a training officer in next year’s budget and replace same with language
allowing the Emergency Services Agency to decide on which of the two and a half positions in the
Strategic Plan they wish to fund. Motion seconded by Mr. Pellish and unanimously approved.



6. Request to revisit policy and adopt a Resolution regarding Appropriate Interface with County
Commissioners, County Employees and Volunteers was discussed. The Commission directed that
Mr. Boyde revise the policy and submit the revised policy to the Commission for review and
discussion.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR REPORTS:

- Mr. Boyde reported that during P-Card training it was made clear that the card could not be
used to pay for employee meals. A change in the P-Card policy was made and “per diem pay”
will most likely be instituted in accordance with GSA rates.

- He advised the Commission that an independent appraisal had been done on the McDaniel
property on behalf of the County.

- He advised the Commission that the two policies he is working on, Conflict of Interest and
Paid Accruals for Vacation, Holidays, Extended Sick Leave, will be submitted to the
Commission by the end of the month. The paid accruals draft policy has been reviewed by
elected officials and department heads and numerous revisions have been made. The draft
submitted will be red-lined so the Commission can review the changes that have been made.

Ms. Widmyer had several questions for Mr. Boyde:

- She inquired as to the status of the scheduling of public hearings on impact fees. Mr. Boyde
will submit a schedule to the Commission.

- She inquired if any roundtable discussions with the Development Authority had been
scheduled to discuss how the Commission and the Development Authority can mutually work
together.

- She inquired again about a Capital Improvements Plan and requested that Mr. Boyde put
together an outline of a plan to be submitted to the Commissioners for review.

Mr. Manuel asked Mr. Boyde when he would have a draft plan restructuring the county
government for the Commission.

M. Boyde has been tasked with many time-consuming projects and Ms. Widmyer suggested
that he provide the Commission with a fong-term plan for the completion of these projects and
proposed dates of submission of each project to the Commission.

COUNTY COMMISSIONER REPORTS:

Commissioner Morgan had nothing to report this week.
Commissioner Pellish:

- Reported that he attended the dedication of “Terry Marcus Way” at the Business Park.

- He attended the bill signing (SB245) and luncheon with Governor Tomblin at the Bavarian
Inn.

- As a private citizen, he attended Professional Communications Day at Shepherd University.

Commissioner Widmyer:
- Reported that she attended the bill signing (SB245) and luncheon with Governor Tomblin at

the Bavarian Inn,
- As acitizen, she attended the Solid Waste Authority meeting.



- She reported that she has been speaking with Senator Unger regarding the widening of Rt. 340
to the Clarke County line.

Commissicner Manuel:

- Reported that he attended an Eastern Panhandle Transportation meeting.
- Attended an Affordable Housing meeting.

Commissioner Noland:

- Reported that she attended a Public Service District meeting.

- Attended a Court House Committee meeting.

- Attended the bill signing (SB245) and luncheon with Governor Tomblin at the Bavarian Inn.
- Attended an Affordable Housing meeting.

There being no further business, Ms. Morgan moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded
by Mr. Pellish and unanimously approved.

Upon rising at 11:50 a.m., the meeting was recessed until Thursday, April 14, 2011 at 9:30 o’clock a.m.

PATSY A. NOLAND, PRESIDENT



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
COUNTY COMMISSION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE 2008 SUBDIVISION AND LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS (AS AMENDED 2010)

The County Commission of Jefferson County will hold a Public Hearing
on Thursday, April 14, 2011, at 10:00 a.m. in the Old Charles Town Library
Meeting Room on the ground floor of the Library, 200 East Washington
Street, Charles Town, WV 25414,

The purpose of the hearing is for public input for the proposed text
amendment for Section 20.203 and Definition of Major Site Plan and Minor
Site Plan of the Jefferson County Subdivision Regulations.

ByIOrder of The County
Commission of Jefferson County
Patricia A. Noland, President




JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA

Departments of Planning & Zoning

116 East Washington Street, 2" Floor
P.O. Box 338
Charles Town, West Virginia 25414

Phone: (304) 728-3228

Email: planningdepartment@jeffersoncountywv.org Fax: {304) 728-8126
MEMORANDUM

TO: Jefferson County Commission

FROM: Jennifer M. Brockman, AICP, Director, Planning and Zoning

DATE: April 14, 2011

SUBJECT: Proposed Subdivision Amendment for the Minor Site Plan Process in Business or

Industrial Parks
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On March 8, 2011, the Jefferson County Planning Commission held a Public Hearing and voted
to unanimously recommend the following text amendment to the Jefferson County Subdivision
and Land Development Regulations. There were minor edits that were made at the Planning
Commission Public Hearing and the version noted below is the version that was forwarded to
the County Commission at your March 17, 2011 meeting.

When the agenda item was posted for the April 14, 2011 Public Hearing, an older version of the
proposed text amendment was inadvertently posted to the website. The correct version
forwarded to you by the Planning Commission is the version included below.

Shown below are the sections from the Subdivision and Land Development Regulations with
the proposed text amendments shown in red bold print that is underlined.

Sec. 20.203 Minor Site Development

Minor Site Developments are those proposals that do not require the development of new
infrastructure

or the extension of existing off-tract infrastructure and where there is no subdivision into
separate lots. -

If the development requires easements for drainage or other purposes, private roads, or
parking, and

access to public roads is involved that serve one or more land uses, it is a site development.
Minor site

development proposes one or more of the following: (1) Building(s), both new and additions to
existing,

where all structures located on the parcel total less than 5,000 square feet gross floor area
(GFA) on any

site; (2) Buildingis), both new and additions to existing, regardless of size, when located ina
business and/or industrial park on a lot within an approved major non-residential subdivision
with master planned roads and stormwater: {2} {3) Addition(s) to existing development of less




than ten percent of existing GFA or additions less than 10,000 square feet GFA, whichever is
less; or {33} {4) apartment or multi-family development of eight or less dwelling units.

Minor Site Plan. A plan that follows the minor site development process and that will not
require the

development of new infrastructure or the extension of existing off-tract infrastructure, that
proposes ane

or more of the foliowing:

A. Building(s), both new and additions to existing, where all structures located on the parcel
total

less than 5,000 square feet Gross Floor Area {GFA) on any site.

B. Buiiding({s), both new and additions to existing, regardiess of size, when located in a
business and/or industrial park on a lot within an soproved major subdivision with master
planned roads and stormwater:

€. B- Addition(s) to existing development of less than ten percent of existing GFA or additions
less than 10,000 square feet GFA, whichever is less.

B, G Apartment or multi-family development of eight or less dwelling units.

Minor Site Plans do not include the design, erection or addition to detached single family
dwelling units when only one dwelling unit is located on an established lot.

Site Plan, Minor. A plan that follows the minor site development process and that will not
require the

development of new infrastructure or the extension of existing off-tract infrastructure, that
proposes one

or more of the following:

A. Building(s), both new and.additions to existing, where all structures located on the
parcel total less than 5,000 square feet Gross Floor Area (GFA) on any site.

8. Buildinzls}, both new and additions to existing, regardless of size, when located ina
business and/or industrizl park on_a lot within an approved major subdivision with master
planned roads and stoermwater;

€., B-Addition(s) to existing development of less than ten percent of existing GFA or additions
less than 10,000 square feet GFA, whichever is less.

D. G-Apariment or multi-family development of eight or less dwelling units.

Minor Site Plans do not include the design, erection or addition to detached single family
dwelling units when only one dwelling unit is located on an established lot.



Major Site Plan. A plan that follows the major site development process and proposes one or
more of
the following:

A. A new public or private street or dedication to public use of an existing street;

B. Building{s), both new and additions tc existing, where all structures located an the parcel
total

5,000 sguare feet or more of GFA on any site; except building(s), both new and additions to
existing, regardless of size, when located in 3 business and/or industrial park on a lot within
an approved major subdivision with master planned roads and stormwater;

C. Addition(s} to existing development of ten percent or more of existing GFA or with additions
of

10,000 square feet or more of GFA;

D. Apartment or multi-family development of ten or more dwelling units; or

E. A heavy industrial use.

Site Plan, Major. A plan that follows the major site development process and proposes one or
mote of the following:

A. A new public or private street or dedication to public use of an existing street;

B. Building{s}, both new and additions to existing, where all structures lacated on the parcel

total

5,000 square feet or more of GFA on any site; except building(s}, both new and additions to
existing, regardless of size, when located in 2 business and/or industrial park on a lot within
an approved major subdivision with master planned roads and stormwater;

C. Addition(s) to existing development of ten percent or more of existing GFA or with additions
of

10,000 square feet or more of GFA;
D. Apartment or multi-family development of ten or more dwelling units; or

E. A heavy industrial use.

Additionally, this proposed amendment would apply to existing and future business and/or
industrial parks. The parks currently established within Jefferson County known to be affected
by this amendment are: Burr/Bardane Industrial Park, SPARC Training Center, Sunnyside Park
and lefferson Crossing.



Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: County Commission

Department or Entity:

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 10 minutes

Date Requested - 1* Choice:

Date Requested ~ 2™ Choice:

if a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject: Break

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve):

Attachments:






Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Stephanie Grove

Department or Entity: Prosecuting Attoney's Office

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 15 minutes

Date Reguested — 1% Choice: 3/24/2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject: Legal Update

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information: :

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve):

Attachments:
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Date on Agenda: ?W/L/{"/? g,/f? >

ovE 5’%1
Appt Time or New Business:
Linbripa Shood 4L Qo D
/L\.
AGENDA REQUEST FORM C@@b

Name:

Department or Entity: County Commission

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment:
s .
Date Requested — 1% Choice: March 10,2041 ,}*’}p}"fr/ / C”/: Zgéj ff

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

if a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject:Decision - Amend the County Zoning Map to consider Urban Growth Boundary for Harpers
Ferry and Bolivar

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve}:

Attachments:



Commission Office Use Only

Date on Agenda; ‘%/r’{ i
Appt Time or New Business: HL}E‘;QW\

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Jennifer Brockman

Department or Entity: Departiment of Planning

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 10 minutes

Date Requested — 1% Choice: 3/17/11

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

if a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:
Subject: Fellow up en the Public Hearing for Bolivar's and Harpers Ferry’s Urban Growth Boundaries

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

On February 17, 2011, the Jefferson County Commission held a Public Hearing to receive public comment on
proposed Urban Growth Boundaries requested b y the Town of Harpers Ferry and Bolivar. Both of these Towns
had taken action to recommend an Urban Growth Boundary that was different than what the boundaries that
the County had proposed. Public testimony was received and both the city of Bolivar and Harpers Ferry were
present to speak to their Boundaries at the public hearing.

In response to some of the comments received, staff is providing the following information for the County
Commission’s consideration:

The history of the Urban Growth Boundaries for all five Jefferson County municipalities is that they were
developed through a collaborative effort between Jefferson County Planning Staff and a representative of each
municipality during the time that Tony Redman was the Planning Director. These boundaries were not voted on
by the Town Council bodies but were agreed to by a representative of the municipalities. These boundaries were
considered by the County Commission at the public hearing that was held regarding the entire 2008 Zoning
Ordinance and its associated Zoning Map and subsequently approved and adopted. This is the decument and
map that was stayed and then voted down by referendum, in November 2009,

During the state legislative session of 2009, state annexation law {WV Code Chapter 8) was amended with
specific provisions related to the creation of Urban Growth Boundaries on County Zoning Maps. The House and
Senate Bills that created these provisions required that an Urban Growth Boundary "be established by the
County Commission in consultation with each individual municipality regarding that municipality's boundary". it
further states that once a County has adopted an Urban Growth Boundary, it is designated on the adopted
County Zoning Map.

Because of this change in state law, when Director Brockman was hired by lefferson County in May 2009, each
municipality was contacted and provided with a copy of the Boundary that had been shown on the 2008 stayed
Zoning Map and requested that they either adopt/approve this Boundary or respond with their preferred
Boundary.

Since that time, both Charles Town's [on 1/19/10) and Ranson's (on 9/16/09) Town Councils approved the same
Boundaries that were shown on the 2008 stayed Map. As the County Commission had already approved these
Boundaries at a Public Hearing in 2008, these were considered approved and are reflected on our current 2010
Zoning Map. ’




On the other hand, the Towns of Bolivar, Harpers Ferry and Shepherdstown did not want to approve the
Boundaries as they were shown on the 2008 stayed County Zoning Map. The Town Councils of both Harpers
Ferry and Bolivar proposed different Boundaries for consideration by the County Commission. Because no Public
Hearing has been previously held on these different boundaries, the County Commission held the hearing on
February 17, 2011 to consider these boundaries. A similar Public Hearing will be held by the County Commission
if the Shepherdstown Town Council provides a preposed Boundary for consideration.

Additional comments related to the effect on the private property rights and potential future annexation of the
properties included in any Urban Growth Boundary. Speaking as a ptanner {and not providing a legal
interpretation), the 2009 amendment to Chapter 8 of WV Code created an alternative process for annexation if a
County Commission, with the agreement of a Municipality, adopts an UGB and places it on the Official Zoning
Map of the County. Essentially, the process of adopting the UGB serves as the only public hearing required by the
County Commission for those lands that may, at some point, request annexation. The state law does not enable a
city to annex them against their will or does not provide that inclusion in an UGB on a County Zoning Map would
allow the city to have authority over a development proposal in the County. Although the County has informally
discussed the concept of entering into a Memorandum of Understanding with the municipalities to refer
development proposals to each other to allow for interagency review and cooperation, the final decision
regarding all development proposals in the unincorporated areas of the County will remain with the County.

Section 8-6-4a of state law further provides that if the County Commission and municipality cannot agree upon the
location or size of the boundary, either party may file for declaratory judgment relief in the circuit court which shall
submit the dispute to mediation or arbitration prior to final resolution by the circuit court. Once a county has
adopted an urban growth boundary by its designation on an adopted county zoning map, the gross area inside the
boundary may not be reduced without written consent of the municipality. The County Commission shall review
each urban growth boundary at a period not to exceed ten years or upon request of the individual municipality.

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve})

I move to (approve/disapprove/modify) the proposed Urban Growth Boundaries proposed by the Towns
of Rarpers Ferry and Bolivar for inclusion on the County Zoning Map.

Attachments:

1) Map with Bolivar's and Harpers Ferry’s Requested Urban Growth Boundaries



SPECIAL SESSION:
State of West Virginia, County of Jefferson, to-wit;

At a Special Session of the County Commission of said County and State continued and held at the
0ld Charles Town Library Ground Floor meeting room thereof on Thursday, February 17, 2010, beginning
at 7:00 o'clock p.m.

PRESENT:  Patsy Noland, President; Lyn Widmyer;
Dale Manuel, Frances Morgan; Commissioners
Commissioner Walt Pellish participated via conference call.

In re: PUBLIC HEARING - AMEND THE COUNTY ZONING MAP TO CONSIDER URBAN
GROWTH BOUNDARIES FOR HARPERS FERRY AND BOLIVAR

Commissioner Noland opened the Public Hearing.

Jennifer Brockman, Director of Planning and Zoning gave a brief summary of the history of the
Urban Growth Boundaries in the County.

A sign in sheet was provided for each person wanting to speak.

Comments were made by the following: Matt Knott, Pat Morse, Ed Burns, Mayor Robert Hardy,
Elizabeth Blake, Lee Snyder, Nance Briscoe, Paul Rosa, Chuck Davis via Paul Rosa, and Nancy Lultz,

The following presented written comments: Ed Burns, Nance Brisco and Chuck Davis.

No decisions were made . The Commission agreed to allow an additional comment period of two
weeks ending March 3, 2011, Thereafter, a decision will be made,

Upon rising, the Commission recessed until Thursday morning next beginning at 9:30 o'clock a.m.

