Joint Public Hearing
Northampton County Planning Commission
Northampton High School, Eastville, VA
March 9, 2016 7:00 pm

This was a Joint Public Hearing of the Northampton County Planning Commission with
the Northampton County Board of Supervisors held on Wednesday, March 9, 2016, at the
Northampton High School at 16041 Courthouse Road, Eastville, Virginia

Those present were Chair Jacqueline Chatmon, Vice-Chair Dixon Leatherbury, Michael Ward,
Sylvia Stanley, and Kay Downing. Commissioner’s Dave Fauber and Mark Freeze were absent.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman. The Northampton County Board of
Supervisors was also present and in session.

Public Hearing:

Chairman Murray called to order the following public hearing:

Conduct joint public hearing re: Proposed Zoning Code text and map (Zoning Text
Amendment ZTA 2016-01 and Zoning Map Amendment ZMP 2016-01)

COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Proposed 2016 Zoning Code text and map
Zoning Text Amendment ZTA 2016-01
Zoning Map Amendment ZMP 2016-01

Notice is hereby provided that the County of Northampton Board of Supervisors (“BOS”) and Planning
Commission (“PC”) will hold a joint public hearing at the Northampton High School auditorium located at
16041 Courthouse Road, Eastville, VA 23347, on March 9, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. The purpose of the
meeting is to review comprehensive amendments proposed to the Northampton County Zoning Code
(ZC) text and map.

The proposed 2016 zoning code text (PZC) and map amendments (PMA) will;

1. Repeal the ZC text and map adopted on December 8, 2015, and codified as Northampton County
Code (“NCC”) Chapter 154.1;

2. Re-enact the former 2009 ZC and map, with certain changes, including the inclusion of the
Chesapeake/Atlantic Preservation Areas in the map;

3. Re-enact for certain districts the 2000 Zoning Code, with certain changes, as Appendix C;

4. Re-enact for certain districts the 1983 Zoning Code as Appendix D; and

5. Recodify NCC Chapter 158, Chesapeake/Atlantic Preservation Areas (CAP) as Section 154.2-
165 et seq. of the PZC and repeal the CAP map adopted on December 8, 2015.

6.

The PZC will replace the 17 zoning districts of the current ZC with 12 primary districts, 19 secondary

districts, 4 overlay districts and 3 floating districts, as described herein. The PZC will increase the

number of uses requiring a special use permit and will set forth in chart form over 6,000 specific uses

as compared to lists of general or categorical uses contained in the current ZC. Certain parcels now

designated R, R1, R3, and R5 will revert to the 2009 Existing Subdivision primary district, to be



renamed “Existing Subdivision/Residential” (ES/R). The “Existing Subdivision” districts will be
governed by the former 2000 or 1983 zoning ordinances, as applicable, which are proposed to be
reenacted and set forth as Appendices C and D to the PZC. Certain parcels now designated
Commercial or Industrial will revert to Existing Business or Existing Industrial. All districts designated
“Existing” are not to be expanded and no other parcels may be rezoned to those categories.
Apartments, townhouses and duplexes are not permitted of right in any district.

88154.2-001-004 General Provisions. Addresses authority, intent, purpose, definitions and general
conditions of the zoning code. Provides definitions for numerous terms contained in the PZC.

§154.2-004 - General Conditions. Recognizes that previously adopted provisions in conflict with the
proposed revisions are to be replaced and that the granting of a County permit/certificate does not
guarantee land and/or structure development. Formalizes policy that handicapped/disabled persons are
not to be excluded from the benefits of residential surroundings.

88154.2-020-026 Zoning Administrative Structure Established. Establishes the powers and duties of the
Zoning Administrator (ZA), including obtaining inspection warrants; the powers and duties of the site plan
review agent; authorizes the board of zoning appeals and historic review board; authorizes filing fees; and
the enforcement of regulations and appeals.

8§8154.2-040-045 Permits and Procedures. ldentifies and explains when zoning clearance approvals are
required; application requirements for clearances; ; states when a certificate of occupancy is required and
that ZA may make inspections; distinguishes between major and minor special use permits (SUPS)
depending upon character and intensity of use and potential impacts on adjacent and nearby properties;
sets forth SUP submission requirements, review process, and timetable; states that conditions can be
imposed by BOS; states submission and processing requirements for zoning map and text amendment
applications; sets forth proffer submission and review process; states criteria for site/development plan
review, including submission requirements, processing procedures, and minimum required standards and
improvements for plan approval.

88154.2-060-067 General Regulations for all Zoning Districts. Requires that densities and setbacks
comply with zoning code requirements; establishes standards for temporary emergency housing,
temporary family health care structures and temporary construction structures; provides that wetlands,
coastal primary sand dunes, and water areas are excluded from minimum lot area calculations, prohibits
double- and reverse-frontage lots.

88154.2-080-085 Establishment of Zoning Districts and Maps. Establishes 12 primary, 19 secondary,
four overlay and three floating zoning districts, descriptions of which are set forth immediately below (D =
density; DU=dwelling units; max=maximum; A=acres) and statements of intent for these districts;
provides that zoning text and map are a unified document; sets forth establishes zoning map.

1. Conservation Primary District (C). This proposed primary district is located within the Atlantic
Ocean coastal areas, limited Chesapeake Bay coastal areas and limited unique upland coastal
areas to protect natural resource and important habitats. Max D is 1 DU per 50 A. All single-
family dwelling (“SFD”) housing types are permitted; multi-family dwellings (“MFDs’) are not
permitted.

2. Agriculture/Rural Business Primary District (A/RB). Preserves prime agricultural soils, maintains
the County’s rural character, provides for areas in which the agricultural and forestry industries of
the County may freely practice and provides for low impact density. Max D is 1 DU per 20 A with
an alternative open space bonus density option allowing a max D of 1 DU per 10 A with a
minimum lot size of 1 A and open space of 85%. All SFD housing types are permitted, including
manufactured single-wides. MFDs housing types such as apartment and townhouses are not
permitted and duplexes are allowed by SUP.

3. Hamlet/Residential Primary District (H/R). Recognizes small, typically crossroads settlements of
historic or cultural significance which over the years have taken the form of primarily residential
neighborhoods and provides a mix of residential and low-impact commercial uses compatible with




a rural setting and supports a variety of housing options. Max D is 2 DU per 1 A. SFD housing
types such as on-site construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are
permitted. Manufactured single-wides are allowed by SUP; MFD types such as duplexes and
apartments allowed by SUP and townhouses are not permitted.

Waterfront Hamlet/Residential Primary District (WH/R). Recognizes and provides for the
continued existence of small, traditional residential and working waterfront hamlets. Max D is 2
DU per 1 A. SFD housing types such as on-site construction, manufactured double or triple-
wides and modular are permitted; manufactured single-wides allowed by SUP; MFD housing
types such as duplexes and apartments and townhouses are not permitted.

Village District Primary (V). Recognizes traditional villages and provides for a mixture of
residential and neighborhood business uses compatible with a rural village setting. Village (V) is
further classified into three secondary districts: Village-1 (V-1), Village/Residential (V/R) and
Village-Neighborhood Business (V-NB).

Village-1 Secondary District (V-1). Provides transition and potential future growth area between
adjacent principally agricultural areas and the more intensely developed residential village areas
with a mixture of farming activities and low density residential uses for potential population
expansion that is in keeping with a rural lifestyle. Max D is 1 DU per 20 acres. SFD housing
types such as on-site construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are
permitted; manufactured single-wides are allowed by SUP; MFD housing types such as duplexes
are allowed by SUP and apartments and townhouses are not permitted.