PATRICIA A, NOLAND, COMMISSION PRESIDENT




Dr. and Mrs. James G, Gibson
201 Needwood Farm Lane
Harpers Ferry, West Virginia 25425

February 24, 2011

County Commission of Jefferson County
PO Box 250
Charles Town, WV 25414

Dear Honorable Commissioners,

Thank you for the public input meeting to discuss the addition of the Harpers Ferry and
Bolivar Urban Growth Boundaries (UGBs) to the Jefferson County Zoning Map. First, we are
curious as to why this matter has resurfaced at this time? Has someone asked for this
matter to be reconsidered? What is driving this process?

Second, why have the boundaries changed from the approved, but failed, zoning
ordinance? Previously, it appeared that Harpers Ferry’s UGB ended at the corporate limits
of the town. Now, it includes land that contains a river, a road and a strip of land that is
undevelopable. None of these appear to be things that should be annexed in the context of
the Annexation Law. Bolivar's proposed UGB now includes the quarry land even though the
development of that land is apparently under the State’s jurisdiction. Furthermore,
Bolivar’'s boundary includes federally owned lands that are outside the jurisdiction of both
the County and the towns, as well as land owned by conservation trust groups with
restrictions against development. Again, these lands appear to be outside the scope of the
Annexation Law.

Mayor Hardy of Bolivar made two statements at the public hearing: 1. they chose in the
past not to go against the NPS’s wishes to annex land for the bank. 2. and that all Bolivar
wants is some more trees. To me this means that the only reason Bolivar would want my
land in their UGB is because they have the mistaken opinion that they would have some
additional input into discussions of me exercising my property rights under the Jefferson
County Zoning Ordinance.

I want to leave no doubt that I don't want my 13 acres on the SE corner of US
340/27 to be included in Bolivar's UGB. My land is included in the residential growth
area of the Jefferson County Zoning Ordinance.

Finally, our key concern, what does the boundary mean? Is it merely a line that gives
Bolivar and/or Harpers Ferry the ability to negotiate with us regarding the annexation of
our land without the intervention of the County? Or, does it give those towns some other
standing to question our property rights during a land use application to the County, such
as conditional use permit, commercial site plan or subdivision plan? :

Thank you for your consideration of this letter.
Sincerely, FEB % & 261

James G. Gibson and Barbara S. Gibson - #y Commission
vy _ i laftarson County Commisson
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2010 Zoning Map
Jefferson County, WV
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To: The Jefterson County Commission

Re: Bolivar Urban Growth Boundary Proposal

Date; Feb 17, 2010

I am unable to attend the hearing tonight therefbre [ am providing this letter. My name is Chuck Davis
and I live at my home at 419 Prospect Ave, Harpers Ferry, WV, | own and 1 pay property taxes on my

home.

T have reviewed the maps and [ would like to state my strong disapproval of the proposed

Bofivar Urban Growth Boundary for the following reasons:

L3

Total lack of communication by the town of Belivar to the residents of Prospect Ave. The first |
heard of this proposal was via a phone call from a friend, after which I checked the county
wehsite and saw the notice for this meeting. If the Corp of Bolivar wishes to extend their Urban
Growth Boundary, with the almost certain annexation of properties within that boundary, then
they should have the minimal consideration 1o communicate this 1o the property owners who
will be affected. To my knowledge, Bolivar has made no such atiempt of communication.
Therefore T have no idea of any benefit or cost associated with any future annexation. In the
absence of this knowledge 1 cannot support thelr proposal,

Bolivar cannot keep their own house in order, A quick look at their website

(www bolivarwy.ore) will demonstrate - the most recent update to it appears to be August 2009.
Therefore increasing their Urban Growth Boundary and uliimate border will only deepen their
aiready low standard of efliciency in government.

It does not make any sense what-so-ever for the Corporation of Bolivar to extend their urban
boundary from its present line (o include Prospect Ave and the avea down to Bakerton road.
Most of Prospect Ave is already developed as residential property and there are very few
building lots remaining. There is a large tract of undeveloped land in their proposal but much
of that is part of the National Park and wouid be of no benefit to their Urban Growth Plan (if
one exists) since presumably there will be no development on that property.

This proposal appears to be nothing more than a fand grab by the Corporation of Belivar to increase
their tax rolls and nothing more. Therefore, uniess the Corporation of Bolivar can demonstrate that
their Urban Growth Boundary proposal will be of benefit to anyone. 1 urge the County Commission o
reject their proposal.  The purpose of our government is to serve its people and this proposal will only
serve the mterests of the Corporation of Bolivar and no one else.

Respectfully,

Chuck Davis
419 Prospect Ave
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Tonight | am here to speak against the inclusion of the area into the HF UGB.

The inclusion of this area into the HF UGB raise great concern for me and many others
that have discussed this matier with me.

First it needs to be pointed out that the term UGB in not currently defined in any of our
approved county ordinances and there for in not defendable. This situation needs to
change before any decisions are made concerning any UGB designations.

That Being Said

So lets look at what the proposed definition has to say,
AND I Quote

A site-specific line,delineated on the jefferson county zoning map or a written
description in the jefferson county ordinance identifying an area around and outside the
corporate limits of a municipality within which there is

Wait FOR IT
“a sufficient supply of developable land *

The area in question, in my opinion is not developable land for the following reasons,

1 The terrain of the land renders it un-developable. Shear rock cliff on one side and the
Shannadoa River on the other.

2 The ownership of the land is the USPS i.e.; Federal Government which alsc makes
the area un-developable.

Now unless the town of HF or any one else can clearly state how this area would
qualify under this definition or why this land should now or in the future, when the UGB
definition is an active entity in our ordinance, be included in the HF UGB please state
your case.

It is my and others contention that the inclusion of this area into the HF UGB is solely
for the purpose of creating an opportunity for the town of HF to increase their bottom
line by using their authority to write township traffic situations in this area with the
proceeds going into town coffers.

This county is struggling economically now and does not need to have our
WELCOME SIGN read Welcome to JEFFCO via a speed trap.



Provided to Jefferson County Commission — 2/17/2011 Public Hearing to AMEND the Urban Growth
Boundaries for Harper’s Ferry and Bolivar.

QUESTION: When is the Public Hearing for Charles Town and Ranson concerning The UGB
“boundaries were not voted on by the Town Council bodies but were agreed to by a
representative of the municipalities” whereby the general public was not given the opportunity
to exercise the requirement of a Public Hearing.

Received 2/5/2011 8:46AM EST by Nance L. Briscoe thru Pete Smith

Hi Nance - you may want to talk to Jennifer Brockman at Planning and Zoning.
Rather than paraphrase, following is a quote from an e-mail she sent me last week (quoted with her permission). PSmith,
Jefferson County Resident

URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARIES FOR ALL FIVE JEFFERSON COUNTY MUNICIPALITIES

"The history of the Urban Growth Boundaries for all five Jefferson County Municipalities is that they were developed
through some collaborative effort between Jefferson County Planning Staff and a representative of each municipality
during the time that Tony Redman was the Planning Director. It is generally believed that these boundaries were not voted
on by the Town Council bodies but were agreed to by a representative of the municipalities. These boundaries were
considered by the County Commission at the public hearing that was held regarding the entire 2008 Zoning Ordinance
and its associated Zoning Map and subsequently approved and adopted. This is the document and map that was stayed and
then voted down by referendum, in

November 2009.

During the state legislative session of 2009, state annexation law (WV Code Chapter 8) was amended with specific
provisions related to the creation of Urban Growth Boundaries on County Zoning Maps. The House and Senate Bills that
created these provisions required that an Urban Growth Boundary "be established by the County Commission in
consultation with each individual municipality regarding that municipality's boundary". It further states that once a County
has adopted an Urban Growth Boundary, it is designated on the adopted County Zoning Map.

Because of this change in state law, when I was hired by Jefferson County in May 2009, I contacted each municipality and
provided them with a copy of the Boundary that had been shown on the 2008 stayed Zoning Map and requested that they
either adopt/approve this Boundary or respond with their preferred Boundary.

Since that time, both Charles Town's (on 1/19/10) and Ranson's (on 9/16/09) Town Councils approved the same
Boundaries that were shown on the 2008 stayed Map. As the County Commission had already approved these Boundaries
at a Public Hearing in 2008, these were considered approved and are reflected on our current 2010 Zoning Map.

On the other hand, the Towns of Bolivar, Harpers Ferry and Shepherdstown did not want to approve the Boundaries as
they were shown on the 2008 stayed County Zoning Map. Harpers Ferry and Bolivar both proposed different Boundaries
for consideration by the County Commission. Because no Public Hearing has been previously held on these different
boundaries, the County Commission is holding such a hearing to consider the proposed Urban Growth Boundaries for
these two Towns. A similar Public Hearing will be held by the County Commission when the Shepherdstown Town
Council provides a proposed Boundary for consideration.”

Thank you — Nance L. Briscoe 22 Cloverdale Place, Charles Town WV 25414 TEL: 304-728-2201
Membership Chairman, JCOHOA membership of 2,124 homeowners in Jefferson County.



Old Standard LLC

PO Box 97

Rippon, WV 25441

fanuary 31, 2011

County Commission of Jefferson County Jefferson County Commission

P.O. Box 250
Charles Town, WV 25414

Dear Commission Members:

This letter is in response to the Public Hearing Notice on the proposed Harpers Ferry and Bolivar Urban
Growth Boundaries. We have heard many different explanations regarding the purpose of the Urban
Growth Boundaries. Based on those varying explanations, we aren’t sure exactly what this boundary
means. As such, we would respectfully request that a position/information paper be prepared by the
Prosecuting Attorney’s Office and the Planning Staff, so that we can formulate an opinion on this
matter.

It appears that Bolivar's Urban Growth Boundary now includes the quarry land. The previously
approved boundary did not include the quarry land. As such, we don’t know what has changed in the
past three years that altered the boundary with respect to our fand; and what, if anything, it means.

At this time, we don’t have a position on the Urban Growth Boundary without more information.
However, please be advised that we would be very much opposed to the Urban Growth Boundary if the
boundary empowers Harpers Ferry or Bolivar, or even leads anyone to believe that they are empowered
by the boundary, to enter into any official discussions on the development of our property.

We are wary of this designation because of how it was recently applied in the Charles Town Urban
Growth Boundary. During the discussion on the scheduling of a hearing for an abandonment of a street
near the former Community Oil Company facility, Commissioner Lyn Widmyer asked that the City of
Charles Town be noticed of the closure hearing. When the applicant’s attorney questioned the rationale
for that notice, Commissioner Widmyer responded that it was because it was within their Growth
Boundary. Since the West Virginia Code doesn't require the additional notice, we are left wondering if
the Commission thinks that the Urban Growth Boundary is something that it's not?

Finally, why has there been renewed interest in this area? It is hard to keep track of what is being done
on a monthly basis. Last month it was the proposed rezoning of all of the federal land around our
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County Commission of Jefferson County
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property. This month it is the addition of the Urban Growth Boundary that includes our property. Most
disturbingly, we received no individual notice of either proposal or hearing, even though both proposals
would have a definite impact on cur property.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. We hope that you will allow your counsel and/or planning
staff to explam the purpose and intent of the Urban Growth Boundaries.

opkers, Ma ager /

old stén gr’é L
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Toton of Bolivar
esi. 1875

March 5, 2010

Jefferson County Planning & Zoning
104 E. Washington Street
Charles Town, WV 25414

Dear Members,

This letter is to advise that the Mayor along with the Bolivar Town Council
recently held a discussion during a town council meeting regarding a boundary plat from
the Department of Planning & Zoning of Jefferson County. At this time, the council has
voted not to accept the proposed boundary plat which shows the possible areas of
annexation. The Town of Bolivar has an ordinance that gives further boundaries in the
case of annexation. The Mayor and the Bolivar Town Council would like to have proper
amendments made to the zoning map before this can be adopted by the Town of Bolivar.

If you should have any further questions, pis. contact our office at 304-535-2476,
We look forward to working with you in the future.

Sinppgyi s

" f’zé/ﬂ?j oL/
Robert J. Hardy

Mayor of Bolivar

Post Office Box 37 « Harpers Fecry, WV 25425 o (304) 535-2476 « FAX (304) 535.1474
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/ 2._dnrnexation within Boundery — The Town shall give priority
consideration to annexation for areas within the Boljvar Growth
Boundary, if the annexation meets other considerations outlined in this
policy. Bolivar miay choose to delay annexation-withit theé Growth
Boundary if such annexations womld be-in ousistens‘siith tHe A nnexation
Policy or the:clear sentiments of Bolivar citizens, Citizesi mpuit should

wedigh il these décisions.

Contiouous dreas - Annexation areas shiould be coiitiguous-to the

3.
possible, and must contribute to the logical

town Corporate limits, where
growth pattern of the Town. o
4. Greenbelt Groiwih Bowndary: Bolivar seeks 1 creaté a greeénbelt of
preserved land at the Bolivar Growth Boundary, in ordef 5 keép the
distinction between “town and commtry” for the long ¥rm. The greenbeit
arcas can be established through development dedications, priviate’
donations, public purchase of lands or conservation easements, farm
preservation, cooperative efforts with the Nationat Park Servides..
Jefferson Cowsty orjprivate lahdoiwiiets, or offier appropriate rhesis.

o) ANNEXATION CONSTDERATIONS o

’ For aunexation requcsis* within Ijie’_;é.@liﬁm' Growth Béﬁndé}y, thie
following itetns dhall be'cosidered in determining whether the
asnexation provides cléar bedefits fo-Botivar. e Bolivar-Phitiifng

Comusgion shall consider these factors and any othier factiors which, in

ﬁle.‘di-sczﬁéﬁog of the Planning Commissien, should be considared. and,

then, assist the Town Comneil to determine if, on balance, annexation is

beneficial to the community and its citizens, - ‘

1. Maintain the Growth Boundary - Annexation may be favored within
the Bolivar Growth Boundsry i consistent with the other guidelines

heremn, and disfavored outside the Growth Boundary,

2. Eronomic Development — Annexation way be favored if it increases
the Town’s ability to create quality jobs, and if it creates desirable
retail and commercial development. '

. 3. Positive Fivcal I'mpact — Annexation may be favored if the fiscal
tmpact of new urban areas is degirable. The residents and commercial
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H. B. 2645

{By Delegate Doyle)
[Introduced February 26, 2009; referred to the

Committee on Palitical Subdivisions then the Judidiary.]

A BILL to amend and reenact §8-8-1 of the Code of West Virginiz, 1931, as amended; 10 amend said
code by adding thersto a new section, designated §8-6-7; to amend and reenact §84-1-2 of said
code; and to amend and reenact §8A-7-2 of said code, all relating {0 the annexation of land by a
municipaltty in counties that have adopted a county wide zoning ordinance which includes urban

growth boundaries; requiring the land to be contiguous to the municipality outside the urban growth

boundaries; requiring that annexation lake place in the county's designated urban growth
boundaries; providing for annexation outside the urban growth boundary; providing for annexation of
property in another municlpality's urban growth boundary by intergovernmental agreement between
the municipalities; defining contiguous; requiring a public hearing and signage for property
annexation outside the urban growth boundary; and providing the authority to identify and establish
urban growth boundaries within county zoning ordinances.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of West Virginia:

That §8-6-1 of the Code of West Virginia, 1931, as amended, be amended and reenacted; that sald code be amended by
adding thereto a new section, designated §8-6-7; that §8A-1-2 of said code be amended and reenacted; and that §8A-7-2
of said code be amended and reenacted, all to read as follows:

CHAPTER 8. MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS.

ARTICLE 6. ANNEXATION,

PART |. GENERAL,

£8-6-1, Annexation of unincomporated territory.

{a) Unincorporated territory may be annexed to and become part of a municlpality contiguous thereto only in accordance
with the provisions of this article.

{b) Any fammlands or cperations as described in article nineteen, chapter nineteen of this code which may be annexed Info
a municipality shall be protected in the continuation of agricultural use afler belng annexed.

(c} Any new impositlon of a tax or any increase In the rate of tax upon any business, occupation or privilege following
annexation shall be applied in accordance with the provislons of sectlon five, arilsie thirteen, chapter eight of this code.

A
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{d} Unincorporated territory outside an urban growth boundary may not be annexed without an election, or by minor
boundary adjustment, in any county that has adopted & county-wide zoning ordinance pursuant to the orovisions of artlcle
saven, chapter elght-a of this code, and the zoning ordipance includes an "urban growth boundary”, as that term |s deflned
under the provisions of section two, article one, chapter elghi-a of this cede, on Its yecorded zoning meao for the
municipality, unless the requirements of section seven, of this article are met.

88-6-7. Anngxation in any county that has adonted a coun
rowth boundaries,

«Wide Zoning ordinance that includes urban

A netition for annexation, wiihout an election or by minor boundary adjustment, may not be recorded or bacome effective in
gny county where a county-wide zening ordinance has been adopied pursuani to the provisions of article seven, chanter
eiahi-a of this code and the zoning ordinance includes and incorparates an "urban growth boundary” as defined In section
two ,_article one, chapier elght-a,_of this code without first meeting the reauirements of this artlcte and meeting the
foilowing additional requirements and conditions:

{1} Property that Is proposed for annexation outside the urban growth boundary shall be contiouous to the municipality and
the main territory where the municipal seat of government is located. For the purposes of this section "contiguous” means
|ots, parcels, municipal boundaries or county boundaries that are next to, abutting and having a boundary, or portion
thereof, that is coterminous. Streets, hihw roads or other traffic or utilly easements, streams, fiver or other natural

topography are not to be used {o defermine lots, parcels, municipal boundaries or county boundaries as contiguous:
Frovided, That the width of a siraet, highway, road or other traffic or utility easement, stream, river or other natural
topography, but not the length thersof, may be used to determine lots, parcels, municipal boundaries or county boundaries

as contiguous. The common practice known as “pine stem annexation” may not be used to make a property contiguaus in
determining that the territory containing the municipat seat s contiguous outside the urban growth boundary. Property

roposed for annexation entirely within the municipality’s urban growth boundary does not have {o be contiguous. In
absence of such an urban growth boundary shown on the county zoning map, this section of ithe code may not apply,
(2) County commission approval s not reguired for annexation witirout an election or by minor boundary adjustment within
a municipality's own urban growth boundary. Any {erritory proposed to be anpexed withoul county commission approval
shall be completely within the rounicipality's urban growth boundary and eslablished and shown on the county's recorded
zoning map. if the municipalily 1s satisfled that the petition Is sufficient In every respect, including the finding that the

roperty Is tocated within its urban growth boundary, the govering body of the municipality shall enter that fact upon its
journal and forward a certificate to that effect fo the county commission of the county wherein the munjclpality or the maler
portion of that terrtory, including the additional terrtory, is located. The county commission shall theraupon enter an order
as described In section three of this article. After the date of the order. the corporate limits of the municipality shall be as
set forth thereln. Annexaiton of property by a municipallty in another mupicipality's designated utban growth boundary is
only permiited if the two_municipalities have executed an internovernmental agreement regarding ihe annexation of the
subject properly, In the absence of such an urban growth boundary shown on a county zoning map, this seclion may not
apoly.
{3) Prior to the recordation of any annexation without election pursuant to this section, the petition or municipalily seeking
the annexation shall provide to the county comnission both mietes and bounds description of the property to be annexed
and a survey map of the property drawn by a professiona) licensed to perform fhis work,
{4) The county commisslon shall hold an appropriately noticed public hearing and place appropriate public nofice siznage
on the subject propesty, which signage shall be the same ihat would be required for property that s to be rezoned, before
considering any petitlon for annexation of preperly outside fhe urban arowth boundary of any municipality. At least fifteen
days prior to the date set for the public hearing, the county commission shali publish a notice of the date, time & ace of
the public hearing as a Class | tegal advertisement in compliance with the orovisions of artigle three, chapier fiftv-nine of

this code.

itions of this article and section have been met before enfering an
order pursuant to section three of this article for any pefition for annexation without an eleciion or by mingr boundary

adjustiwent for properfy locaied ouiside the urban growth boundary. A finding of fact stating any deflclencles inust be
plagcad in the county commission:s record along with the petition for annexation. The county commission may not deny or

refuse the recordation of an order described In section three of this article for which the total property to be annexed is

inside the municlpality's designated urbap growth boundary shown on the county's recorded zoning map for that

municipality or an intergovernmental agreement has been executed batween two municipalities conceming the annexation
of property in another municipaiity's urban growih boundary,

SIRININ 207 PR4
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{6) The county comnussion may approva and order to be recorded any pefition, without an eleciion or annexation by minor

boundary adjustment, thai does not meet the requirements and condliions of this sectlon, If the county commission finds

after a public hearing and on-site slanage nolice that the propesed annexation is for the good of ihe county as a whole,
CHAPTER 8A. LAND USE PLANNING.

ARTICLE 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS,

§6A-1-2, Definitions,

As used in this chapter, the following words and terms have the following meanings, unless the context clearly indicates
otherwise:

(a) "Abandonment’ means the relinquishment of property or a cessation of the use of the property by the owner or lessse

without any intention of transferring rights to the property to another owner or resuming the nonconforming use of the
property for a period of one year,

{b) "Aggrieved” or "aggrieved person" means a person who:

(1) Is denied by the planning commission, board of subdivision and tand development appeals, or the board of zoning
appeals, in whole or In part, the relief sought in any application or appeal; or

(2) Has demonstrated that he or she will suffer a pecullar injury, prejudice or inconvenience beyond that which other
residents of the county or municipality may suffer,

(c) "Comprehensive plan” means a plan for physicat developrent, including land use, adopted by a governing body,
setling forth guidelines, goals end objectives for all actlvities that affect growth and development in the goveming body's
jurisdiction,

{d) "Conditional use" means a use which because of speclal requirements or characteristics may be permitted in a
particular zoning district anly after review by the hoard of zoning appeals and upon issuance of a conditional use permit,
and subject to the limitations and conditions specified in the zoning ordinance.

{e) "Contiguous” means lots, parcels, municipal boundarles or county boundaries that are next to, abuiting and having a
boundary, or porfion thereof, that is coterminous. Streets, highways, roads or other traffic or utility easements, streams,
rivers, and other natural topography are nat to be used to determine lots, parcels, municipal boundaries or county
houndarles as contiguous.

() "Essential utilites and equipment” means underground or overhead elecirical, gas, communications not regulated by
the Fedsral Communicaflons Commission, water and sewage systems, including pole structures, towers, wires, lines,
mains, drains, sewers, condults, cables, fire alarm boxes, public tetephone structures, police call boxes, traffic signals,
hydrants, regulating and measuring devices and the structures in which they are housed, and other similar equipment
accessories in connection therewith. Essential uthity equipment Is recognized In three categories:

{1) Local senving;

(2) Nonlocal or transmission through the county or municipality; and

(3) Water and sewer systems, the activilies of which are regulated, in whole or in part, by cne or mora of the following state
agencies.

{A) Public Service Commission;

{B) Department of Environmental Protection; or

{C) The Depariment of Health and Human Resources.

{g) "Existing use" means use of land, buildings or activity permitted or In existence prior to the adoption of & zoning map or
ordinances by the county or municipality. If the use is nonconforming to local ordinance and lawfully existed prior to the
adoption of the ordinance, the use may continue to exist as a nonconforming use until abandoned for a period of one year:
Provided, That in the case of natural resources, the absence of natural resources exiraction or harvesting is not
abandonment of the use,

(h) "Exterior architactural features” means the architectural character and general composition of the extertor of a structure,
including, but not limited to, the kind, color and texture of the building materiat, and the type, design and character of all
windows, doors, massing and rhythim, light fixtures, signs, other appurtenant eiements and natural features when they are
integral to the significance of the site, all of which are subject to public view from a public sireet, way or place.

{)} “Factory-built homes" means modular and manufactured homes.

{}) "Flood-prone area" means any land area susceptible to repeated inundation by water from any source.

(k) "Governing body” means the body that governs a municipality or county.

{I) "Historic district” means a geographically definable area, designated as historic on a national, stafe or local register,
possessing a significant concentralion, linkage or continuity of sites, bulldings, structures or objects united historically or
agsthetically by plan or physical development.

{m) "Historic landmark™ means a site, bullding, structure or object design ated as historic on a national, state or local

register.

IAOTNA .00 hA
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{n) "Historic site” means the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a building or
struciure whether standing, ruined or vanished, where the location itself possesses historical, culturat or archaeological
value regardless of ihe value of any existing structure and designated as historic on & national, state or local register.

(o) "Improvement location permii” means a permi Issued by a municipality or county, in accordance with its subdivision and
iand development ordinance, for the construction, erection, Installation, placement, rehabilitation ar renovation of a
structure or development of land, and for the purpose of regulating development within flood-prone areas.

{p) "Infill development” means to il in vacant or underused land In existing communities with new development that blends
in with its surroundings.

(q) ".and development” means the development of one or more lots, trects or parcels of 1and by any means and for any
purpose, but does not include easements, rights-of-way or construction of private roads for extraction, harvesting or
transporting of naturat resources,

{r) "Manufactured home" means housing built In a factory according to the federal manufaciured home construction and
safety standards effective June 15, 1876,

{s) "Modular home" means housing built in a factory that meets state or local building codes where the homes wili be sited,
(t) "Nontraditional zoning ordinance” means an ordinance thal sets forth development standards and approval processes
for land uses within the jursdiction, but does not necessarily divide the jurisdiction Into distinct zonling classifications or
districts requiring strict separation of diferent uses, and does not require a zoning map amendment.

{u) "Permitied use” means any use allowed within a zoning district, subject to the restrictions applicable to that zoning
district and Is not a conditional use,

{v) "Plan" means a wiitlen description for the devetopment of land.

(w) "Planning commisslon" means a municipal planning commisslon, a county planning commission, 8 multicounty
planning commission, a regional planning commission or a joint planning commission.

() "Plal" means a map of the land development,

{y) "Preferred development area” means a geographically defined area where incentives may be used to encourage
development, infill development or redevelopment in order to promote well designed and coordinaied communities.

(z) "Public place" means any iots, tracis or parcsls of land, struciures, bulldings or parts thereof owned or leased by a
governing body or unit of government,

(aa) "Sprawl" means poorly planned or uncentrolled growth, usually of a fow-density nature, within previously rural areas,
that is land consumptive, auto-dependent, designed without respect to its surroundings, and some distance from existing
davelopment and infrastructure.

{bb) "Streets" means straets, avenues, boulevards, highways, roads, lanes, alleys and all public ways,

{cc} "Subdivision or partition” means the division of a fot, tract or parcal of land inte two or more lots, tracts or parcals of
land, or the recombination of existing lots, tracts, or parcels.

(dd) "Unit of government" means any federal, stats, regional, county or municipal government or governmental agency.
(ee)} "Urban area™ means ali lands or lots within the jurisdiction of a municipal planning commission.

{ff} “Urban growth boundary" means a site-specific line, delineated on a zoning mat or wiitten description in_a zoning
ordinance Identifving an. area around and outside the corporate limits of a municipality within which there is sufficient
supply of developable |and within the boundary for al least a prospeclive twenty-vear period of municial growih based on
demographic forecasts and ihe time reasenebly required to effectively provide municipal services to the identified area. The

used i the 2 bl :
individual municioality regarding thal.municipalty’s boundary. If the county commission and municipality cannot aaree
upon the _localion or size of the boundary, either party may fils for declaratory judament relief in the circuii courl which shall
submit the dispute to mediation or arbitration pror to final resolution by the clrcuit court. Oncs a counly has adopted an
urban growth boundary by its desianalioh bn an adopted county zoning man, the gross area Ingide the boundary may not
be reduced without written consent of Ihe municipality, The county commission shall review each urban growth boundary
at a period not to-exceed ten years or upon (equest of the ndividual municipality.

5 (qg} "Utility" means a public or private distribution service to the pubiic that is regulated by the Public Service
Cormmisslon.

tgg} (hh)'Zoning" means the division of a municlpality or county into districts or zonas which specify permitted and
conditional uses and development siandards for real property within the districls or zones.

thh) (H)"Zoning map" means a map that geographicaliy illustrates all zoning disteict bounderies within a municipality or

county, as described within the zoning ordinance, and which is certified as the official zoning map for the municipality or
county.

ARTICLE 7. ZONING ORDINANCE,
§8A-7-2. Contents of zonlng ondinance.

name of the boundary. The bo shall be established by the county commission'in consulation with each =~

i nfé SIAF010 2:02 PM
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(a) The following must be considered when enacting a zoning ordinance:

(1) Promoting general public welfare, health, safety, comfort and morals;

(2) A ptan so that adequate light, air, convenience of accass, and safety from fire, flood and other danger Is secured;

{3) Ensuring attractiveness and convenience Is promoted,

(4) Lessening congestion;

(6) Preserving historic landmarks, sites, districts and buitdings;

(6) Preserving agricultural land; and

{7) Promoting the orderly development of land.

(b} A zoning ordinance may Include the following:

{1) Regulating the use of land and designating or prohibiting specific land uses;

(2) Authorizing flexible planning standards o create, redevelop, reuse, protect, and enhance the physical qualities of the
community;

(3) Designating historic districts and regulating the uses of land and the design of bulldings within the historic district;

{4) Establishing corridor overlay districts to achleve land design goals and regulating the uses of land within the corridor
overlay districts;

(5) Establishing design standards and site plan approval praceduyes;

(8) Dividing the land of the govemning body Into different zone classifications regulating the use of land, establishing
performance standards for varous land uses when dividing Is not desired, or any combination of both;

{7y Authorizing overlay districts and speciat design districts within which specific additional development standards for each
permitted, accessory and conditionai use shall apply,

(8) Regulating the helght, ares, bulk, use and architectura! features of bulildings, Including reasonable exterlor architectural
features and reasonable aesthetic standards for factory-bullt homes;

(9) Authorizing a process and standards for factory-built homes: Provided, That a governing body Is prohibited from
establishing a process and slandards for regulating factory-built homes that Is more restrictive than a process and
standards for site-built homes;

{10) Preserving green spaces and requiring new green spaces, landscaping, screening and the preservation of adequate
natural light,

(11) Regutating traffic flow and access, pedestrian flow and access, parking and toading;

(12) identifying flood-prone areas subject to periodic flooding, and regulating with specific controf the permitied use, type
of construction and helght of floor levels above base flood elevation permitted in the area so as to lessen or avoid the
hazards to persons and damage to property resulting from the accumulation of storm or flood waters,

{13) Deslgnating an airport area and establishing land-use regulations within a specific distance from the boundaries of the
alrport; and

{14) Authorizing planned unit developments to achieve more efficlent use of land and setting standards and regulations for
the developments; and

{15} Identifying and estahlishing urban growth boundaries as defined and provided In section two, aricle one of this
chapter.

(c) A zoning ordinance shalk;

(1) Create aboard of zoning appeals;

(2) Specify certification requirements for zoning district maps that are consistent with the governing body's comprehensive
plan;

(3) Adopt procedures and requirements for nonconforming tand uses;

{4) Adopt procedures and requirements for variances,; and

{5) Adopt procedures and requirements for conditional use permiis.

NOTE: Tha purpose of this bill is to provide additional requirements and conditions on annexation without an election or by
minor boundary adjustment in counlies that have adopled a county-wide zoning ordinance and have designated urban
growth boundarles around the municipalities within that county. It requlres that property to be annexed outside the
municipality's urban growth boundary musi be contiguous. Property outside the urban growth boundary requires county
commission approval for annexation. Praperly within the municipality's designated urban growth boundary does not require
county commission approval for annexation and does not have io be contiguous. It alse requires a public hearing and
signage notice and review by the county commission for land belng annexed outside the designated urban growth
boundary. The power to establish and a definifion for Urban Growth Boundary has been added to the WV Land Use Code,

5/6/2010 2:02 PM
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Strike-throughs Indicate language that would be stricken from the present law, and underscoring indicates new language
that would be added.
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Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda: L{f!“f{lf

I
Appt Time or New Business: /{’ 1S 4m

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Patricia Sanderson

Department or Entity: Shenandoah Professional Center, LLC

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 15 minutes

Date Requested — 1** Choice:  April 14, 2011
Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date: N/A

Subject: Request per attached letter dated 3-7-11 for Zoning Map Amendment Request to proceed
directly to a County Commission Public Hearing and waive all additional re-application fees.