Village/Residential Secondary District (V/R). Provides residential lots large enough to
accommodate both individual water systems and sewage disposal systems on the same site.
Max D is 2 DU per 1 A and 4 DU per 1 A by SUP. SFD housing types such as on-site
construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are permitted; manufactured
single-wides are allowed by SUP; MFD housing types such as apartments, duplexes and
townhouses are allowed by SUP.

Village-Neighborhood Business Secondary District (V-NB). Recognizes small neighborhood
commercial areas already established in the rural villages and provides for additional small
neighbor-serving commercial areas. Max D is 2 DU per 1 A and 4 DU per 1 A by SUP. SFD
housing types such as on-site construction and modular are permitted by SUP; manufactured
double or triple-wides and single-wides are not permitted. MFD housing types are not permitted.
Waterfront Village Primary District (WV). Recognizes distinct traditional waterfront villages and
provides for a mixture of residential, commercial, and limited agricultural uses that are designed
to serve and support waterfront village residents and the local economy with traditional seafood,
farming, and related industries. Four secondary districts are proposed: Waterfront Village-1
District (WV-1); Waterfront Village/Residential District (WV/R); Waterfront Village-Neighborhood
Business District (WV-NB); and Waterfront Village-Waterfront Commercial District (WV-WC).
Waterfront Village-1 Secondary District (WV-1). Provides for low-density rural housing while
recognizing existing aquaculture and farming activities. Max D is 1 DU per 20 A. SFD housing
types such as on-site construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are
permitted. Manufactured single-wides are allowed by SUP. MFD housing types such as
duplexes are allowed by SUP; apartments and townhouses are not permitted.

Waterfront Village/Residential Secondary District (WV/R). Provides a mix of housing types, with
single-family units predominating, which are compatible in scale with the traditional characteristic
of the village. Max D is 2 DU per 1 A. SFD housing types such as on-site construction,
manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are permitted. Manufactured single-wides are
allowed by SUP. MFD housing types such as apartments, townhouses and duplexes are allowed
by SUP.

Waterfront Village-Neighborhood Business Secondary District (WV-NB). Recognizes existing
commercial areas and allows for environmentally low-impact commercial activities. Max D is 2
DU per 1 A. SFD housing types such as on-site construction and modular are allowed by SUP.
SFD and MFD are not permitted.

Waterfront Village-Waterfront Commercial Secondary District (WV-WC). Provides for low-impact
commercial uses which must be located on the waterfront due to the intrinsic nature of the
activity. No density is designated in this district. SFD and MFD are not permitted.




10.

11.

Existing Cottage Community/Residential Primary District (ECC/R). Recognizes existing rural
residential development located on or near the water, pre-dating the Northampton County’s
adoption of a zoning ordinance or developed under old zoning regulations, and which are not
served by public utilities. Surrounding A/RB or C Districts may not be rezoned to ECC/R district.
Max D is 2 DU per 1 A. SFD housing types such as on-site construction and modular are
permitted are allowed by SUP. Manufactured double or triple-wides and manufactured single-
wides are not permitted. MFD housing types are not permitted.

Town Edge Primary District (TE). Provides potential development areas adjacent to incorporated
towns which may, in the future, be served by extensions of public water and sewer services from
the towns. Four secondary districts are proposed, with two mapped initially and two potentially
available upon rezoning: Town Edge-1 District (TE-1); Town Edge/Residential District (TE/R);
Town Edge-Neighborhood Business District (TE-NB); and Town Edge Commercial General

District (TE-CG).

Town Edge — 1 District (TE-1). Provides for a mix of farming activities, low density residential,
and other low-impact uses at a density/intensity higher than that of the surrounding agricultural
areas, but lower than may be appropriate in the TE/R district. Max D is 1 DU per 5 A. SFD
housing types such as on-site construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are
permitted. Manufactured single-wides are allowed by SUP. MFD housing types such as
duplexes are allowed by SUP; apartments and townhouses are not permitted.

Town Edge/Residential Secondary District (TE/R). Provides for a mix of residential, home

business, low-impact commercial and community service. Max D is 1 DU per 2 A and 5 DU per 1
A by SUP if central water and sewer are provided. SFD housing types such as on-site
construction, manufactured double or triple-wides and modular are permitted. Manufactured
single-wides are not permitted. MFD housing types such as apartments, townhouses and
duplexes are allowed by SUP. No land is currently mapped in this secondary district.

Town Edge-Neighborhood Business Secondary District (TE-NB). Provides for neighborhood-
scale commercial, community service, very light industrial, and residential uses at a density

higher than that in the TE-1 and similar to that of the adjacent town. Max D is 1 DU per 2 A and 5
DU per 1 A by SUP when central water and sewer are provided. SFD housing types such as on-
site construction and modular are permitted by SUP and manufactured double or triple-wides and
single-wides are not permitted. MFD housing types are not permitted. No land is currently
mapped in this secondary district.

Town Edge-Commercial General District Secondary (TE-CG). Provides for a mix of commercial,
community-service, and light manufacturing/industrial uses adjacent to incorporated towns and at
a density similar to that of the adjacent town. No density is designated in this district. SFD are
not permitted in this district. MFD housing types such as apartments are allowed by SUP and
townhouses and duplexes are not permitted.

Existing Business Primary District (EB). Recognizes commercial uses and zones outside of V, W
V, H/R, WH/R, and TE Districts which already exist, EB may not be enlarged after October 21,
2009; however, a use being performed within EB may expand to the lawful limits of the existing
site. No density is designated in this district. SFD housing types are not permitted in this district.
MFD housing types such as apartments are allowed by SUP and townhouses and duplexes are
not permitted.

Existing Industrial Primary District (El). Recognizes existing industrial uses and zones. El may
not be enlarged after October 21, 2009; however, a use being performed within an Existing

Industrial District may expand to the lawful limits of the existing site. No density is designated for
this district. SFD and MFD are not permitted.

Existing Subdivision/Residential Primary District (ES/R). Recognizes principally single-use, rural
residential subdivisions which have been developed or approved for six or more lots on a 50-foot
right-of-way or a state road. Properties zoned ES/R as the primary district will retain their zoning
assigned on December 28, 2000, or which the property was rezoned between December 28,
2000, and October 21, 2009. All use and dimensional regulations from the 2000 Zoning Code
and 1983 Zoning Code shall apply will continue to apply to these developments. No ES/R district
is to be expanded and no other parcels may be rezoned an ES district. ES districts may expand
to the lawful limits of the approved subdivision plat and plan of development and in accordance
with the applicable December 28, 2000, use and dimensional and area regulations.




12.