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information: See Attached

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve): We would like the Commission to accept our petition to allow the Zoning Map
Amendment Request/Reapplication for Shenandoah Professional Ctr., LLC, TM 9, Par 37 & 37.2 to
proceed directly to Public Hearing before the County Commission of Jefferson County; waiving all re-
application fees,

Attachments: 1) Formal Petition for Waiver/Zoning Map Amendment Request — Ltr Date 3-7-11; 2)
Zoning Map Amendment Request/Re-Application - Ltr Date 3-7-11
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Sandy McDonald

From: "Tim Boyde" <tboyde@jeffersoncountywv.org>

To: "'Matt Powell" <matt@potomacconsultingservices.com:>
Cc: <sandy@jeffersoncountywv.org>

Sent; Tuesday, March 29, 2011 2:44 PM

Subject: RE: Shenandoah Professional - Rezoning

Matt:

We have some other planning items on the agenda for 4/14. { have your request placed on the agenda
for that date as well.

Tim

From: Matt Powell [mailto:matt@potomacconsultingservices.com]

Sent: Monday, March 28, 2011 12:30 PM

Teo: Tim Boyde

Subject: Shenandoah Professional - Rezoning

Tim,

When do you anticipate we will be able to be heard before the Commissioners? | noticed we were not on
the agenda again this week. Trying to gage when this might happen.

Thanks,

Matthew R. Poweli

POTOMAC CONSULTING SERVICES, LLC

36 Bakerion Rd

Harpers Ferry, WV 25425

P 304.725.3712 F 304,724,150 C 304.582.0822
www . polamacconsultingservices.com

3/30/2011
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Cemmission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Patricia 5andersgn

Department or Entity: Shenandoah Professional Center, LLC

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 15 mins

Date Requested — 1% Choice: March 17", 2011

Date Requested = 2" Choice: March 31%, 2011

1% a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date: N/A

Subject: Request per attached letter dated 03/07/11 for Zoning Map Amendment Request to proceed
directly to a County Commission Publi¢c Hearing and waive all additional re-application fees. '

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information; See Attached

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve): We would like the Commission to accept our petition to allow the Zoning Map
Amendment Request/Reapplication for Shenandoah Professional Ctr, LLC, TM 9, Par 37 & 37.2 t0
proceed directly to Public Hearing before the County Commission of lefferson County; waiving all re-
application fees.

Attachments: 1.) Formal Petition for Waiver/Zoning Map Amendment Request ~ Ltr Date 03/07/11
2.) Zoning Map Amendment Request/Re-Application - Ltr Date 0a/0?/11
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March 7, 2011 Vig Fax 304/725/7916

Jefferson County Commission
124 E. Washington Street

Charles Town, WV 25414

Attn: Mr. Tim Boyde
County Administrator

Re: Shenandoah Professional Center, LLC
TM 9, Parcel 37 & 37.2
DB 996, Pg 552, Lot 1&2

Subj: Formal Petition for Waiver

Zoning Map Amendment Request
Dear Mr. Boyde,

As you are aware, Potomac Consulting Services, LLC, on behalf the property owner,
Shepandoah Professional Center, LLC (SPC), has diligently been pursuing a Zoning Map
Amendment for a 9.6+/- acre parcel within Jefferson County, Harpers Ferxy District, TM
9, Parcels 37 & 37.2 (DB 996, Pg 552, Lot 1&2), since November 2009. The requested
Zoning Map Amendment would change the cusrent zoning of Residential Growth (R-G)
to the proposed zoning of Residential/Light Industrial/Commercial (R-L-C), thus
allowing potential commercial development to occur on this property.

In November 2009, SPC did formally submit the Zoning Map Amendment Request for
review. Through the next seven (7) months, Jefferson County Staff did conduct a formal
review and report on the Zoning Amendment Request and SPC was required to go before
the Planning Commission and County Commission of Jefferson County for a series of
presentations and Public Hearings. In February 2011 less than one (1) year from the
request to withdraw, SPC requested to continue the application for Zoning Map
Amendment.

Since this was a very recent application for a Zoning Map Amendment, SPC does not
foresee any changes to the Planning Commission Staff Repoxt, nor the recommendations
by the Jefferson County Planning Comumission made 1o the County Commissioners based
upon several appearances by the Applicant before the Planning Commuission and a Public
Hearing held March 11, 2010.

Upon review of West Virginia State Law, §8A-7-9, Amendments to the zoning ordinance
by petition, by Ms Jennifer Brockman, it has been determined that this statute does
provide the ability for the Applicant to petition the County Commission direetly fora

36 Bakerton Road = Harpers Ferry, WV 25425 « P 304.725.2183 - F 304.724.9150 * WV License #WV046338
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zoning amendment and for a Public Hearing, in lieu of going before the Planning
Commission. The County Commission could then vote on the zoning map amendment
request eliminating unnecessary additional tiree and expenses for the Commission, Staff,
and SPC

Therefore, the Applicant, SPC, would like to formally petition the County Commissioner
of Jefferson County to allow the Zoning Map Amendment Request for the Shenandoah
Professional Center, LLC, TM 9, Parcels 37 & 37.2 to proceed directly to Public Hearing
in front of the County Commission upon reliance of all previous public comment and
Staff reporting, foregoing any and all appearances before the Jefferson County Planning
Cormission, and waive all additional re-application fees in association with the review
and approval of this request. :

It is the Applicant’s request to be permitted to speak before the County Commission on
March 17, 2011 or March 31, 2011, to justify this request and be permitted to proceed
directly to a Public Hearing before the County Commission. This is SPC’s formal
Request for Zoning Map Amendment, including aforementioned petition.

If you have any further questions or comments, please contact the undersigned at 1(304)
725-3712.

Sincerely,

POTOMAC CONSULTING SERVICES, LLC
On behalf the Ow, enangoah Professional Center, LLC

P00
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March 7, 2011

Jefferson County Planning and Zoning Department
116 East Washington Street
Charles Town, WV 25414

Attn: Mr. Tim Boyde
County Administrator

Re: Zoning Map Amendment Request
Dear Mr. Boyde,

Pursuant to the recent election results in association with the proposed adoption of
new zoning ordinances and districts, Potomac Consulting Services, LLC (Potomac),
on behalf the property Owner Skenandoah Professional Center, LLC, would like to
formally request a Zoning Map Amendment for the following property within
Jefferson County, West Virginia.

Article 12. Map and Text Amendments, of the current Jefferson County Zoning
Ordinances requires the following information for any petition for a zoning map
amendment.

1. Substantiation for the Request
a. Cumrent Zoning: Residential Growth (R -G)
b. Requested Zoning:  Residential/Light Industrial/Commercial (R-L-C)

c. The property is located at the intersection of Rt. 34( and Bakerton Rd and
is visible from Rt. 340 heading porth and south. The Shenandoah
Professional Center, a professional office building, is currently an
operational commercial use on the property. The Shenandoah Professional
Center was approved as a comunercial use under a Conditional Use Permit,
approved on January 14, 2003, With public input and concems, the
building was renovated from an 1800°s era farmhouse to a historically
correct, updated professional office building which is an impressive site
along the route from Harpers Ferry to Charles Town.

The undeveloped rear property, referred to on the recorded plat as Lot 2, is
currently approved as a single family lot, but with any proposed
development would need to adhere to the current entitlement process
within Jefferson County.

36 Bakerton Road ° Harpers Ferry, WV 25425 * P 304.725.2183 - F 304.724.9150 * WV License #WV046338
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Through planning for the recent zoning ordinance election, the property
was proposed by the County to be rezoned to General Commercial due to
its’ proximity to a high traffic roadway and viable copamercial potential.
The requested zoning map amendment stays consistent with the intent of
the County Commissioners and their vision for the future needs of
Jefferson County.

The property is in a location that is beneficial for commercial growth
within the County. This proposed zoning amendment would provide the
County with a concentrated area of potential commercial development -
along a major traffic corridor, in lieu of spot development.

2. Tax District, Map and Parcel Number
a. Harpers Ferry District, TM 9, Parcel 37 & 37.2

B

Deed Book Reference

a. DB 996, Page 552, Lot 1 and 2

4, Plat or Sketch pursuant to Section 7.4(b)
a. See attached

5. Tract Size

a. Lot1—1.491 acres, Lot 2 ~ 8,185 acres, Total = 9.670 acres

6. Discussion on:
a. Comprehensive Plan compatibility of the proposed change.

i. This proposed zoning change from residential to a predominately

commercial zone stays consistent with the 2004 Jefferson County
Comprehensive Plan in that growth was encouraged in areas where
water, sewer, schools, and othex public facilities are available, and
the encouragement and support of commercial and industrial to
provide a diversified and sound local economy.

The location of this property is consistent with the 2004
Comprehensive Plan is all of the afoxementioned ways, as well as
being adjacent to a major roadway feeding Jefferson County.

b. Any change of transportation characteristics and neighborhood from when

the original ordinance was adopted.

i. Although this request is believed to be consistent with the current

Comprebensive Plan adopted in 2004, the area has undergone
significant growth since that time that has increased traffic on
primary and secondary roadway systems. The influx of home sales

P. 005
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between 2005 through 2007 was primarily driven from buyers who
are commuting to and from the Washington DC/Metropolitan area,
thus significantly taxing the major roadway systems, especially the
Rt. 340 Corridor running from Maryland to West Virginia. In
addition, the recent approval of table games at the Charles Town
Race Track is expected to increase traffic even more throughout
the region.

This significant growth. and impact to the major roadways has
emphasized the need to centralize the potential comumercial uses on
or in close proximity to the major road networks for easy access
and increased visibility.

If you have any further questions or comments, please contact the undersigned at 1(304)

725-3712, ext. 217.

Sincerely,

POTOMAC CONSI

On behalf Owner,

& R. Powell

LLING SERVICES, LLC

fenandoch Yrafessional Ctr, LLC



Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGERNDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Jennifer Brockman

Department or Entity: Planning and Zoning

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 10 minutes

Date Requested — 1* Choice: April 14, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

if a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject: Overview of Planning Commission’s Recommended Land Development Fees and Request
to Schedule a Public Hearing

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

After a two-year process during which the Planning Commission and Planning, Zoning, and Engineering
staffs have drafted a number of variations of proposed new land development fees, the Planning
Commission is forwarding the final recommended 2011 Land Development Fee Schedule reflecting a 10%
increase in fees to the County Commission for their approval. This fee schedule was recommended for
approval by a unanimous vote of the Planning Commission at their February 8, 2011 meeting. Please note
that the Planning Commission does not have authority over the County Building Permit Fees and that
these fees, which are also attached, were drafted by the Engineering staff and are being forwarded with
the Land Development Fees as requested by the Ceunty Commission in 2009.

The land development fees have not been revised since January 1, 2001. Original efforts to develop fees
that were cosi-recovery fees were determined to be too costly to the development community by the
County Commission in October 2010. Since that time, the Planning Commission considered fee schedules
that included a 20% and a 10% across the board increase with some new fees for site plans and other
items that require staff time but have no current fee. After a public hearing, the Planning Commission is
recommending the 10% fee increase.

At this point, a policy decision needs to be made as to whether this is the correct time to be increasing
fees. Staff and the Planning Commission respecifully requests that, at a minimum, fees be added for the
major and minor site plan process for which no fees are currently charged. For all other fees, if the
County Commission determines that these fees should net be increased at this time, staff recommends
that it be revisited no socner than FY 13,

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission to
approve}:

I move to schedule a public hearing regarding the proposed 2011 tand Development Fee Schedule and
Building Permit Fees on Thursday, , 2011,

Attachments:
e Combined Draft Land Development Fees
e Building Permit Fees



Planning, Zoning & Engineering Depariments’
Proposed Land Development Fee Schedule

February 2011

Minor Residential Subdivision . Review for
=5 Lots Final Plat Recording
Base Fee Per Plat $220 50
Plus Per Lot Fee $220 S
Merger Deed Plat Final Plat Review_for

Recording
Base Fee Per Plat $110 §a
Plus Per Lot Fee 3110 $0
Minor Non-Residential Subdivision
<5 Lots; 4 + R_egdue Lot maximum; Final Plat
and only in existing approved
Commercialfindustrial Park

Base Fee Per Plat

$330

Plus Per Lot FFee

$550

Major Residential Subdivision

Finat Plat

" Review

{each for
> 5 Lots phase) Recording
Base Fee Per Plat $100 $50
Plus Per Lot Fee $135 $30
Major Non-Residential Subd Fnaltlat | Review
>51lots (eac or

phase) Recording
Base Fee $100 $50
Plus Per Lot E $185 $90

Site Plan,
Bonding &
Mobile Home Park Subd Milestone
! Concept Plan | |nspections
{Re-inspection
Fees Apply)
Base Fee Per Park $135
Plus Per Gross Project Acre $135 $110
Per Mobile Home Pad $220
Per Principal Building $110

Page 1 of 5§




Planning, Zoning & Engineering Departments’
Proposed Land Development Fee Schedule
February 2011

Site Plan,
Bonding &

: Milestone
Campground Site Plan
Pe Concept Plan | |nspections

{Re-inspection

Fees Apply}
Base Fee Per Project $135
Plus Per Gross Project Acte $135 3110
Per Campsite $55
Per Principal Building $110

Townhome, Condominium,
Apartment & Motel/Hotel Site Plan Concept Plan

Base Fee Per Plat

Pius Per Gross Project Acre

Per Principal Building

Per Unit

Cell Tower Site Plan

mMinor/Limited Site Pl )

Inspections

{Re-inspecticn
Fees Apply)

Base Fee Per Plan $1200

¢Any non-profit organization proposing a structure
20,000 sq. ft. or less, shall be exempt from noted fee.
{Organizations shall provide proof of 501.C.3 staius)
All county owned property shall be exempt.

Page 2 of §



Planning, Zoning & Engineering Departments’
Proposed Land Development Fee Schedule

February 2011
Minor/Full Site Plan® Site Plan,
Sites < 5,000 sqg. ft. on undeveloped Bonding &
site or < than 10% of existing buildings Milestone
or 10,000 sq. ft. or less; whichever is inspections
less (Re-inspection
Fees Apply)
Base Fee Per Plan $2460
$0.02 per sq.
ft. of
Plus fee for area > 5,000 sq. ft. of impervious +
impervious area plus disturbed area. disturbed area
over 5,000 sq.
ft.
+Any non-profit organization proposing a structure
20,000 sq. ft. or less, shall be exempt from noted fee.
(Organizations shall provide proof of 501.C.3 status)
All county owned property shall be exempt.

Site Plan,
Bonding &
ilesto)

Major/Full Site Plan’

Sites > 5,000 sq. ft. on undeveloped
site or > than 10% of existing buildings
or 10,000 sq. ft. or less; whichever is
less

Concept Plan

Base Fee Per Plan

Plus fee for area > 5,000 s
impervious area plus distu

¢Any non-profit
shall be exempt

Site Plan

Minor Revision Base Feg:Per Plan (up
to 3 different revisions on-on
submission)

$165 $165

Major Revision Base Fee Per Pi
to 3 different revisions on one
submission)

$250 $280

Page 3 of 5



Planning, Zoning & Engineering Departments’
Proposed Land Development Fee Schedule

February 2011
Zoning ltems Fee
Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment Application $1100
Zoning Ordinance Map Amendment Application (Rezoning) $1100 + $55 per acre
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Application without LESA $275 + $55 per acre

$275 + $55 per acre

. . e . 50% returned if the project fails LESA
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Application with LESA 0% returned f the project fails LESA &

loses an appeal fo BZA

Modification of existing CUP requiring Board/Commission Approval + $25 per acre

Appeal of CUP once issued by Board/Commission $275 per appeal fited

Zoning Vartance Application er section varied

Multiple Use Variances

Zoning Variance Application (construction/use has coﬁ*nz
prior to BZA approval)

Administrative Appeal Application {each iss
a separate appeal)

-~ $110/per item

Zoning Map Interpretation Mo Charge

Zoning Text Interpretation

Zoning Certificate

No Charge

5110

$110

$165

Clerical/Scrivener Error 8EG

Page 4 of §




Planning, Zoning & Engineering Departments’
Proposed Land Development Fee Schedule

February 2011
Engineering ltems Fee
Inspection Fee — Land Development Site Inspection $55
Re-inspection ~ Land Development failed inspections $55
Construction Bond — Time Extension Request (by siaff) $330
Construction Bongd — Surety Renewal 5300

Construction Bond = Talling of Time $300

Floodplain Ordinance — Floodplain Delineations

Fioodplain Ordinance — 100 Yr. Flood Elevation Determination

Floodplain Ordinance — Review of LOMA, LOMR or LOMR-F,
requests

Miscellaneous ltems

Aerial Photograph

Comprehensive Plan

Zoning Map (small - 11 x 17)

Zoning Map {medium — 24 x 36

Zoning Map (large — 36 x

$1i/page*

$7.50/sheet”

and shal! be the prevailing rate as set by the County Commission of Jefferson County.

Mote: The fee amounts shown clzad Blue font are services for which there is no current established fee.

Note: These fees do not include a uilding Permit fees.

Note: All projects vested in process prior to the adoption of this fee schedule will utilize the fee schedule last
amended in January 2001.

Page 5 of §



Jefferson County, West Virginia
Engineering Depariment

Office of Building Permits & Inspections

IRC - Residential Building Permit Fee Schedule
Current Fee
Residential Permit Typa Base Fee Fee per Fee per Fee per Residential Pei
Sq.-Ft. of Se.-Ft, of Porch Deck/Stoop
Finished Area Un-finished Area

Single-Family Dwelling §25.00 $0.18 $0.10 $25/each Single-Family Dwelling
Mobile/Manufactured Home 525.00 50.18 $0.10 $25/each Mobile/Manufactured Home
Townhouse & Duplex {lass than 4 story} 525 per unit 50.20 50.10 $25/each Townhouse & Duplex {less th:
Residential Dwelling Addition $50.0C0 50.18 52 h Residential Dweliing Addition
Residential Interior Room/Basement Renovation $50 + $50/nspecticn Residential Interior Room/Ba:
Chimney/Fireplace {added to existing dwelling) $100.00 Chimney/Firepiace (added to
Sheds/Garage/Structure ancillary to Residence $50.00 plus 50.08/sq.-ft. Sheds/Garage/Structure ancil
Decks $50.00 plus $0.08/sq.-ft. Decks
Swimming Fool $50.00 wlus $0.08/sq.-ft. of pocl area and patio area, Swimming Pool
Demolition - Residential Dwelling $50.00 plus $0.08/sq.ft. Demalition - Residential Dwel
Retaining Wall {4' or more from footer to top wall) 550 plus 50.08/linzal foot of wall Retaining Wall {4’ or more frc
Fance (6' or more in height above ground surface) $50 plus 50.08/lineal foct of fence Fence {6' or more in height al
Re-inspection Fee $50/each re-inspection, paid prior to re-inspection Re-inspection Fea
Plan change after permi issued $50 plus 550 for each additional inspection due to plan change. Plan change after permit tssu.

Permit Application Denied & Resubrmitied within 90 days for review; $75 re-application fee

Permit Application Denied &

Beginning Construction Without a Permit

1st time = 550 2nd time = $150 3rd time = 5300

Beginning Construction Withe







Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Roger Goodwin

Department or Entity: Department of Engineering

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 5 minutes

Date Requested — 1% Choice: April 14, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choices:

if a specific date is needed, please provide reascn for specific date:

Subject: Bond reduction and/or release.

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information: Partial release of the Construction Bond security for Suzanne L. Walls — Walls

Nursery {File #504-16) — Cash in Escrow Agreement with the Bank of Charles Town, Charles Town, West

Virginia.

Recommended motion {Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve): | authorize a partial release of $13,628.00 from the construction bond amount for Suzanne
L. Walls — Walls Nursery {File #504-16) for a new construction bond amount of $11,501.00.

Attachments: Bond Release Letter
Bond Reduction or Release Regquest Report
Map
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Ln 11

c oo jeffersoncountywy.org

January 7, 2010

Mr. Joshua Householder

Bank of Charles Town

Commercial Lending

P. Q. Box 906

Charles Town, West Virginia 25414

: ?“‘ljﬁiﬁi Cash in Escrow Agreement dated January 6, 2010 Construction Bond Surety for Suzanne L.

Walls — Walls Nursery (File #304-16).
Dear Mr. Householder:

The Jefferson County Commission authorizes a partial release of $13,628.00 from the construction
bond amount for Suzanne L. Walls - Walls Nursery (File #S04-16), for a new construction bond
amount of $11,501.00. This project is located on the south side of Route 9 (Charles Town Road)
approximately 1000 feet east of the Berkeley County line. Work remaining includes but is not limited
to the following:

1. Landscaping buffer
In summary, you are hereby authorized to reduce the amount of the above referenced Cash in Escrow

Agreement, originally issued in the amount of $25,129.00 to $11,501.00. Please contact the Jefferson
County Department of Engincering at (304)-728-3257 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Patricia A. Noland, President
Jefferson County Commission

PAN:rfb

cc: Ms, Susanne L, Walls
16333 Hamilton Station Road
Waterford, Virginia 20197
Depariment of Engineering

i ATOR VHIPUTTY COUNTY ADAMINISTRATOHR

St Stestr VDo




JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA
Engineering Department
116 East Washington Street, P.O. Box 716

Charles Town, West Virginia 25414
Phone: 304-728-3257

Email: engineering@jeffersoncountywv.org _ Fax: 304-728-3853

BOND REDUCTION or RELEASE REQUEST - REPORT

Date Received: 212312011 JCPC File No 504-16

Consultant/Engineer/Firm Name:_Suzanne .. Walls

Mailing Address: _168333 Hamilton Station Road

City: _Waterford State: _VA Zip. _20197-

Contact Persor: _Suzanne L. Walls Phone: (703) 850-3383

Project/Subdivision Name _Walls Nursery

Section/Phase: _Route &

Review Comments:

¥ The Bond Reduction requestis Approved

Add items/revise as shown per our comments on your attached bond relezse/reduction form & resubmit
reduction/release request to our office for review and approval.

Some site work has progressed beyond the required “milestone” site inspections that are to be performed by
our office. As a result, you will need to schedule the inspections with our Land Development Ingpector,
andfor provide the certificaiions noted on the attached “Third-Party Certifications” checklist. Please collect
all the required third-party certifications and submit them all at one time along with a copy of this report and
the checklist.

Bonding Policy & Unit Cost Figures attached for your use.

Comments:
Recommends bond reduction from the remaining bond of $25,129.00 by $13, 628 00 for a new retained bond of

$11,501.00. i AND DEVELOPMENT INSPECTION
APPROVED FOHR: B
Pronp Reocrion X1, 5012

v/ ﬁixﬁiﬁégfﬁ%nfﬁ@xm 4-%’7#55

T ot Y A Oy AT
s F RSy

FEU%FT o i et 8-

Origina! Bond Amount: $58.320 .61 Current Bond Amaunt: $25,129.00
Cost of Work Remaining: $4,293.00 + Contingency Amount: $7,208.00
Approved for Revised Bond Amount: $11,501.00

Reviewed By: Norma J. Kurogki Title: _Land Development inspecior

3

M_m}

Signature: ! f LA WAL F)iﬁ«_,lf Qﬁi&i Date: 4/712011

z g |
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Commisston Office Use Only

Date on Agenda:

Appt Time o@s:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: County Commission

Department or Entity:

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment:

Date Requested — 1¥ Choice:

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject: Legislative Update

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve):

Attachments:







Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Pl } i L
Name: K’)‘}QW&’%’ 3&4&?‘&*&.&?
Bepartment or Entity: QE C i}C}‘

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: § e LD rees

1A

Date Requested — 1* Choice:

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject:

Meek and Cpprie e o Metfnews Rrmel

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, mcludlng any o
background information: Tyve el (V&G o Vovs oo woiceot, oud eXxed
ﬁ”m\“m N e VM»BVWV{ b \i\’\ﬁwc%wnw P e\ VS G Cer E(‘\(Z\ et
Cﬁ:“* RRLER ﬁ'\‘% whe - ¢ Wnive ewra G\ D W@uv&wc Coomvem et % (0 e V‘ME%
PoTHe & oM Predawinnar ‘:&m&‘(‘“‘mﬁ&\ Oyt e m;wﬁ Gon o a
%;?kb\$WWc w‘kééy l‘cfli.,i( e‘\w\\.u:dm e, Vin aundS e pow %ﬁm Cr Dl @;;_,QW‘L
VT eRY, 5\ vl 1 Charg™y :36(2‘&““%»} megh\me QQ“%”‘LE&&Q {{tj\ﬁ‘yk @,{ 'mug:} C&P%}f\"}’}wﬁf&é‘
Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission

to approve):
v mnesae ”‘?t:s ﬁ&{)@)ﬁwg ‘“*\“‘V\ai e {%g: W\Q"‘r‘&\&wf \}\\( &f\f&ﬁ
ixm m ‘Q{Jﬁ‘%\\iw‘ (:.>Q~“ K}m“}uﬁ”‘» %b\ri{:xg g‘i%\

Attachments:
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Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Bill Polk, Maintenance Director

Department or Entity: Maintenance

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: Approx. 15 minutes

Date Requested — 1* Choice: April 14, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice: April 21, 2011

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date: The vendor has specified a deadline
date for the quoted purchase price(s).

Subject: Vehicle acquisition approval

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information: See attached

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve): Mation by “ »: second by, “ ” to approve the acquisition of the four
vehicles presented by Bill Polk, totaling, 578,597.00; three for the Department of Maintenance and
one for the Department of Homeland Security and Emergency Monagement.

Attachments:
2011 Vehicle Acquisition Proposal
Stephens Aute Center vehicle quotes




00 10T°15$ 00'98LS 00'91€°06$ 0gE-d PIOA uounreds(] SOUBUUER | |

00'00€°0¢$ 00'668$ 00° 1687 1§ 20Ne(] 33po Jusunreda(] SOUBUNUWERN | F

00'961°LE$ 00°961°L6$ uonipadx;y pIog "BURJA ADUSSISULY R 03¢ PURPUIOH) T

01 ] uonersd() 10}

aseroImJ papasu suond() P PPOW/EN yusunreda(y Aend

- | . esodoy, ”__,:oamﬁwmi 205@ > :©m
| Lo E@Eﬁm&@@ ooﬁmq@ﬁ:mg EQSOO ﬁom‘ﬂ%@m




Apr{11101:16p Mike Baliard Stephens Aut 304 369 2490 5.3
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Apr011101:17p Mike Ballard Stephens Aut 304 369 2480 p.5
15
CLASS 10 TRUCK 70-48-10-001
Small Pickup, 2 Wheel Dive, Exdended Cab, & Cylinder,
4200 CVWR, Short Bed
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Commission Office Use Only

Date on Agenda: Lﬁ«“’?w«-f{’

Appt Time or New Business: ] L“t“)
[ 0:Y5 Kot "
AGENDA REQUEST FORM LN
A
W

Name: Tim Boyde, County Administrator

Department or Entity: County Commission

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment:

Date Requested — 1% Choice: April 7, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

Subject:Discuss Recycling Grant - Solid Waste Authority

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

Recommended motian (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve):

Attachments:






Commission Office Use Only
Date on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM 0\3

Name: Nichelle Hosby W\

Department or Entity: Ceunty Comimission

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment:

Date Requested — 1% Choice: April 7, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason far specific date:

Subject:Appointment to the Development Authority

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information: Appointment to the Development Authority - One 3 year term ending April 5,
2014 - Represents Shepherdstown

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission
to approve}):

Attachments:




HOWARIDX MIELLS
PO.BOXT
SHEPHERDSTOWN
WEST VIRGINIA 25443
hgmills@citlink. net
304-876-6860

Jan. 18, 20111

Nichelle Adams Hosby
Executive Assistant

Jefferson County Commission

Dear Nichelle Hosby:

Having just been named [nterim Vice President of the Jefferson County Development
Authority, I would be interested in being considered for another term.

REeCEIVED

Jefferson County Commisslon



PRESIDENT
Paisy Noland

VICE PRESIDENT
Dale Manuwel

COMMISSIONER
Franees Morgan

COMMISSIONER
falt Peflesh

COMMISSIONER
Lyn Hidmyer

JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMISSION
124 Fast Washington Street, P.O. Box 250, Charles Town, WV 25414
Phone: (304) 728-3284 - Fax: (304) 725-9716

Web: www.ielfersoncountywy.org

January 14, 2011

Howard Mills
P.O. Box T
Shepherdstown, WV 25443

Dear Mr. Mills:

Please be advised that your term on the Development Authority will expire on April 5,
2011. Until the County Commission has acted to appoint someone for another Three
year term, you are asked to remain serving,

The County Commission is in the process of advertising for this position as standard
procedure. Please contact us in writing at your earliest convenience to let us know if
you are or are not interested in being considered for another termt., We will be making
the appointments on Thursday, March 24, 2011 or as soon thereafter as the Commission
may decide.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
For the Commission,

Nichelle Adams Hosby
Executive Assistant

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR DEPUTY COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
Tim Boyde - Senete Stusher AleDanald







Commission Office Use Only
ate on Agenda:

Appt Time or New Business:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM

Name: Jennifer Brockman

Department or Entity: Planning and Zoning

Estimation of amount of time needed for appointment: 15 — 30 minutes

Date Requested — 1% Choice: April 14, 2011

Date Requested — 2™ Choice:

If a specific date is needed, please provide reason for specific date:

The request is to approve matching funds from the Planning Department budget for a scope of work being
considered by the HEPMPO Interstate Council on April 20, 2011

Subject: Authorization o utilize Planning Department Professional Services funds as a part of the
local match to the HEPMPO scope of work for the US 340 East Transportation Project

Please provide the County Commission with a description of your request or presentation, including any
background information:

In conjunction with the County Planning Department's land use planning effort related the US 340 Corridor ~
East Gateway Plan, the Hagerstown Eastern Panhandle Metropolitan Planning Organization (HEPMPO) is
initiating a contract fo provide transportation planning assistance and technical modeling support for the
same section of US 340 in accordance with their Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). HEPMPO is the
regional transportation planning organization that all federally funded transportation projects have to go
through for the three-county region. The HEPMPO consultant’s draft scope of work that is being reviewed by
the HEPMPO Interstate Council on 4/20/11 requires a local match of $13,661. Originally the local match was
going to be covered by the $15,000 given to Jefferson County by the Eastern Panhandle Transportation
Authority (EPTA) and a $5,000 match from the County. If a decision is made to take the $15,000 EFTA money
out of this project (as discussed below), | am respectfully requesting that the County Commission allow the
Planning Department to use a portion of the Professional Services funds in the Department’s current budget
as a match for this project. Please note that the land use element of this project is listed as an action item in
the 2004 County Comprehensive Plan, an excerpt of which is attached.

HEPWPO's project is listed in their LRTP and they have timed it to coordinate with our East Gateway Plan
because it is intended to develop a transportation model that can analyze the current congestions issues and
model the impact of alternative land use scenarios on the road network. One particular aspect of their
consultant’s proposal includes the use of a program called MetroQuest that would allow an on-line
interactive opportunity for the County residents. We and the State are interested in using this as it wili be the
first time that it is being used in the state and may be a model for other transportation planning projects in
the future. Bob Gordon, Director of HEPMPO, will be present at the 4/14/11 meeting to explain the scope of
work that they are intending to fund for our benefit and to answer any other guestions that you may have
about this project and other plans for US 340. | have attached an e-mail from Bob that explain the financing
breakdown related to this project.