Existing Subdivision/Residential-Agricultural-1 Secondary District (ES/R-A-1). ES/R-A-1
preserves prime agricultural soils and viable farm and forestry operations in areas not served and
not intended to be served by public utilities. Max D is 1 DU per 20 A; plus sliding scale bonus lots.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Rural Village-Rural Residential Secondary District (ES/R-RV-
RR). Provides a transition area between the principally agricultural areas and the more intensely
residential areas of the county. Provides for a mixture of agricultural uses and compatible
residential uses of intermediate density in transition areas between agricultural uses and the
more intensely residential portions of Rural Villages and areas of population expansion in keeping
with rural lifestyle. Max D is 1 DU per 3 A. with a minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Rural Village-Residential Secondary District (ES/R-RV-R).
Provides residential lots large enough to accommodate both individual water systems and
sewage disposal systems on the same site. Allows limited non-single family uses up to four units
per site with on-site water and sewer systems. Allows for the continued use of mobile homes on
lots of record in platted subdivisions. Max D is 1 DU per 20,000 sq. ft. with a minimum lot size of
20,000 square feet.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Rural Village-Residential Mixed Secondary District (ES/R-RV-
RM) Provides for a variety and flexibility in "villages" as defined in 2000 Zoning Code, through a
full range of housing types. Protects the residential character of "villages" from encroachment of
commercial and other uses likely to create a negative impact. Max D is 1 DU 1 per 20,000 sq. ft.
with a minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet and 10,000 sqg. ft. with public sewer and water.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Community Development-Rural Residential Secondary District
(ES/R-CD-RR). Provides residential lots large enough to accommaodate both individual
water systems and sewage disposal systems on the same site in areas which in the future may
be compatible with public water and sewer services. Provides a transition area between the
principally agricultural areas and the more intensely residential areas of the county. Max D is 1
DU per 1 A. with a minimum lot size of 1 acre.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Community Development-Single-Family Residential Secondary
District (ES/R-CD-R1). Provides for single family residential uses at a density sufficient to
support public water and sewage systems. Protects the residential character of the district from
the encroachment of commercial, industrial, or other uses likely to generate large concentrations
of traffic, dust, odor, smoke, light, noise, and other influences which would adversely impact
residential uses. Max D is 1 DU 1 per 20,000 sq. ft. with a minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Community Development-Residential Mixed Secondary District
(ES/R-CD-RM). Allows greater residential densities in areas served by public water and sewer
systems. Provides for variety and flexibility in residential development through a full range of
housing types, including apartments, town houses, duplexes, and condominiums. Protects the
residential character of the district from the encroachment of commercial, industrial, or other uses
likely to generate large concentrations of traffic, dust, odor, smoke, light, noise, and other
influences which would adversely impact residential uses. Max D is 1 DU per 20,000 sq. ft. with a
minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet and 10,000 sq. ft. with public sewer and water.
Existing Subdivision/Residential-Existing Business-Commercial Waterfront District (ES/R-EB-
CW). Recognizes commercial uses and zones outside of rural village and community
development areas which existed on October 21, 2009 but which are not consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan for the future development of Northampton County. Max D is not specified
except for Condominiums and residential multi-family structures which are governed by PZC
Appendix D Article 11.
Commercial District (C-1). Provides places for the conduct of commerce and business as well as
providing places of employment with a mix of commercial, community service and very light
industrial uses, controls and limits strip commercial development and regulates access to public
streets and ensures that commercial uses preserve and protect the groundwater aquifer recharge
spine along U.S. Route 13. No density is designated in this district. SFD not permitted in this
district. MFD housing types such as apartments are allowed by SUP; townhouses and duplexes
are not permitted.

(1) 13. Overlay Zoning Districts: Overlay and apply regulations above and

beyond the underlying zoning district requirements. Densities and uses allowed in an

overlay district are based upon a property’s underlying zoning district.




(2) a. Historic Preservation District (HP) protects historic landmarks, buildings or structures.
3) b. Chesapeake/Atlantic Preservation District (CAP) implements the requirements of the
Code of Virginia to prevent water pollution, promote water conservation and protect the quality of
state waters.

4) c. Airport Protection District (AP) protects safety of air navigation and the public
investment in air navigation facilities by preventing the development of activities in the vicinity of
airports which could be hazardous to air navigation.
(5) d._US 13 Corridor District (US13CD) enhances the safety, function, and capacity of Route
US 13 and designated intersecting highways.
(6) Only the US13CD is depicted on the map that is part of this notice. There are
currently no HP or AP Districts proposed to be mapped, and there are no changes being
proposed at this time to the current CAP district boundary.

14. Floating Zoning Districts: Floating districts are currently unmapped districts that allow the BOS to
consider specific development proposals which would be reviewed based upon detailed
development plans proposed by the developer. In such districts, the BOS could supplement or
modify the regulations of the underlying zoning district for the property. These districts are
intended to promote and allow innovative and creative development projects that are flexible in
design, but conform to the goals and objectives of the comprehensive plan. Three floating zone
districts are proposed:

a. Mobile Home Park District (MHP). MHP development must be served by approved sewage
disposal facilities, have an adequate water supply, have access on a public street, have a density
no greater than 2 DU per 1 acre, only allow rental spaces for residential use of at least 30 days
and initially be between 5 and 10 acres in size.

b. Solar Energy District (SED) SED districts permit the development and operation of solar
energy power generation using photovoltaic cells. The standards and procedures set forth in for
this district are designed to achieve a harmonious and efficient layout of structures, circulation,
and connection to public utilities on or adjacent to the SED and to ensure that such development
does not adversely affect adjoining properties or the county’s natural resources. The SED may be
located only in the A/RB or El district.

c. Bayview Planned Unit Development (PUD). The existing Planned Unit Development, known as
the Bayview Citizens for Social Justice, will be renamed “Bayview PUD”, with all of its unique
attributes as created by vote of the Board of Supervisors on August 11, 1999, pursuant to Zoning
Map Petition 99-10.

88154.2-100-119 Supplemental Performance Standards. Provide supplemental requirements and
standards, in addition to the applicable zoning district regulations, for marinas; residential development in
agricultural districts; airports; domestic and traditional husbandry and intensive farming uses, facilities and
structures; wireless communications facilities (towers and monopoles); sets maximum lot coverage
requirements for development in all zoning districts except Existing Subdivision (ESD); require easements
for dedicated open space; set landscaping and screening requirements, including vegetation installation
and protection provisions; sets commercial and industrial road frontage standards based upon roadway
classification; set lighting standards for exterior sources and sets standards for ponds; set incentives and
standards for affordable housing, by allowing up to a 10% density increase when developers include
affordable housing units; provide standards for wind turbines, windmills, meteorological towers and wind
energy facilities; provide standards for agritourism activities; provide that accessory dwellings shall not be
counted as a unit when calculating and provides standards for accessory dwellings; allow and provide

standards for additional SFDS on one lot.

88154.2-125-128 Uses, Density and Other Dimensional Regulations. These sections, along with
Appendices A & B to the proposed ZC, set forth uses, densities, and dimension/bulk regulations
applicable to those districts not governed by Appendices C and D. Appendix A classifies uses into 8
categories: Agricultural; Commercial; Community Service; Industrial; Marine-Related; Recreational,
Single-Family Residential; and Multi-Family Residential. Within each use category, specifically-described
individual uses are designated as either by right, permitted by major or minor SUP, or not allowed.
Appendix B sets forth the max DU, minimum (min) lot width, min lot size, yards/setbacks (front, rear, side
& shoreline), max height and max lot coverage applicable to each the proposed zoning districts that is not




governed by Appendices C and D. Further, these regulations would allow certain “Home Occupation”
and “Adaptive Re-Use Business” commercial uses to take place in residentially-zoned areas, either upon
the approval of an SUP or by right.

88154.2-140-148: Supplemental Regulations. Set forth those cases in which setback and height
regulations are or may be modified; prohibits new double frontage lots (lots with frontage on two streets);
sets forth additional shoreline setback regulations for lots lawfully created prior to December 28, 2000.

88154.2-160-165 Overlay Districts. Sets forth and explains the Code of Virginia enabling authority for
the County’s overlay districts; allow the creation of HP Districts where building or structures officially
designated by the Virginia Board of Historic Resources, have an important historic, architectural,
archeological or cultural interest or are historic areas as defined by VA Code § 15.2-2201 and are
recommended by Historic Review Board (HRB); provides for submission requirements and evaluation
criteria are proposed; and appeals of decisions of the HRB. No changes are made to the
Chesapeake/Atlantic Preservation District (CAP) other than recodification of NCC Chapter 158 as Section
154.2-165 et seq. The Airport Protection District (AP) regulates the ground lying beneath the airport
approach surfaces, airport horizontal surfaces and airport transitional surfaces and airport horizon and
prohibits certain uses and structures in an AP district. The US 13 Corridor district (US13C), provides
regulations and performance standards with respect to direct access points to U.S. 13 and improvements
and planting requirements in the required setback area; requires that whenever feasible from an
engineering perspective, access must be from a side street connection rather than directly onto Route 13,
subject to VDOT approval; and require redevelopment of nonconforming sites must conform with the
adopted regulations.