In addition to these pianning efforts, | have been told that the State DOH is planning on reopening the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the southern US 340 four-laning. The Eastern Panhandle
Transportation Authority (EPTA) has informed me that the $15,000 given to Jefferson County was intended to
help facilitate the southern four-laning project. They would prefer that that money not be applied as a match
for the HEPMPO transportation modeling and planning work for the East Gateway Plan. | am very interested
in having the County Planning Department be an active participant in the state’s EIS process for the southern
four-laning in an effort to continue to coordinate future land uses with access issues and transportation




plans, My expectation is that any land use or zoning product that comes out of the East Gateway Plan will be
something that can be applied the full length of US 340,

Recommended motion (Please type out the wording of the motion that you would like the Commission to
approve).

| move to authorize the County Planning Department to utilize funds from their Professional Services budget
line item as a part of the local match to the HEPMPO scope of work for the US 340 East Transportation
Project.

Attachments:

e« Excerpt from 2004 Comp Plan
s 4/6/11 E-mail from Bob Gordon re: US 340 Plan




Historic Gateway Special Study Area (from pages 72-73)

The US 340 corridor from the Shenandoah River bridge to the Charles Town bypass serves
many purposes. It is the major transportation spine in the eastern part of the County. It is from
this road that one views the panorama of the rest of the County from Alstadt's Hill. It serves as a
collector for several secondary State highways which serve significant numbers of houses and
businesses, and it serves as the eastern gateway to West Virginia. Traffic is ever increasing on
this road, as are development pressures.

This segment of US 340 is the most identifiable and visible artery in the County. Without
effective study and management, this corridor could deteriorate into a strip of housing
developments indistinguishable in character, and commercial development rivaling "strips” in
nearby larger cities.

US 340 is the main transportation spine through the County. As such, it is only appropriate and
logical that the bulk of the development that incurs happens along this corridor. As such, the
purpose of this study is not to turn US 340 into an undeveloped parkway. Rather, it is stated
here that the purpose of this study is to identify ways to ensure that the residentiai and
commercial development that occurs along this corridor is designed and constructed in such a
way where the development does not cause visual blight and major traffic problems along the
eastern entrance corridor to the State. Buffers, landscaping requirements, traffic and access
design, sign regulation and aesthetic highway improvements are all examples of issues that
could be discussed as part of this study.

RECOMMENDATIONS3.25: The County should study the US 340 corridor, including land use,
viewscape, economic development and traffic design and management in order to create an
effective strategy for the long term management of this important mixed-use corridor.

From Chapter 5: Implementation (p. 106, emphasis added)

F?“Eg- RECOMMENDATION IMPLEMENTATION MEASUREMENT
The County should study the US Initiate a cooperative Improved traffic flow,

3.25 | 340 corridor, including land use, planning effort with the | appearance and land
viewscape, WV DOT to use

Page economic development and traffic | improve the US 340 coordination in the
design corridor. /S 340

73 | and management in order to corridor east of

create an effective strategy for the Charles Town,
long term management of this
important mixed-use corridor.




Front: Goraon, Robert

To: "Lyvn Widmver”s Dlennifer Brockman”

Ce: Perry 1 Kellers Baker, T Mullenax, Maif, “Frazer, Jim®
Subject: RE: FW: Updated draft Budget for RE340 study

Bate: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 8:56:23 AM

Lyn,

As we discussed when we met last week with Jennie, the cost proposal for this draft scope of work
will cover the transportation planning needs of the current East Gateway project recently started
by Sefferson County. The total cost of the proposed scope of work is $136,614. The federal portion
of this total will be 5109,291 and will be provided by the WVDOT out of their discretionary
planning funds. 1t is not funds that are in the annual allocation available to the MPO. The
remaining 20% ($27,322) of the project cost will be split between Jefferson County and WVDOT
(State funds). The 10% share for the County and the State will be $13,661. In our discussions last
week, we decided that the funds provided through the EP Transportation Authority { $15,000 of
the $20,000 earmark) would not be used for this project. Since this would only leave $5000 of
local funding available for the project, it was agreed that the discretionary funding that Jennie has
available to her would be used to make up the shortfall in local funding. If thatis truly the case,
then we can procede with the proposed study as per the draft scope of work provided,

As | described above, this would leave the $15,000 provided through the EP Transportataion
Authority to be used for a future planning project on the saction of US 340 (south) between Charles
Town and the Virginia line. However, since the MPO does not have excess funding available in our
annual appropriation of funding, any federal or state money that would be required for a future
study of the section of US340 (south) would be at the discretion of the WVDQT and subject to fund
availability and support of the proposed project by WVDOT. When a proposed study is developed,
then the WVDOT can review it and determine if discretionary money is available at the time.

In short, it will preserve the $15,000 provided through the EP Transportation Authorities, but it
does not guarantee that WVDOT discretionary funding will be available. Keep in mind, that
proposed East Gateway Study is the second project this year that we have requested WVDOT to
use discretionary funds to support, the other being the Ranson/Charles Town Transportation Fiscal
Impact Study. Both of these projects are more than $100,000.

| hope that this addresses your concerns.
Bob

Robert 5. Gordon

Director ~ HEPMPO

33 West Washington Strect
Hagerstown, MD 21740

Telephone: (240)313-2081
Cell: (304)676-9400
Fax: (240)313-2034




From: Lyn Widmyer [mailto:lynwidmyer@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2011 2:29 PM

To: Gordon, Robert

Cc: Jennifer Brockman

Subject: Re; FW: Updated draft Budget for RE340 study

without reviewing this in detail, J just need your input Bob on whether this reserves money
for the section of US 340 between CT and the Virginia line. I have spoken with Sen. Unger
and the person in charge of the environmental review and 1 do think we need to have some
money to help (if needed) in terms of this study. Thanks!

On Tue, Apr 5, 2011 at 1:51 PM, Gordon, Robert <rgordonowasheg-md.net> wrote:
Tennie,

Attached is the updated cost breakdown for the proposed scope of work on the US 340 study.
1 asked Jim to provide a cost breakdown by fiscal year. Since the project will carryover from
one fiscal year fo the next, [ have to adjust the MPO work program to cover the work being
done in each year.

Thanks,
Bob

Robert S. Gordon

Director - HEPMPO

33 West Washington Street
Hagerstown, MD 21740

Telephone: (2403313-2081
Cell: (3041676-9400
Fax: (240)313-2084

From: Frazier, Jim [mailto: LERAZIER dimbakercorp cons]
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2011 12:26 PM

To: Gordon, Robert

Subject: Updated draft Budget for Rt340 study

Bob,

Attached is our budget separated by FY. The totals remain the same and T included all of
Task 1 and the data collection efforts for this FY ending June 30. I also included a portion of
the modeling hours that would include setting up the TAZ structure for the study. The
remaining tasks are planned after July 1.

Also, we agree to keep our rates at the current level and not adjust them for Year 4 of our
contract. These rates are reflective in our estimate.

Let me know if you need anything else.
Thanks.
Jim







War Comes to Harpers Ferry: Burning of the Arsenal

Join us for this two-day event about the
April 1861 secession of Virginia from
the Union and the subsequent burn-
ing of the Federal Arsenal at Harpers
Ferry. Activities will inctude, living
history, ranger conducted programs
and family/youth stations. This is a fee
free weekend!

Saturday, Apri] 16

9:00 am — ¢:30 pm Park Bookshop
open

10:00 — g:30 pm Information & Orien-
tation Tent open

10:00 — 5:00 pm Book & Author Tent
open

10:00 - 4:00 pm Armory Archeology
Excavation

10:00 ~ 4:00 pm Arsenai & Armory
Archeology Exhibition

10:00 - 4:00 pm Hands on History: A
Museum Object Lesson

11:00 ~ 4:00 pm  Staffed Living History
Exhibits

11:00 - 4:00 pm Family & Youth Ac-
tivities: Refugee Wagon, Hands-on
Gun Puzzle, Telegraph, Under Fire,

1861 Vodcast Viewing

it:00 - 12:30 pm War Comes to Harp-
ers Ferry Ranger-guided Program

11:00 - 1oo pn Steve Stanley, author of
Complete Gettysburg Guide, Booksign-
ing

1:00 — 3:00 pm Adam Goodheart,
author of 1861 Discusston & Book
Signing

3:00—5:00 pm John Hoptak, author
of Battle of South Mountain Discussion
& Book Signing

2:00 - 3:30 pm War Comes to Harpers
Ferry Ranger-guided Program "

3:00 - 4:00 pm Songs of Struggle &
Freedom - Jasmine Muhammed

4:00 - 5:00 pm  The New Way of
Things: Armory Superintendent Bar-
bour’s Speech

5:30 - 6:30 pm  Pll Burn This Town
and Have Blood: John Brown’s War on
Slavery

6:00 - 730 pm On Whose Orders?
Virginia Militia Procession, 2-mile

walk from Cavalier Heights Visitor

Center to Lower Town

7:30 - 8:00 pm Fife and Drum Perfor-

mance

8:00 - g:oo pm  Destroy What I Can-
not Defend: Burning of the Arsenal

A visitor participation commermoration

9:45 pm Last shuttle departs Lower
Town for Cavalier Heights Visitor
Center

Jo_'in us_f_or Saturday evening highlights:

6:00 p.m. On Whose Orders? Virginia
Militia Procession: A 2-mile procession
from the Cavalier Heights Visiter Centar
ta Lower Town. Contermplate the steps of
the Virginia militia as they marched closer
to treason and war,

7:30 p.m, a Fife and Drum performance
at the River Tent examines the power of
patriotic music and the decision to take
uparms. e :

8:00 p.m. Destroy What | Cannot De-
fend:: Burning of the Arsenal: The final
hours of the Harpers Ferry Armory. Join
federal soldiers as they desperately decide
to destroy or defend the Arsenal. Help
re-create the burning of the Arsenal with
candlelight & a photographer’s spacial
affect. The evening concludes with a
somber, candielit commemoration at the
Armory Engine House.

Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, April 2011



Sunday, April 17

10:00 - 4:00 pm Information & Orien-
tation Tent open

10:00 — 4:00 pm Book & Author Tent
open

10:00 — 4:00 pm Armory Archeology
Excavation

10:00 ~ 4:00 pm Arsenal & Armory
Archeology Exhibition

10:00 — 4:00 pm Hands on History: A
Museum Object Lesson

11:00 - 1:00 pm Thomas Clemens, edi-
tor The Maryland Campaign of
September 1862, Volume I: South
Mountain, Discussion & Book Signing

1:00 - 4:00 pm Family & Youth Ac-
tivities: Refugee Wagon, Hands-on
Gun Puzzle, Telegraph, Under Fire,
1861 Vodcast Viewing

1:00 - 4:00 pm Staffed Living History
Exhibits

Mational Park Service e
5. Department of the baterior

The hlstor of Harpers Ferry %!as few parallels m th_
Amencan drama Atk more than.ané gvent, ane
date, 'orane individual.. tismulti: iayered |nvo|vmga :
diverse number of penple and events, declstuns and
actions thatinffuenced the course of our natior :
hlstory Visit Harpers Ferry and’ step inte hista

Harpers Ferry) Natlonal Hlstoncal Park
20, Box 65
i‘ia:pers qury WastVrglnla 25425

\!ls&tor(ente# :
304—535 6029

Harpers hzny }i]stnncal Association Bookshop e
30#%525 6881 AR

Harpers Fer_ry NHP_ Home Page
wwwanpsgovihafes '

The National Park Sepvice carasforthe - :
special piaces SﬂuEd by the American paople
56 that all may experience curheritage.

12:00 — 1:00 pm War Comes to Harp-
ers Ferry, A ranger-guided program

1:00 - 3:00 pm Scott 1. Mingus, Sr., au-
thor of Flames Beyond Gettysburg: The
COnfederate Expedition to the Susque-
hanna River, June 1863 Discussion &
Booksigning

2:00 —3:00 pm War Comes To Harp-
ers Ferry: The Guns, A ranger-guided
program

5:45 pm Last shuttle departs Lower
Town for Cavalier Heights Visitor
Center

Volunteers Needed
for 23rd Annual
River Cleanup

Join us on Saturday, April 9th, from
9:00 a.m. to noon, rain or shine, to
clean up the shoreline of the Potomac
River. Harpers Ferry National Histori-
cal Park and River and Trail Cutfitters,
BTT Whitewater and River Riders staff
have two Potomac River clean-up sites
planned for this day. They are:

Potoma Wayside, across from the
intersection of Hwy. 340 and Rte.

671. Please meet/park in the gravel lot
upstream and across the highway, next
to the gas station. Debris will be col-
iected along the Potomac shoreline ina
concentrated location. Short, yet steep
hike down to clean up site.

Potomac Street Extended, meet in the
train station parking lot. Debris will
be collected along the shoreline of the
Potomac River. Includes a 2-3 miles
hike along shoreline te pick up debris.

It is recommended that all volunteers
wear long pants, boots or sturdy shoes,
ard be prepared to get dirty. Trash bags
will be provided. Please bring work
gioves and refillable water bottles for
your drinking water.

This annual event, sponsored by the
Alice Ferguson Foundation, is the
largest single watershed cleanup in the
region. Join us on April 9th. It's time to
take out the trash!

For more information about the clean
up at Harpers Ferry, contact Jessica
Liptak at Jessica_Liptak@nps.gov or
304-535-5017.

Team Up to Clean
Up Harpers Ferry
Battlefield

On Saturday, Aprii 2, 2011, history
buffs and preservationists from around
the country will team up with the elev-
enth annual Givil War Trust (CW'T)

1o help clean and restore America’s
priceless batiiefields, cemeteries

and shrines. The nationwide effort —
dubbed Park Day — is underwritten
with a grant from History (formerly
The History Channel). Park Day is
presented in partnership with Take
Pride in America, a division of the T.S.
Department of the Interior.

Harpers Ferry National Historical
Park is one of the sites that wili ben-
efit from Park Day-related activities.
Volunteers are needed to clean up the
Schoolhouse Ridge North Battlefield.
Trom 8 am. to 12 noon volunteers will
remove vegetation and wire from fence
lines on the battlefield using hand
tools. Meet at the park Visitor Center
and wear boots, long pants, long-
sleeve shirts. Bring a pair of work
gloves, water, snacls and be prepared
to get dirty. Tools will be provided by
the park.

This event will be cancelled in the
event of inclement weather. T-shirts
provided by CWT will be available to
all volunteers.

Join us on April 2nd. For mare infor-
mation, contact Volanteer Coordina-
tor Jessica Liptai at 304-535-5017 or
by e-mail at Jessica Liptak@nps.gov.

Community Bulletin, April 2011
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LAW OFFICHE OF

JAMES V. KELSH

300 Summers St., Ste, 1230

P.O.Box 3713
Telephone Charleston, WV 25337-3713 ' Facsimile
(304) 343-1654 kelshlaw @yahoo.com (304) 343-1657

WV State Bar #6617

March 31, 2011

Honorable Patsy Noland, President
Jefferson County Commission

124 E. Washington Street

Charles Town, WV 25414

RE: Tolling Agreements with Developers

Dear Ms. Noland:

| write to you on behalf of the Jefferson County Public Service District
(“District”) to alert the Jefferson County Commission to a concern of the District
regarding the Commission’s recent practice of entering into agreements with
developers to toll bonding requirements pursuant to the September 2, 2010 Site
Improvement Bonding and Bond Surety Policy (the “Policy”).

When a developer tolls its bonds, the Policy requires “that no construction and
installation of site improvements shall be allowed” and that “lots are restricted from
being sold.” Policy, §10. The form tolling agreement (“Form Agreement”) attached
to -the Policy provides that once a bond is tolled, “[n]Jo Infrastructure
improvements...shall occur or be permitted on the Land.” Form Agreement, 2 (b) (ii).
The Form Agreement states that “Declarant shall not commence, or cause any third
party to commence, the construction of any single family residence or other structure
on any portion of the Lot.” {[4.