88154.2-175-178 Floating Zone Districts. Provides for three floating zoning districts (MHP, SED, and
PUD) as described above.

88154.2-190-195 Signs. No changes to the 2015 ZC sign provisions are proposed.

88154.2-205 -213 Off Street Parking and Loading: Provides requirements and standards for off street
parking and loading.

88154.2-225-230 Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA). Identifies who may apply for variances and the criteria
for approving variances, consistent with the Virginia Code; clarifies the record-keeping duties of the BZA,
provides that the BZA cannot change zoning district locations; sets forth the process for appealing zoning
decisions to the BZA and/or to the Circuit Court.

8§8154.2-245-250 Non-Conforming Uses and Vested Rights Policy. Allows lawful nonconformities to
continue until eliminated by removal, expansion, enlargement, reconstruction, alteration or
discontinuance, and recognizes that nonconformities are not to serve as a basis for changing zoning
categories; confirms that ordinary repairs and maintenance are allowed so long as they are to non-
structural features; and states that the ZC is not intended to impair vested rights recognized by Va. Code
§ 15.2-2307.

88154.2-998 —999 Violations and Penalty. Provides authority to ZA to pursue criminal remedies for
certain zoning violations. Provides authority to ZA to impose civil penalties for violations of certain sign
regulations.

(The entire text and maps of the 2009, 2000 and 1983 Zoning Ordinances with Proposed
Amendments are on file in the Office of the County Administrator and the Planning & Zoning
Office, Eastville, Virginia, and are made a part of these minutes as if included in their entirety

hereof.)



County Administrator Katherine H. Nunez shared with the Board and Planning

Commission the following powerpoint presentation:

Staff Report

2016
Proposed Zoning Code

Virginia Code on Zoning

* Zoning Code is optional in Virginia

*Localities choosing to adopt a zoning
Code must comply with VA Code §15.2 -
2200 - §15.2 — 2329



VA Code §15.2—2284

“Zoning ordinances and districts shall be drawn and applied
with reasonable consideration for

» the existing use and character of property,
* the comprehensive plan,

» the suitability of property for various uses,

» the trends of growth or change,

» the current and future requirements of the community as to land
for various purposes as determined by population and economic
studies and other studies,

» the transportation requirements of the community,

VA Code §15.2-2284 (continued)

» the requirements for airports, housing, schools, parks,
playgrounds, recreation areas and other public services,

* the conservation of natural resources,

» the preservation of flood plains,

» the protection of life and property from impounding
structure failures,

» the preservation of agricultural and forestal land,

» the conservation of properties and their values and the
encouragement of the most appropriate use of land
throughout the locality.”



2016 Board Resolution

January 12, 20126 Resolution by the Board of Supervisors to
repeal the 2015 Zoning, passed December 8, 2015 and
revert back to the 2009 Ordinance (which incorporates
vested rights for property owners in the 2000 and 1983
zoning) with some significantamendments.

The 2016 Proposed Amendments.

* Add a definition for Agritourism to comply with VA Code.

* Revised District Intent statements to provide more clarity for
property owners.

* Reduce requirements for adaptive re-use of buildings for rural
business.

* Change most Industrial and Commercial uses in those districts
from Special Use Permit (SUP) to By-Right use.

* Revise setbacks for CAFOs, AFOs and Wind Energy Facilities.
* Provide for Accessory Dwelling Units.
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Requests to include certain elements of 2015 Zoning
in the 2016 code have been received:

» Adopt certain formatting of the 2015 use tables displayed
with the specific districts and lists.

» Add "Event Venue” as a use in specific districts.
* Review "Working Waterfront” to promote aquaculture.
» Review Atlantic Preservation sections of the CAP

The following list of uses required a Special Use Permit in the 2009 Ordinance and
are proposed to be “By-Right” in the 2016 Ordinance.
In Commercial General/lExisting Business/Commercial 1 Districts:

Banks/Financial Institutions

Qualifying Rural Business

Miniature Golf

RV/Camper Sales, Rental

Dance Halls to 5000 sg. ft.

Schools of Special Instruction, 25+ students

Mini-storage Facilities

Tourist Cottages to 12 units

Dry Cleaning/Laundry

Warehousing, incl Moving & Storage

Maohile Home Sales

Colleges/Universities

Flexible Term Rental Units

Hospitals

Motels/Hotels up to 25 rooms

Schools, primary, secondary-public/private

Music Studio

Schools, vocational/technical-public/private

Other Retail Establishment to 25,000 sq. ft.

Telephone Exchange, unmanned

Regional Commercial Center to 20,000 sq. ft.

Sewage Treatment facilities on-site use

Restaurant, outdoor seating, no drive-thru

Waste collection center, public
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In Existing Industrial District from SUP to By-Right:

Dance Halls to 5000 sq. ft. Sewage Treatment facilities
Guide/Outfitter Services Telephone Exchange, unmanned
Petroleum Products Bulk Telecommunication antennas &
Storage, wholesale towers

Truck Stop Waste collection center, public

COMPARATIVE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
for Intensive Farming
2015- 2016

12



2015 SETBACKS
300 ft. from all right of ways

2,000 ft. fromincorporated town limits
1,5oo ft. fromV, H, ECC, TE districts

500 ft. from property lines — may be
reduced to 200 ft. if there is 200 ft. of
mature woodlands and ammonia
scrubbersare used.

2,000 ft. from shorelines and perennial
streams

2015 SETBACKS

ALL intensive farming uses, structures and
buildings must adhere to above setbacks

Storage facilities and disposal practices
shall be maintained per VA Code

AFOs, CAFOs, etc. must provide
documentation to NHCO that proper
approvals and permits have been obtained
and maintained

Shall be governed by VSWP regulations

2026 SETBACKS

1,000 ft. from a public road right of way

1,500 ft. fromincorporated town limits

1,500 ft. fromV, WV, H/R, WH/R, ECC/R,
ES/R districts

1,000 ft. from any propertyline

2,000 ft. from shorelines and perennial
streams

2016 SETBACKS

All manure storage must be 1,000 ft. from
any propertyline

Manure storage must be operational at
commencement of the operation

Approved Nutrient Mgmt. Plan,
Stormwater Mgmt. Planand E & 5 Plan
must be submitted priorto approval.
Operator must submit Contingency Plan
for fire, , emergency, public heath and
vector control.
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Virginia mandated programs:

. §154.1—511 and Chapter 153 EROSION AND SEDIMENT COMNTROLS

* §154.1-612 and Chapter 158 CHESAPEAKE / ATLANTIC PRESERVATION AREAS (CAP)
* §154.1-613 and Chapter 159 FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT

* §154.1-614 and VA Code Title 62.1 STORMWATER MAMNAGEMENT

* §154.1-615 and VA Code Title 10.1 DAM SAFETY

* Chapter 151 and VA Code Title §28.2 151 WETLANDS

* Chapter 152 and VA Code Title §28.2-1400 COASTAL PRIMARY SAND DUNES

Mote: All of the above are enforced at the local level

OTHER LOCAL LAND USE REGULATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH
/ONING CODE REQUIREMENTS FORSITE PLANS:
Chesapeake / Atlantic Preservation Areas (CAP)

Development projects on properties located within the CAP are
required to submit and implement a site plan that includes an
approved erosion and sediment control plan and stormwater
management plan when the project involves 2,500 sqg. ft. of land
disturbance. All lands within in the Chesapeake Bay watershed are
required to be placed in the CAP. Lands within the Atlantic Ocean
watershed are not required to be placed in the CAP. Northampton
County has chosen to include both the Chesapeake Bay and Atlantic
Ocean watersheds within their CAP.

Mote: These requirements DO NOT CHANGE in 2015 or 2016
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Erosion and Sediment Control
VA State Regulations — Enforced by local Ordinance

Development projects on properties located within the CAP:

Required to submit and implement a site plan that includes an approved erosion
and sediment control plan reviewed by Northampton County Zoning
Administrator and signed off by certified engineer when the project involves
2,500 sq. ft. of land disturbance

Development projects on properties located outside the CAP:

Required to submit and implement a site plan that includes an approved erosion
and sediment control plan reviewed by Northampton County Zoning
Administrator and signed off by certified engineer when the project involves
10,000 sq. ft. of land disturbance

Stormwater Management
VA State Regulations

Development projects on properties located within the CAP:

Required to submit and implement a site plan that includes an
approved stormwater management plan reviewed by Northampton
County and signed off by a certified engineer when the project
involves 2,500 sq. ft. , but less than 1 acre of land disturbance

Development projects on properties located outside the CAP:

Required to submit and implement a site plan that includes an
approved stormwater management plan reviewed by the VA
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) when the project involves
1 acre or more of land disturbance

DEQ has up to 75 days to review and approve/reject the site plan.
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Timeline after tonight

* Planning Commission has been given 43 daysto review the
Proposed Zoning (calendar starfed February 2, 2016)

* March 16, 2016 isthe deadline for the Planning Commission to
provide arecommendationto the Board.

* Following tonight's public hearing, the public comment period
will closeTor comments to be made part of the publicrecord.

* As always, citizens can continue to submit comments, and
SEeciﬂc suggestions for later review to be considered 'by staff,
the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.

* kx *k k* %

At this time, Chairman Murray asked if the Board or Planning Commission had any
questions relative to the powerpoint.

After Planning Commissioner Dixon Leatherbury confirmed that this was the only
presentation as well as the only presentation of materials to the general public, he indicated that
he felt that the presentation fell short from what is usually seen from staff. He said that he saw
no comparisons between the two ordinances relative to districts, no mention of multi-family
housing or special use permits being required for mobile homes. He said that the public has not
been well-enough informed on these sweeping zoning changes.

Chairman Murray responded that he thought the presentation did a good job and that all

of the proposed ordinance materials have been posted on the County’s website. He said that the
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Board will review every comment and every recommendation that will be provided by the
Planning Commission and may not vote on March 28" as outlined by the adoption calendar.

Planning Commissioner Kay Downing agreed with Mr. Leatherbury and said that she
thought the presentation was very slight in nature and did not cover many of the issues.

Planning Commissioner Mike Ward said that normally zoning applications are reviewed
by the Planning staff and he questioned if this presentation constituted a staff report. Ms. Nunez
responded that the powerpoint presentation was reviewed on behalf of the Board and that the
Planning staff may perform additional review and analysis to address concerns of the Planning
Commission.

There Chairman asked if there were any present desiring to speak.

Mr. Robert Colson read the following comments:
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My name is Robert Colson, | live at 19328 Seaside road, Cheriton, VA

| would like to read a portion from an email | received that was sent
out by our opposition.

__ IN CASE ANY ONE HAS BEEN CAUGHT NAPPING,
THE DEVELOPERS WHOQ SEEM DELIRIOUS IN THEIR
PANIC THAT THE 2015 ZONING MAY BE
OVERTURNED, HAVE PUT A FULL COURT PRESS ON
TO CONVINCE THE PUBLIC (AND THEIR TENANTS
AND WORKERS!) THAT THE 2015 ZONING WILL BE
NORTHAMPTON COUNTY'S ECONOMIC

SALVATION! YOU HAVE SEEN THE SIGNS, YOU
HAVE SEEN THE FULL PAGE ADS, AND YOU HAVE
SEEN THE LETTERS TC THE EDITOR. AND THERE IS
A PETITION BEING CIRCULATED BY LOCAL
BUSINESS OWNERS THAT IS DESIGNED TO PANIC
LOCAL CITIZENS INTO BELIEVING THAT THE 2015
ZONING ORDINANCE MUST BE RETAINED OR
NORTHAMPTON COUNTY WILL FALL INTC AN
ECONOMIC ABYSS.

Bla...Bla...Bla...

| am here to tell you folks that no developers are
involved in the “Keep 2015 Zoning” movement. Never
were and never will be.

Just farmets, who want to build a produce
cooler or tractor shed or dig a pond, business owners
who might want to expand and concerned citizens.
Basically, your neighbors.
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The special interest groups are so off base they
don’t even know who their opposition is. This is the
type of falsehoods and propaganda that the special
interest groups like the CBES and Shorekeeper put
out about us and the 2015 Zoning Ordinance. The
majority of the tax payers did want zoning change.
They said it at the March 2014 public hearing and they
are saying it again tonight.

As far as the signs and ads go, we bought them,
and put them up, not developers, but private citizens
of Northampton County. The tenants and workers
mentioned in the email, were men who were laid off
because a stop work order was impose on the job
they were working on due to the lengthy zoning and
huilding permit process in the county. They are also
property owners, tax payers and citizens of
Northampton County. They are not second class
citizens.

Qur opposition has got so desperate that they
have been stealing our signs. Go to Indian town road
and RT 600 and you will see where one farmer painted
a yellow dump truck “Keep 2015 Zoning” because his
signs had been stolen 3 times. That’s sad, but our
opposition has shown their true colors.

| got my project going under the 2015 zoning and

now | am fighting for the next guy who needs to do a
proiect.
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| am also here tonight to put Ken Dufty, Robert
Kellam, David Kabler, Mary Miller, Ecb Meyer, Martina
Coker, Jay Ford, the CBES and Shorekeepers on
notice that they have imposed their individual will
upoh this county long enough and we, the silent
majority awakensd, are here 1o take it back.

Read, and put into the public record March %, 2015
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Mr. Kyle Sturgis read the following comments:

240416

Good cwening, My name |15 Kyle Sturgls and | lve ab 3351 Eyre Hall Dr. Cape Charles. | would like
to start aff by soving thank vou for the epportunity toos peak tonighl Many of you iF net all of youon the
brard know omy family. by father and mother, Steva and Sherry 3turgls were both rafsed right hene in
Merthampten County. My Srandparents on both sides of my Family were and currently are resldents of

Northampton County and my Great Grandparamts on my dad's side were even born and ralsed hore,

The reasan | say akl Lifs is becausa aur roots run deep here in Nortiamptan Cooety, List Tke the
crops my famlly grows an our Farm, | would Lk to keea it that way | waou d like ta loak bacs and be able

to have my kids sorneday say the same thing and lake pride in where thay come tram.

It tnok me moving away to Bichmond and Zetting married to realize bew moch | missed this
place =o | moved back but | can ke ll you that nvy wife and | have had serlous doubls sinee meving back #
wi made the right declsion. 5878, 34.61 and $3.58 these are the carrert prices of soyberans, wheat and
corn all ot hiskoric lows, As a Young [armar Lhese numbers do notinstitl hepe in me for a brign future
with that being sald, young farmers all over the country are having ko diversify their tarms and farming
operations in order tamake a llving, For a county that is =0 pro Agriculture | would think we would want
o have grawth and development especlally along the route 13 corfder. Kegping Lhe 2015 zaning would
help with this. We need new Businosses to helg creato fobs and Eake sorne of the tax ourdens off of the
farmers so we can keep farm’ng and having the farm land that people love sceing. This would also help
locals such as myself and my brother wha have ideas to hclp this county through ag il Lure related
businesses by bringing in revenue and jobs but [ wlill be honest with you this new proposod Zonfhg
ordinance is co difficurlt and confusing that youw are rraking It i pogsible for any young pereon wha has a

drearn af owning thair own business and bettering this County and themselves to have any chance at
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miaking it, Is anything in this [ffe perfect? No, but ifwe spend our lives loaking in the mearvics mirmor
there is almast a 1002 chanoe we are gning to rrash and burn, We need 12 ke looking ahead to the
future.  know [ am. | feel that by keeaing the 2015 zoning and amending it with com mun iy input 45 we

o along is Lhe proper course of action and | know | am nat the anly one in this room who feels this way.

| wwinld like 12 leave youwith 3 quote ™ & senslble and safe wse ol Lha foute 13 corridor is
neceszary far commercial grawth, Lankford Highway is a llnear chty that we must utllize L gencrate
revenue tor the county budget. We nesd to areare new light oomme rcial businesses wich 160 o 50 |obs

per business in the short term a5 our most realistic approach ta thls end.”