The Disfrict's concern is that the quoted terms in the Policy and the Form
Agreement will complicate the District's acquisition of easements and lots, and
construction of facilities on land that is subject to a tolling agreement. To be clear,
the District would not construct facilities on land that is subject to a tolling agreement
for the purpose of serving the development that is in tolled status. Rather, the District
expects situations may arise where the District needs to construct transmission lines
or pump stations on or across land that is in tolled status for the purpose of serving
District customers located outside of the development

defferson Counly Commission




Honorable Patsy Noland, President
Jefferson County Commission
March 31, 2011

Page 2

The problem the District has identified herein has not manifested itself with
respect to the two developments, Thorn Hill and Harvest Hills that are now in tolled
status.

The District has no particular solution to recommend to the Commission at this
time. The District is willing to meet with a Commission representative and affected
County Department members to address this issue further.

Please feel free to contact me at any time regarding this matter. Thank you for

your consideration and assistance.

Very truly yours,

[y, 22

Kelsh
(WV State Bar No. 6617)

JVK/sls
CC: Sue Lawton

Jennifer Brockman
(Jefferson/3-31-11 Noland iir re tolling agmnts with developers)




400 Westfield Read
Charlottesville, VA 22901

March 29, 2011

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED

Mr. Tim Boyde

Jefferson County Administrator
124 East Washington Sireet
Charles Town, WV 25414

RE: Important Informuation — Price Changes
Dear Mr. Boyde:
Beginning May 1, 2011, we are adjusting some of our prices in your community.

While we have been highly focused on controlling our costs for the benefit of our customers, we
continue to invest in next-generation technology and equipment to support new product features,
more programming choices and to improve the customer experience. These investments make it
possible to provide the additional services customers demand while delivering continued
innovations.

At Comcast, we’re hard at work transforming our products by adding the content, interactivity
and new features that customers want in order to bring them the greatest value in entertainment.
And we stand behind it all with the Comcast Customer Guarantee, our promise to provide a
consistently superior experience backed by 24/7 customer service, more convenient appointments
and the best products and services.

The enclosed attachment will provide you with further detailed information regarding the
scheduled price adjustment. As always, if you should have any questions or concerns regarding
this, or any cable-related matter, please feel free to contact me at (540) 974-5123.

Sincerely,

™ |
ol ( gryaen

Paul Comes
Director, Government Affairs




Price Change Notice
Effective May 1, 2011

The changes below affect the following areas served by the Jefferson County/Ranson channel line-up:
Bolivar, Charlestown, Harpers Ferry, Jefferson County, Ranson, and Shepherdstown.

New prices will be reflected on May 2011 billing statements. All prices are subject to applicable franchise
fees and state sales fax, and are subject to change.

Current Monthly New Monthly

Price Price
VIDEQO SERVICES
Limited Basic $19.00 $20.70
Expanded Basic $37.66 $38.85
Standard Service (not available for new
subscription) $56.66 $59.55
Digital Starter $61.66 $59.55
Digital Preferred Package $69.61 $73.50
Digital Preferred with 1 Premium $77.56 $81.45
Digital Preferred with 2 Premiums $91.56 $95.45
Digital Preferred with 3 Premiums $99.56 $103.45
Digital Preferred Plus (not available for new $96.56 $100.45
subsctiption)
Digital Premier $101.56 $106.40
Total Premium (not available for new subscription) $101.56 $105.45
Selecto (not available for new subscription) $11.95 $13.95
Digital Classic (not available for new subscription) $14.95 $17.95
Digital Preferred $14.95 $17.95
Digital Starter/Preferred/MultiLatino $8.00 $9.25
Additional Outlet
Sports Entertainment Package $6.00 $6.95
DVR Service $15.90 $15.95
HD Additional Outlet $11.95 $9.25
INSTALLATION/OTHER PRICES
Installation — Unwired Home $46.00 : $49.95
Installation — Prewired Home $32.00 $39.95
Installation — Additional Qutlet (same trip) $17.75 $19.95
Installation — Additional Qutlet (separate trip) $28.00 $29.95
Other Installation — Upgrade (trip required) $16.00 $19.95
Other Installation —~ Downgrade (trip required) $10.00 $19.95




Other Installation — Upgrade/Downgrade $1.99 $2.49
(no trip)
Connect VCR/DVD (same trip) $10.00 $8.00
Connect VCR/DVD (separate trip) $16.00 $19.95
Activate Pre-Existing Additional Qutlet $10.00 $8.75
(same trip)
Activate Pre-Existing Additional Outlet $10.00 $15.00
(scparate trip)
Other Installation — Relocate Qutlet (same $21.00 $15.25
trip)
Other Installation — Relocate Outlet (separate $21.00 $22.50
trip)

 OTHER CHARGES
Service Call (video) $30.00 $39.95




JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA

Engineering Department
116 East Washington Street
P.O,. Box 716
Charles Town, West Virginia 25414

Phone: 304-728-3257

Email: engineerin@effersoncountywv.org Fax:  304-728-3953
MEMORANDUM
TO: SANDY SLUSHER McDONALD, DEPUTY COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMISSION

FROM: ROGER L. GOODWIN, CHIEF COUNTY ENGINEER AN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

DATE: APRIL 4, 2011

SUBJECT: WATERSIDE RESERVE SUBDIVISION, SECTION I & IT
FILE #03-19

Please find enclosed the construction bond(s) and security for the following project:

Waterside Reserve Subdivision, Section T & 11 (File #05-19), which is secured by Letter of Credit

#598 with First United Bank & Trust, located in Oakland, Maryland in the amount of
$139,942.00.

The bond(s) is in compliance with the County Bonding Policy. If you have any questions, please
give me a call.

RLG:rfb




02 April 2011 - Resignadion darte
Matthew Harris

P.O. Box 1135

Ranson, WY 25438

Jefferson County Cormmission
124 East Washington 5t.

Charles Town, WV 25414

Dear Commission:
Letter or Resignhation

The letter comes to you in the time of the sincerest concerns. | have carefully monitored the
Commission and Cornmissioners activities. | have had the opportunity of reviewing the County budget. |
have sent numerous letter of concern and discuss.

Under careful consideration of all the above named activity, | am respectfuily resigning my post from
the E911 Advisory Board as Matthew Harris {Citizens for Jefferson County). The reasoning for my
resignation coming from deep thought and consideration to the Citizen of Jefferson County.

My position of the E911 Advisory Boa rd has brought no benefits to the Citizens of Jefferson County.
The Jefferson County Commissioners have brought no benefit to the Citizens of Jefferson County.
Numerous special interest activities having no benefit to jefferson County Citizens have received
benefits by each other the Commissioners. Jefferson County Commissioners have been and still are
directing funds paid by the tax payers towards special interest program, but yet, they come to no serious
benefit to the Citizens of lefferson County. Commissioners have turned a blind eye to issue involving
utility companies.

| have no seen one program designed or developing to benefit the Citizens of Jefferson County. We
can afford to spend tax payer dollars to employee someone to manage our funds, but having one
Commissioner having a business background cannot take the time to save those funds by reviewing the
County Economics himself or seeking to find a volunteer to perform the responsibility. | myseif having a
business background and presently being educated in Economics and Corporate Economics have not
been asked to review the issue.




It seems that our tax paying dollars are going to benefit the special interests of the Commissioners
and yet nothing is in the budget to benefit the Citizens of Jefferson County.

How is this possible? People are afraid to speak up and say stop. | cannot support and/or defend a
County Commission that does not and/or cannot support and defend its Citizens.

The opinions of the people is complete discuss of the County Commission. Although it’s almost
impossible to satisfy every individual, we are supposed to be making the right decisions to defend and
support the Citizens.

| can assure the Citizens of Jefferson County that | am not going any place. 1 will continue to support
and defend the Citizen of Jefferson County with pride.

| can promise the Jefferson County Commission, you will continue to receive weekly and monthly
communication letters in support and defense of our Citizens. Citizens deserve to be treated with
respect and dignity, Making decisions for a community who strives for higher expectations from their
County and may want to incorporate is dependent upon economics instead of what is right for the
people of its community is wrong. Supporting and defending a local post office to keep in business to
benefit the people is a purpose to be strived for. Increasing the support given to our County Volunteer
Fire Departments is a benefit to its people. Reducing their benefits is an insult to their efforts.

Matthew Harris




NOTICE OF SPECIAL SESSION OF THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF
JEFFERSON COUNTY

TO LAY THE LEVY

The County Commission of Jefferson County, will hold a Special Session
on Tuesday, April 19, 2011, at 10:00 a.m. in the Old Charles Town Library
Meeting Room located at 200 E. Washington Street, (Samuel Street Entrance)
Charles Town, West Virginia 25414.

The purpose of the Special Session is to officially Lay the Levy.

The public is invited to attend.

By Order of the County Commission of Jefferson County
Patricia A. Noland, President



NOTICE
JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMISSION
MEETING CANCELLATION

The regular meeting scheduled on Thursday, Aprit 21,
2011, has been cancelled. The Commission will resume

its regular session on Thursday, April 28, 2011, at 9:30
a.m.



NOTICE OF MEETING
Jefferson County Commission
Council of Governments Roundtable Meeting

The County Commission of Jefferson County will hold a Council of
Governments Roundtable meeting on Wednesday, April 27, 2011 at
5:00 p.m. at the Old Charles Town Library Meeting Room, 200 E.
Washington Street (Samuel Street Entrance), Charles Town, West
Virginia 25414.

The following topic will be discussed:

- Chesapeake Bay compliance/Utility rates and providers
- Next meeting and agenda topics discussion

The pubilic is invited to attend. No decisions will be made at this
meeting.

By Order of The County
Commission of Jefferson County
Patricia A. Noland



Jefferson County Animal Control
161 Poor Farm Rd Kearneysville, WV 25430
Phone: (304} 728-3289 Fax: (304) 728-4889

MEMORANDUM

To: Jefferson County Commission

Date: April 6, 2011
From: Denise Lambiotte, Animal Control Supervisor

Subject: Low Cost Rabies Clinic

Jefferson County Animal Control and Jefferson County Health Department are parinering
to provide a low cost rabies clinic for the animal owner’s of Jefferson County. It will be
held on Saturday, April 30, 2011 @ the Mountain Community Center at the corner of
HWY 9 and Mission Rd. The hours will be from 11:00am-2:00pm. Hillside Animal
Hospital is generously donating the time of one of their veterinarians for this event.
Attached is a flyer that is being distributed across Jefferson County.



Saturday April 30, 2011
@ 11 AM to 2 PM
Jefferson County Residents
(ID Required)

Cats & Dogs Only!

Cash Only Please
Location: Mountain Community Center
Corner of Mission Road & Route 9
For Info Contact: Animal Control (304) 728-3289
Sponsors:
Jefferson County Animal Control

| Jefferson County Health Department

| Hillside Veterinary Clinic




Jefferson County Animal Control
161 Poor Farm Rd Kearneysville, WV 25430
Phone: (304) 728-3289 Fax: (304} 728-4889

MEMORANDUM REQ
To: Jefferson County Commission Jgffg%ggﬁg ﬁ,{m{}*
TRV
Date: April 6, 2011 ~ 4 §§z‘iﬁf§§z§§!§g

From: Denise Lambiotte, Animal Control Supervisor,,iiw@q,%ﬂ\\

Subject: Donation to Jefferson County Animal Control

Jefferson County Animal Conirol received a $100.00 donation from Mrs. Lee Paulson in
gratitude for the dog she recently adopted from our facility. Mrs. Paulson came all the
way from Middletown, MD to meet “Dooley” aka Valentino and instantly fell in love
with him. I have attached a copy of her note and a picture of “Dooley”.




Ageit1d,) 7S
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Nichelle Hosby

From: Mark Barlet [mark@ablegamers.org)

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 11:14 AM

To: nhoshy@jeffersoncountywyv.org

Subject: Invite: Accessibility Arcade @ SU April 16th

My County Commissioners,

My name is Mark Barlet, President of the AbleGamers Foundation. I know many of you
personally. Our organization is doing a Game Accessibility Arcade @ Shepherd University
on April 16th from 1Bam to 4pm.

Free for all, and would REALLY like to see you there to show your support to the people
with disabilities in our area.

Thanl you'!
Mere info below.

http://wwi,ablegamers.org/arcade

For many people with disabilities, games offer a window to the world.

To showcase the progress in accessible gaming the AbleGamers Foundation is bringing
“The Game Accessibility Arcade” to Shepherd University on April 16, 2011. The all-day
presentation will offer hands-on focus showcasing accessibility technology that can
enable play on the Nintendo Wii, Microsoft Xbox, Sony PS3, and more. The foundation
will be featuring hardware from Broaden Horizons, Evil Controllers, Peregrine and many
more, as well as, some great software, including the newly launched My Golf Game, from
VTree LLC.

Mark Barlet, President
The AbleGamers Foundation




WEST VIRGINIA LOTTERY
WEEKLY SETTLEMENT FOR CHARLES TOWN

Week Ending Date

To be Deposited on:

Amount Played

Amount Won

Amount Promo

MWAP Contribution

Adjusted Gross Terminat Revenue

Administrative Costs @ 4%

Excess Lottery Fund @ 4%

Net Terminal Revenue

Surcharge @ 10%

State Share Excess @ 58%

Track Share of Capital Reinvestment @ 42%
Track Share of Capital Reinvestment @ 42% - %6%
Track Share of Capital Reinvestment @ 42% - 4%

Adjusied Net Terminal Revenue

Racetrack @ 46.50% ! 42%

Lottery Fund @ 30% / 0%

Excess Lottery Fund @ 0% / 41%

Race Track Purses @ 7% 14% ! 8%

Workers' Compensation Debt Reduction @ 7%

Employee Pension Fund @ 1%/ .5%

Greyhound Development @ .75%

Thoroughbred Development @ .75%

Racing Commission @ 1%

County/Municipality @ 2")u

3% Funds:

Tourism Promotion Fund @ 1.375%

Development Office Promotion Fund @ .375%

Research Challenge Fund @ .5%

Capitol Renovation and Improvement Fund @ .6875%

2004 Capitol Complex Parking Garage Fund @ .06258%

1% Funds:
State Capitol Complex Parking Garage @ 1%

Cultural Facilities and Capitol Resources @ .5%

Capitol Dome and Capitol Improvements @ .6% /1%

Week Ending
April 2, 2011

April &, 2011
83,443,785.24
74,976,844.71

223,567.00
43,538.09
8,199,835.44
0.00
327,993.42
7,871,842,02
787,184.20
456,566.84
330,617.38
317,392,567
13,224.69
7,084,657,52
2,975,556.28
0.00
2,904,709.70
566,772.63
0.00
36,423.29
53,134.93
53,134.93

70,848.58

141,692.16

97,414.05
26,567.47
35,423.29
48,707.02

4,427.91

0.00
0.00
70,846.68

7,084 6567.82




Charles Town

WEST VIRGINIA LOTTERY
First Benchmark
Charles Town
County / City Split
Fiscal Year 2011