Thiz was a quete from Supervisar Spencer Murray during [tis presentation o the comprehenslye
plan advisary committes in Septembar of 2011, Mr_ Murray | hope wou take these words you said to
heart and retract the proposed roning ardinance. Thank yau for listening to me tonight aod 1 wauld like

farthis to he place inta the pualle record. [hank youw agaln.
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Ms. Elaine Beall said that everyone needed to be civil, respectful and to practice
compromise; they do not need to intimidate each other. ~ She then read the following letter from

Mr. Barry Downing, Jr., who could not attend the meeting:

March 9, 2016

| regret that | cannot attend tonight's meeting since | am at a Cheriton
Town Council meeting.

This letter is not written to point fingers at anyone. | Teel that the
Board of Supervisors wants the best for this county as each member
wouldn't be giving their time and energy ta serve the public.

it's a fact that at most of the Board meetings this past year the same 8
or ¢ pecple have addressad the Board and the Board listened making
dozens and dozens of madifications and edits to the adopted 2015
Code. Mow that Code is proposed to be rescinded, even though the
Board took into account those suggestions made by that handful of
outspoken paople.

hast of the people oppoesed to the 2015 Code have chosen to locate
here and many have retired here from othear lacalities whera they
worked at good paying jobs and careers. They wanted to get away
fram high taxes, unfettered growth and the hustle and bustle of city life
and we welcome them as long as we can come together for the good of
all.
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Others who have spaken in opposition are blessed to be natives here,
but don’t want to see change hecause they are alse in a good financial
pesition. Other people, the blue callar workers, want to continue to
live here but they nead job oppertunities and housing options. They
want to remain here along with their children and generations to come.
Without the basics of affardable housing and livable wages this county
is going in the wrong direction. Small business owners need to be able
to expand their businesses without being “put through the ringer”. |
want to believe that the American dream is still ziive and that peaple
can find jobhs in Northampton County that provide livahle wages so that
they can buy a home and retire here in comfort as well.

It is my apinion that the 2015 code may not be perfect but neither is
the proposed 2016 Code which is the adoption of 2 different zoning
codes ng matter how it is described. The 2015 code is a start in the
right direction and it can still be modified through the proper process.
It’s time for Northampton County to lock forward ... to move forward.
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This county is now facing a need for more emergency services and new
or refurbished schoals. Whao is going to pay for all of this? It's time to
expand our tax base and to welcome opportunities that pay livable
wages. Let’'s not put our taxpayers through the ringer. Let's not stiffe

business prospects any longer.

If everyone here cared encugh to show up tonight then everyone here
can surely compromise and work together to make the 2015 Cade
better. The Board represents everyone here and many who are not.
Just because the poor or other demographic groups may not be present
tonight doesn’t mean that they should be forgotten or marginalized. It
is up to the Board to hopefully move this county farward and to
encourage economic growth,

Attached are staterments from the CPAC report made by Supervisor
Murray in Sept. 2011 that | submit as part of my statement and for the
record.

Respectfully,
Barry Downing, Ir.

21292 Pineview 5treet, Cheriton, VA

Mrs. Christine Tankard questioned why the 2015 is being so quickly repealed; it does not
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seem ethical. In fact, she did not even realize that the 2016 amendments were being worked on.
She said that the 2009 version was too complicated. She asked how many Board members have
read the 700+ pages of proposed ordinances and can explain it to her. She suggested that the
Board use the Comprehensive Plan and the comments as provided to the Planning Commission
for any needed changes.

Mr. Mark Newman said that he was in favor of retaining the 2015 ordinance and relayed
some of his experiences in trying to do projects, both large and small, under that zoning. He said
that the County needs new businesses and expansion of existing ones.

Ms. Katherine Campbell read the following comments:
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great!” Well, vou changed it by adding 23 pages of new code in January.
And they’re okay with your changes. Were they wrung then? Or are they
WIOLE MOw?

The 2009 cude wus in response to a valid fear at the time ol
unchecked growth. The opposition is 1lsu bascd on fear, and has fanned
the flames of tear. Fear that the county will somehow be ruined from its
current wonderful siale. I saw this notice. The county 1s not in a wonderful
statc. The 2004 ordinance was made in [ear and is being kept -with
modifications, out of fear. Fear should nol be the driver of public policy.
Why empower fear when the [acis are clear!

Please keep the 2015 ordinance. Thank you.

fubmitted by Kathorine Carphell FSUAHNG
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Good evening, Tam in favor of keeping the 2015 Zoning Ordinance,
or amengding il il needs changes, rather than tearing it up and throwing it
out. Some opponents of the 2015 zoning have sald that it talees away their
property rights because thev say they want 10 contrel what their neighbor
does. Those arcn't property rights. Those are mecdling rights, Property
rights are what Americans can da with their own land Lhal the government
doeso'l oullaw. Public policy and the courts lean in favor of the least
restrictive landowner rights. It's what scparates America fron all the other
conntries in Lhe world.

The 20q coide was written in response to a valid fear that
Nerthampton County could become the bedrouin community of Ilampton
Roads. Bay Creek was booming. The Fastville Inn had aline out the deoor
waiting for tables. The Connty was humming with activity. But the 2000
ordinance put the brakes on too hard. 1T only 1/ 10" of 1% of Hampton
Roads residents had moved ta the County il would be 1,006 peuple. But
instead, weve lost populaticn.

Nurthampton County is becoming the bedroom community of
Accomue County. Accomac provides the jaba and collecls Lhe business
taxes, Northamplon provides the schools, the buses, the teachers, public
salely, public worls, and all the services our taxes pay for.

Sometimes, when the Fed raiscs intercst rates to eurb inflation, it
hackfires and kills Lhe economy. Su they make a correction. The 209
zoning, though well-inlended, backfired and the last board had the
foresight to make a correclion. They introduced it to the public in early
2014 and tweaked it for almost two years based on public comments, before
passig it in 2015,

They locked at 2004’s myriad minor uses that always got approved
and thonght ‘why put a job creator through all that? Save special use
perimits for those uses that could be obnuxicus o the public, or could affect
property values, and make the miner, benign uses by-right, but preseribe
sctbacks, landscape sereens, parking reslrictions and other restrictions to
protect nearby properties,

All along, a small, angry and vocal group of oppunents were against

making any changes whatsoever to the soog code, Relentlesshy,
vonsistently, it was always “No Changes!” “Do not change 200" “Tt works
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Mr. Steve Sturgis read the following comments:

Belurch &, 2016

Sleve Sz
2405 Savaae MNecl Tor,
Fuslville, ¥A 23347

Good evening Chainman Murmay and other Board of Supers isor memhbers and
Flanringz commigaien e mbers.,

Firsl | wooule Bikoe Lo say that | do support tecping e 2015 wonina. Althaough 1
recoghize that it t9 nol u perleel docwment ard it does need sune changes, 1 el
Lhal it is soemething ware can work with, We wers undor the 2009 zonicg for 6 vears
and T don’t gee whaere that has helped us atall, We need a woning ordinanes that
allonws for more local businesses and light industry to broaden onr tax base, T ai
ane ol the lovlunaie ones o have lved heare 211 oy Lls T roncimber whon we had 3
vegetalde processing facilivies, 2 clarm shucking plun s, 3 shirt forory aad a one
i wo ewent had 7 localions fo huy gasoline on Courthonse Road. 4 vears aga I
triced o diversify my agricunual operation bul was unalve to do so doe o the
cutnborsnme reiuladons of the 2009 zoring, This was el jusl one requast on one
parcel, but several roquests oo dillvrent parcels within the sounly and cach fhme [
v Litld 1L weas not 2lloayed even though taore inlensive uses wera permissible on
those propatio,

1 also quesUon the way In which the inacerial Jor tomight’ s meeting bas boen
presenicd oo the couney website. When reviewing the proposed 2009 docunens, T
noticed that the text o the imigaion pond stendards (L54.2-1117% hay signiBcantly
changed or the 2005 ¢ 154, 1-5308) withoul any acknowledpement of the chanpes.
Thisz just happens 1o be o scelion that 1 am familiar wilth and makes me waonder,
what about the other sections? Laless an ind vidual 2ad the tine e read and
cumpiare the teo documenss section by ssolon you would never k1ow whar has
been chanoed.

| urege you tondeht to not vescind the 200 5 woming, but slow Jown and ke the Lime
Lo work swith il und make necessary changss as needed bud show all deletions and
additions,
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Mr My, lasl week noa mesting vou stated to vz that you fel: that the 20015
Zaping was “ramumsd down onr throata™. Lhe 2013 voning chanzes were made aver
a cowrse ol 3 years with many oppornmities for the public to volee soncermna, This
arended 2009 propossd zoning that oo ay vole an has only had g litg of 2
memths for public review. That is ramming down our throats,
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Mr. Robert C. Richardson said that the zoning ordinance is a complete mistake and
should be trashed. He said that the County only needs four zones: agricultural, commercial,
industrial, and residential. He noted that people cannot understand this volume of paperwork
and that the Board needs to bring jobs back to the County.

Mr. Wayne McCoy asked the Board to retain the 2015 zoning, calling the mass migration
of people out of the County as a sign of the failed 2009 ordinance. He said that the County
cannot survive on eco-tourism and needs a strong tax base to offset increasing taxes.

Mrs. Martina Coker read the following comments:
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Martina Coker Comments to Board of Supervisors March 8, 2016
i’f o bl TRBE coauenh W {Me HLE PP TS _

would e to commend the Board for presenting a lubicn to repeal the 2015 Zoning
Crdinance and would like to ancourage the entire board te support this praposal. The datger of
puzhing through a poorly 1haught owt docurnent is too great to allow tha 2015 Zaning Ordinanca
to ramain in place. A keeal developer even scknowledged at 4 recent Supedvisors Town Hall
meeting that the Zoning Qrdinance wae voted in with much work iaft 10 ba dong and he wae nok
happy with the impact on his cwn property.

An audience member at that Town Hall asked a good quastion. Whiat has the 2008 Zonlhg
Cirdingnse done to banefit e Counby?

The Comprehansive Flan and the Zoning Ordinance et a directlon for the County. Twa areas
of potentlal growth in the 2008 Comprehensive Plan are Aquacuiiune and Tourdsm. This
diraction was based on communily ingut and data, Inchuding fesdback fram experts
recarmending an ecanomic strategy based on capitalizing on the natural asests of the
camimunity. The Zoningn Crdinance was then developed to suppord managed growth, based on
factors within tha Comprahensive Plan, including suppor of theee Industries.

Has this been peaitive for the Coumty? The answer is yes.

Touriam

The Eastern Shore is thwe fastest ghowing region in the stale for toursm for the sacond year in a
row. Wisiter spanding was aver 5250 million, resulting in mare than 5.5 million n lodging,
meals and sales tax. Tourdzm jobs incraased 8% with and increased payrall of 219, [ndicating
increasing salarios for that secior. This success i possible because the Eastern Shore
cumently provides what bourists are feoking for, in terms of authanticlty, lecal fiavor, and a senas
of place, and a rich local culturs.

How doas this haip the County™ By focusing on urism, our Sounty bes an influx of
approximately 5,000 people inta the Gounly on 3 saasonal basls. Tourlsts vlel, speng monsy
throughout the County, and 9o not utilizs much in the way of County rescurces.  So,
miLnizipalitias realizs revents and people hene jobs.

Growth in this area has led to @ huge expansion at the old Sunsst Baach Resort. Tha capacity
al this resort is approximataly 1,800 paople in the tourism season, with an additional £5 jobs
being added.  Thiz iz all aceurring under tha 2008 Zoning Ordinance,

There is 3 balance that is benaficial for County citizens in relation to tourizm. Becoming like
Oaan City, as tha Courty Adminlstrator has recommended wolld ingtease infragiucture costs
and decreaza the quality of life cherighad by tha people who actually e here, while harming
what makas us apeclal enough to wst.,

Aquaculiture

The equaculture industry continues to grow, able to thrive in the prizline waters suraunding us,
Marttampten County shellish farms and sommercial fishermen harvested ocver $42 millien of
seafond products in 2013, The resullant econemic impeact is estimated at over $937 million in
output, supporting 387 jobs and generating household and buginess ncomes of 3271 milllon.
This 5 an industry dependent on clean water, Keeping thal water clean requires a sensitive
balancirg act, and coarefi| thaught must be given to dJavalopment that coukd effect that balance.

33



New Businazses and Employment:

It iz highly unlikely that we will attract large employers te aur gasgraphicelly [sslated perninsuls,
however wa can gttt telecorm mutars with mproved intemet services, attract new small
tursinesses and support those that wa already hava. The past few yaars have shown & numbar
of neww husinesses tirougheut the County with 42 new start=ups in 2013, 48 in 2014, and 31 in
just tha first 2 quarters of 2015, according to the Virgindla Caommisaion Community profile.

Virgimla Employmrent Commizaion SCommuoniily Frofife

Naw Start Lins
(17 ot ¥ Gir I Ot 4% ar Tetal
2013 11 ] B 14 42
214 jl4] 13 K 10 48
218 16 15 Mo data Mo data K3 N
- - manthe}

We recently experienced & severe recession in our coundry, and ocur County was nol immune,
howewar we ane Now SSsing & very positive trand in t2ams of growth,

Thi first alx monthe of 2015 ehow good employment growth in the County, with an average
incraasad growth in amploysas of 1085 in each of the firet six menths comparing 2013 to 2015

Quarterly Census of Employment emd Wepes

Boresy of Labar Statfsties

JAN FER AR APR MAYT JUM AMNMUAL
2013 4081 [ 4088 | 4208 | 4416 4574 4007 | 4513
24 | 4178 4172 4302 4493 4500 LG5 SOEE
2015 4582 4555 | 4568 4885 2065 | 3258
% changs | 12% 123%  [9.2% 106% [106% |[62% [3% |

Growth in the corrant Comprehansive Plan e sneouraged in and arcund towns and this fosus
has aszizted with growth in Cape Charles, as an axampla, by bringing businesses into tbown
terther than having an unplaned and inefficient spread of businesses along Route 13, which is
ackrewiadgad to have axtreind safety issuss, Cepe Charles has flourished, with many
buszinesses established and thriving 2nd a new mixed uss cerler being conatructed. Exmore
has stabilizad ils financiel situation with a focus on fiscal responsibility and spen commuRizsstion
with constiuents. How doss this help the Courty? Almough the municipalitiss are eeparabe
and distinct, the pecple whe live in and visit tharm are part of he same community, moving
bayond municipat bordars sharing expertics, a senes of cammiundty, commence, and revenue.

Construction:
Qur census numbers are indesd decreaaing and are projectad e conbinue o da 56, a8 N most
raral areas.