1989 Net Terminal Revenue $ 45,603,174
Benchmark Goal @ 2% 3 912,083 48
2% OF T0 TO CHARLES HARPERS SHEPHERDS
DATE ADJ. NET JEFFERSON FIVE BOLIVAR TOWN FERRY RANSON TOWN
REVENUE COUNTY CITIES 12.42% 34.56% 3.85% 35,08% 14.29%
3 days ending:
71110- 713110 $ 115,402.58 § 115,402.58 | § - $ - $ - $ - ] - $ -
Week ending:
o7/10M0 5 205,731.64 3 20573164 5 - $ - $ - $ K 3 - $ -
071710 5 161,386.76 § 181,366.76 { § - $ - § - 3 - $ - $ -
07/24110 3 160,368.28 3 160,368.28 | $ - ] - $ - $ - ¥ - $ -
07/3110 3 157,802.08 $ 157,802.06 | $ - $ - $ - $ - 3 - $ -
08/07/10 § 161 617.82 $ 136,494,868 | § 2512284 | % 312027 | § 868245 | § 916.98 | $ 8813001 % 3,580.05
08/14/10 3 156,753.36 5 78,376.68 | § 78,7668 | § 9,734.38 | § 270869813 2,86075]% 2749454 1§ 11,200.03
08/21/10 % 152,398.04 § 76,199.02 | § 75,199.02 | § 9463.82 { § 26,334.38 | § 278126 | % 26,730621% 10,888.84
08/28/10 5 144,620.06 5 7246003 | % 72,460.03 | $ 8,099.54 | § 25,04219 | § 2644781 % 25,418.97 [ § 10,364.54
09/04/10 $ 152,725.68 $ 76,362.84 | & 76,362.84 | § 948426 $ 26,391.00 | % 2787.24 | % 2678809185 1081228
08/11/10 $ 165,038.72 3 82,969.36 | $ 82969.36 | § 10,304.79 | § 2867421 | § 302839 1% 2910565 | % 11,856.32
09/18M10 5 135,277.56 § 57,638.78 | § 587,638.78 | § 840074 | % 2337596 | § 24688215 23727668 | % 9,665.58
09/25M0 $ 140,870.12 $ 70,435.06 { § 70,435.06 | 8,748,031 % 2434236 | $ 267088 (% 2470862 1% 10,066.17
10/02/10 5 142,027.72 ] 7101386 [ $ 71,013.86 1 5 881992 (§ 2454239 | § 269201 1% 24,811.66 ($ 10,147.88
10/09/10 $ 138,623.00 i 69,311.80 [ § 69,311.50 | 5 860849 1§ 23,054.06 | § 2,529.87 | $ 2431447 [ § 0,904.61
1016410 $ 150 489.24 3 75234862 | § 7523462 | § 9,344.14 | § 26,001.081% 2,746.06 | $ 2630231 | % 10,751.03
10/23/10 $ 140,581.60 $ 70,290.80 ) % 70,290.80 | $ B73012 1 % 2429250 [ § 2,665,611 % 24658.011% 10,044.56
10/30/10 3 131,230.08 $ 6561504 | ¢ 85,615.04 | $ 814039 | & 22,876.56 | § 2304951% 23,017.75 | $ 9,376.35
11/06/10 $ 122,675.24 3 G61,337.62 | % 6133762 | % 7618131 §% 21,198.28 | § 223882 1% 21,517.24 | 8 8,765.15
111310 $ 129,190.56 3 54,595.28 | § 54,595.28 t § 8,02273 | § 2232413 | % 235773 1% 22.660.02 | § 9,230.67
1172010 5 112,020.16 k] 56,010.08 1 § 56,010.08 | § 6,956.45 1% 19,357.08 | 204437 | $ 19,648.34 | § 8,003.84
1142710 3 142,341.80 3 7117090 | $ 71,170.90{ § 8839438 24,596.66 | § 259774 | § 24986751% 1017032
12/04/10 $ 106,430,16 3 53,215.06 | 5 53,215.08 [ $ 6,609.31 | § 18,381.13 | § 194235t % 18,667.85 | 7,604.44
12/1110 5 93,888.00 5 45,044.00 | § 46,944.00 | & 583044 | % 16,223.85 | $ 171346 | § 16,467.95 1 § 6,708.30
12M18/10 % B4,153.52 $ 42,076.76 | $ 42,076.76 | $ 5225931 % 14,541.73 | $ 1,635.8018% 14,760.53 | § 6,012.77
1225/10 $ 100,800.56 5 5045028 | $ 5045028 | § 6,26592 | § 1743562 | § 1,841.44 | % 17.697.96 t § 7,209.36
0101411 $ 170,304.24 5 85,152.12 | $ 8518212 | % 10,675.89 | § 2042857 | 3,108.06 | $ 2087136 | § 12,168.24
01/08/11 5 108,602.60 5 54,301.30 | & 5430130 & 6,744.22 | $ 18,766.53 | § 1,882.00 | § 19,04888 | § 7.758.66
0nsi 5 108,011.80 $ 54,005.9C | § 54,005.90 | § 67075313 158,664.44 | $ 1971221 % 18,845.27 | $ 7.717.44
01/22/11 5 121,849.48 § 60624741 % B0,524.74 | $ 7,566.85 | § 21,05569 | § 2223751 % 21,372.40 | $ 8,706,15
01/29/11 5 ©6,073.88 3 48,036.94 | § 48,036,941 $ 5966101 % 16,601.57 | $ 1,753.35 | $ 16,851.35 | § 6,864.43
02/06M11 $ 121,554.88 $ 60,777.44 | § 60,777.44 | 3 7,648.56 | § 2100468 | % 2,218.38 | § 2132072 | % 8,685.09
02112111 3 134,943.68 $ 8747184 | § 6747184 | 8 8,380.00 (% 23318271 5% 2462721 % 2366912 | $ 9,641.73
021811 $ 144.037.08 $ 7201854 | § 72,018.54 | § 894470 $ 24889611 % 262868 |§ 25,264.101% 10,281.45
0228711 % 151,088.04 5 76,644.02 | § 75,544.02 | % 9,38257 | $ 26,108.01 | % 2757361 % 76,500.84 | & 1078524
03105411 $ 149,070.68 3 74,535.34 | § 74535341 % 925729} % 25,756.41 | § 272054 | 3 26,1470018% 1065110
03112411 5 133,958 96 $ £66,979.48 | $ 66,979.48 [ $ 531885 | % 23148111 % 244475 1 § 2349840 | 9,671.37
03/19/11 5 148,226.62 5 73,113.26 | $ 7311326 § 9,080.67 | § 25267.94 | § 266884 |5 2564813 | % 10,447.88
03/26/11 3 136,981,60 $ 68,490.80 | § 58,490.680 | § 8,506.56 1 § 2367042 1% 2499911 % 24,026.57 | $ 9,787.34
4/02/11 $ 141,693.16 5 7084658 | § 70,846.58 | § 870915 (3 24,484.58 | § 25685801 % 2485297 | § 10,123.98
Subtotal $ 5470,120.94 $ 3,181,092.21|% 227902873 |§ 28305536 (% 75763233 ]% 8318458 (% 790,483.22 | § 32567324
Benchmark Goal @ 2% $  912,083.48
Remainder until 1% / 1% Spiit  § -
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Public Service District

Jefferson County Public Service D|s§§@@%@m Ceounty Commission
Regular Board Meeting
March 1, 2011

The monthly meeting of the Jefferson County Public Service District was held at 7:00PM on Tuesday, March
1, 2011 in the meeting room at the Districts office in Kearneysville. Those in attendance included: Secretary,
Jim Cummins; Treasurer, Peter Appignani; General Manager, Susanne Lawton; Administrative Assistant,
Ashiey Stotlemyer: and District Legal Counsel, Jim Kelsh. Chairman Joe Hankins was absent from the
meeting.

Treasurer Appignani called the meeting to order at 7:00PM.

Public Comments
None.

OLD BUSINESS

Review Minutes of February 7 Reqular Board Meeting
The minutes of the February 7, 2011 regular Board meeting were approved as presented.
Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to accept the
February 7, 2011 minutes as presented. Approved 2-0.

Update on Flowing Springs Wastewater Treatment Plant Project
The District had received an order from the Public Service Commission (PSC) requiring the filing of

additional testtmony and hearing which will be heid on May 3% Mr. Kelsh stated the pre-filed testimony is
due by March 24" Ms. Lawton informed the Board that the West Virginia Department of Environmental
Protection is requesting mare information for the NPDES permit.

Action: No action taken by the Board.

Update on the Under-billing of Job Corps
Ms. Williams, the District Finance Manager has been in contact with Richard Jackson from Job Corp

regarding the billing error payment. He has been out of town and will continue to work on this issue when he
returns. Ms. Lawton also informed the Board that Job Corp will be setting up a program with the District to
allow Job Corp students to paint the inside of the Districts office building. The cost to the district will be the
cost of the supplies only,

Action: No action taken by the Board.

NEW BUSINESS

Discussion of Thorn Hill Bond Tolling by County and Impact to the District of the New Tolling Language in
County Agreement

Recently the County adopted a policy on the tolling of performance bonds for approved development
projects. This will allow a developer to reduce the amount of the bond for a set period of time, but the
affected property cannot be developed in any way on the lots within the development until the bond is
reinstated in full. Mr. Kelsh informed the Board that although the District has no easements in Thornhill, this
new County policy may cause some problems for the District in the future if we would need an easement
through, or acquisition of, a parcel which is tolled. He suggested sending a letter to the County regarding
this concern. Ms. Susan Rissler Sheely, from Long Marsh Lane, was in the audience and commented on
this item. She stated she has been in attendance at the meetings regarding the Thorn Hill bond tolling and
informed the Board that if the developer doesn’t post the new bond at the new rate in the required time
period, the platted lots will go back to being “unplatted”.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Appignani and seconded by Mr. Cummins to direct Mr.

Kelsh to draft a letter to the County regarding this issue. Approved 2-0.

340 Edmond Road, Suite A - Kearneysville, WV 25430 - 304-725-4647 - Fax: 304-725-5976 - www jcpsd.com




PSD Board Meeting 2
March 1, 2011

Update gn Clean Water Coalition on Lobbying Effort for Chesapeake Bay Funding
Mr. Kelsh updated the Board. The District recently joined the Clean Water Coalition to help with the

Lobbying effort for SB 245, a bill designating the use excess lottery funds for upgrades to, and construction
of, Bay compliant wastewater plants. The Coalition has been iobbying for the provision to ailow the grant
pool to be used by utilities that have closed on projects before December 2011 and to remove the provision
of allowing only systems with 1.5% median household income being able to use the grant money. The bill is
currently at the Senate Finance Committee for a vote.

Action: No action taken by the Board.

Update on Countywide Utility Coalition

At the last Countywide Utility Coalition meeting in January, Mr. Kelsh was assigned the task of drafting a
letter to the County Commission on behalf of the Coalition addressing the possibility of consolidating utilities
which the County Commission suggested it might undertake at an October roundtable meeting. In the letter
Mr. Kelsh had drafted, which was comprised of the group’s comments, he stated the consolidation of utilities
would be unlikely and a study is discouraged, but a study of the creation of a new countywide stormwater
utility showed more potential and such a study would be encouraged.

Action: No action taken by the Board.

Discussion on the Alternate Main Line Extension Agreement with B.C. Partners for Breckenridge East
This itern was tabled until next month.
Action: No action taken by the Board.

Consider Approval of Generator Contract Renewal from AR&E
The past 3 years, the District has approved Apparatus Repair & Engineering, Inc. {AR&E) for an annual
preventative program for generator maintenance for each of the pump stations. The contract is up for
renewal and the Board felt it is warth renewing.
Action: Motion made by Mr. Appignani and seconded by Mr. Cummins to renew the
contract with Apparatus Repair & Engineering, Inc. for generator maintenance
with an annual cost of $9,944.00. Approved 2-0,

Discussion of any expenses over budget
There were no expenses over budget,
Action: No action taken by the Board.

Disbursements
Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to approve
disbursements for Cavaland water expenses in the amount of $1,019.12, Glen
Haven water expenses in the amount of $1,613.11. Approved 2-0.

Action: Motion made by Wir. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani toc approve
disbursements for the Public Service District expenses in the amount of
$167,341.38. Approved 2-0.

Approve Transfer of $22,763.00 from Renewal & Replacement Account to Sewer Operating for New Pumps
at1-11,4-4 and 4-7
Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to approve the
transfer of $22,763.00 from Renewal & Replacement Account into Sewer
Operating Account for new pumps. Approved 2-0.

Approve Transfer of $3.000.90 from Sewer Security Deposit Account to Sewer Operating for Security
Deposit Refunds
Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to approve the
transfer of $3,000.90 from Sewer Security Deposit Account into Sewer
Operating Account for Security Deposit Refunds. Approved 2-0,




PSD Board Meeting 3
March 1, 2011

Approve Transfer of $64.40 from Glen Haven Security Deposit Account into Glen Haven Qperating for
Security Deposit Refunds
Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to approve the
transfer of $64.40 from Glen Haven Security Deposit Account into Glen Haven
Operating Account for Security Deposit Refunds. Approved 2-0.

General Manager's Report

Ms. Lawton updated the Board on activities since last month’'s meeting.
Siemens Report - Siemens Water Technologies installed the Bioxide system at the Breckenridge
pump station. The system is working well and has taken away the odor from the Ranson pump
station area.
Empioyee Changes — The Operations Manager, Joe Castaldo, has decided to leave the District for
other opportunities. The Board is appreciative of all his work for the District.
Action: No action taken by the Board.

Public Comment
None.

Correspondence
None.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Appignani and seconded by Mr. Cummins to conveng in
executive session for the purpose of discussing litigation and contract
negotiations. Approved 2-0.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Appignani and seconded by Mr. Cummins to return to
public session. Approved 2-0.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to direct Mr.
Kelsh to request an opinion from the Ethics Board on whether Mr. Appignani
should recuse himself from the Jefferson Utilities general investigation case
currently at the Public Service Commission. Approved 2-0.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Appignani and seconded by Mr. Cummins to designate

Mr. Cummins to help Mr. Kelsh draft comments on the proposed decentralized
sewer rules which are due back by March 15™, Approved 2-0.

Action: Motion made by Mr. Cummins and seconded by Mr. Appignani to adjourn.
Approved 2-0.

There being no further business at this time, the meeting was adjourned at 8:20PM

The next regular meeting is scheduled for April 4, 2011 at 7:00pm at 340 Edmond Road, Suite A at the
Districts office in Kearneysville,

Respectfully Submitted,

Jamgs D. Cummins




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
COUNTY COMMISSION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY
PROPOSED UPDATED FEE SCHEDULES

The County Commission of Jefferson County will hold a public hearing
concerning Proposed Updated Fee Schedules on Thursday, May 12, 2011 at
7:00 p.m. in the Old Charles Town Library meeting room 200 East
Washington Street, Charies Town, West Virginia. At this hearing the
Commission will receive public comment concerning the Proposed Updated
Fee Schedules.

Anyone wishing to provide written or oral comment may do so at this
meeting.

No decisions will be made at this hearing.

By Order of The County
Commission of Jefferson County
Patricia A. Noland, President
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March 23, 2011
Dear Board and Legislative Committee Members:

1¥'s time to make plans to atiend the County Commissioners’ Association of WV’s Spring Board &
Legislative Committec meeting scheduied for May 1 5.16, 2011, at Glade Springs Resort, Raleigh County,
WV. A biock of rooms have been reserved at $135.00 per night. Reservations should be made by calling

Glade Springs at B55-848-5843. April 16" is the reservation cntoff date. Check in time on
Sunday is after 4:00 p.m. and checkout is 11:00 a.m.

Following is the “tentative meeting schedule..”

Sunday — May 15,2011
1:00 p.m. Services Review Commitice
4:00 p.m.-6:00 p.m. Legislative Meeting
7:00 p.m. Dinver

Monday ~May 16,2011
' 8:00 3.m.-9:00 a.m,.- Breakfast
9:00 a.m.-12:00 p.m. - CCA Board Meeting
12:00 noon- Lunch
1:30 p.m. — 5:00 p.m. ~- CCA Board Meeting continued

The registration fee for the board meeting will be $135.00 per county attendee/ $45.00 for guests.
Registration for gaests includes dinner, breakfast, and lunch. Please clip the registration form.
below and return to this office by May 9, 2011 or fax your registration to 346-3512.

Cancellation Policy: There will be no penalty for cancellations received on or before May 9,
20111 May 9, 201}, and there after, all no-shows will be charged the full registration amoundt. We
apologize for the need to adopt this policy, but ox this date, the costs for room rentals, refreshments,

ofc. are incurred on your behalf even when you cancel and the Associmiion is stuck with covering the
cost. Thanks for your cooperation!

Name Title County
[ will strend Spring Board & Legislative Mtg./ Bill my County $135,00 Registration Fee
1 will attend/ Check enclosed for $1 35.00 Repistration Fee
.. Lam unable to atiend

My Guest(s) will attend

Name

Wil pay (345.00 per guest) at do;ar (Includes Dinner on Sunday, breakiast and lunch on Monday)
Check for Guest(s) enclosed (845.00 per guost)
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