Qe interasting dyramic that we have is that many people in the Counly have a prima y
regidence slsewtere and are thetefore nol included in the censwe, bul thay do pay proparty
taxes. |t would be vary helpful for steff to evaluats the Impact of this rend.
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According to the Planning and Zoning Department the value of building permits iz increasing,
showing a shift from rengvation to the building of new homas. The nurmber of building parmits
increased 133% from 2009 bo 2012, Updated figures should ke eicited and systams pul in
place for angaolng analysls.

Exigting home sales have alad been strong and are increasing.

FPeople are retifing here and the stated reason that they are coming is consistanty “lhe natural
baauly, peaca and quist.”

We have over 5,000 approved lots in the County currently available. That will sllow a lot of
buikding for a [0y e,

Snthe anawsr 78 that the 2008 Comprehensive Plan provided the blueprint for demonsirated
grawih in the County which capitalizsd on our netural ssests and the 2008 Zoning Ordinance
£at Ihe related land usa plan in pacs. Gronth HAS bean demonstrated in the County,
supported by this bluepnnt for growth despite living through 2 recession.

Do we have problems that naed to be addressed? Yez, undsrparforming schoolks, an
inedequate workforce, strain on emergency services, and a large axisting debt load, ang
reguiations thet restrict development at tires (2nd Zoning is often incomectly stakzd as the issue
inthesa cases). YWill the 2015 Zoning Ordinanca fix thess kesuss. .. Mo, The hanefits of this
ardinance hawve never been cleady articulsted and the reality is that the 2015 Zoning Ordinance
has the vary raal potential to undo progress That hat bean made,

Changes to a Zoning Didinancs can be made via 2oning Text Amendments. This process can
ke usad at any tlme and the staff should educate the public regarding 1his option.

| am providing this list of new businesses thet have started up sincs the last revizion of the
Comprahensive Plan,

i_et's move on, with the approval of thig resoliion and use our aneqgies to cantinue this
pregress and 10 solve the ragl challenges thet we bine,

Exmora

Two hotels. Holiday Inn and Hamptan [nn
Yerizon store

Cuitt Ehap

Eastern Shore Beauty Academy
Weterford Printers

Wachina Campany Anlkquss shep
Wall Playad-vidan Gaming Stors
Hospice Thift Shop

Dollar Stora

Tractor Supply Coming soon
Regional Flea Market planned
Community Center Flanned

Caps Charlex
2 Hotels- Cape Charlas Hotel and Hotel Blue- and one being renowated
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Z Bed and Brealkfasks

Gull Hummock Sourmet shop

Brown Dag |oe Gream shop

Cape Chares Collision and Towing &uto Body Rapair
Eastarn Shore Custom Carts-Goll cart ssles/repair
Jet ski rertal

Capa Chares Yacht center

40 Additional slips at the Harkor

The Shanty restaurant

Gift'Home decar shops- 5

Art Galleries- 2

Pariwinkkes- Conslgnment store
Drizzles- Qlive Qil shop

Jewelry Stare

Swast Annla's-Chogolate Campany
Best Nast-FumitureiAccessarlas otoe
Shore |T-Computer Services

Gradit Unich

Marthampton Firaamns

Flarist

Chrgflan School

Mixed use arga to ba built staring 2016

Eaztvills

Prizes-s Homea Décor

Morthampton Sesfood-Crab picking/seafpoed sales
Easlville Fire Dapadment Thrift Shop

Courly

Easlam Shore Events and rental company

Cape Charlas Animal Hospital

MNumsrous property rental companias and ralated bosinessss

Rantal homas (ona slte had listing increase from 52 fistings in 2011 to 115 this yesr)
Broadband- 2 companias. Neabaam and Eastern Shore Communications
Mumerous food prep businesses (Caterars, bakarisg)

Crrganis farme

Restaurant coming by Kiplopake area

Conference Genter (Mimosa Fams)

Maitical Themed shop

fottingham Saafood

Randy and Sandy's Seafond

Momteseor Schoal

Dy Cara Certer

Eaztern Shore Rurual Haalth 18 plannltg an sxpanded facility near Eastville

Oysbar
Reslaurant in planning stages
Dock Fusling approved

Charlton
Eastern Share Signs- Started in Cape Charles and outgrew location and mowved tg Cheriton
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Jacob Parks Parsonal TrainingThe Chertan Gym
Benside Rehabilitation

Chatta Auto Rapalr

Yoga Shdio

Expanded Busireszas

Bayshare Concrete

Wagnar Brodhers

Mortharmpton Lumber

Aquersadiure- Yirually sl businesses involved in this induatry
All Ran{al Propary Managament Companiss

New Inidadvas
Oyster Trail
Artieta Trall

Thank you for your considaralion

Martina Coker
1530 Elliotts Creek Lane
Cape Charles, WA,
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Mrs. Sarah Colson read the following comments:

My name is €1mih Coliir Vive at 19225 Seanite Voad, Chayedas

| would like to quote, a wise statesman of aur county.

“To deny the revenue possibilities associated
with managed commercial growth is to
strangle the county’s future and further
transfer the tax burden to personal property
and reaf estate, a trend that has increased
from 64% of revenues to 79% of revenues since
the year 2000. This Inconvenient truth must be
acknowledged. Counties, like corporations,
stagnate and die when they fail to innovate
and grow, losing market share and an

economic reason to exist.”

This was Supervisor Spencer Murray's comment in his
presentation to the Comprehensive Plan Advisory
Committee in September 2011.

There is no way that his words can become reality under
this proposed zoning ordinance.

Keep 2015 Zoning!

Thank you, | would like this placed into the public record.

[Then hand itin)
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| would like to quote, a wise statesman of our county.

“We simply cannot encourage farmers and
watermen to provide year round employment
with benefits and living wages when their
costs are rising and their prices are falling. |
have no idea what these incentives would be
or how the county can afford them, but we
must avoid unrealistic notions and empty
words. Our chaollenges are real.”

This was Supervisor Spencer Murray’'s comment in his

presentation to the Comprehensive Plan Advisory
Committee in September 2011.

There is no way that his words can become reality under
this proposed zoning ardinance.

Keep 2015 Zoning!

Thank you, | would like this placed into the public record.

[Then hand it in}
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Mr. Chris Hoover asked the Board to retain the 2015 zoning regulations.

Mr. Vince Young asked if he could replace an old trailer on his property with a new one.
He was advised to provide his contact information to the Planning & Zoning staff for follow-up.

Mr. Mark Baumgartner, representing Royal Farms, said that his client was pleased with
the 2015 zoning and is preparing to invest millions in the County and generate many jobs. The
proposed regulations would revoke their favorable zoning and force Royal Farms to construct an
older-style building. He said that the former Board tried for three years to cure the ills of the
2009 zoning ordinance and the proposed 2016 “cure” is worse than the disease. He further
noted that he felt that the 2014 and 2015 presentations were much more comprehensive than the
presentation made this evening and urged the Board to make changes as needed to the 2015
version rather than repeal it.

Ms. Sandra Beerends read the following comment:
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Ms. Virginia Olson read the following comments:

My name is Virginia Olson. | live at 6185 Simpkins Road.

I would like to read a comment by Sandra Benson, former
Director of Planning & Zoning.

“The 2004 board mandate - very vocally stated
by the 2004 hoard, was to reduce growth and
density, and substantially limit development
on route 13. This was the board policy that
drove the process, and determined the
outcome of the contents of the
comprehensive plan that we have today.”

This was Mr. Murray’s response.
“We need to pop some of the myths that our
comprehensive plan is founded con in order to

develop a plan that creates a positive net
growth for the county.”

This was Supervisor Spencer Murray's comment in his
presentation to the Comprehensive Plan Advisory
Committee in September 2011.

There is no way that his words can become reality under
this proposed zoning ordinance.

Keep 2015 Zoning]!

Thank you, | would like this placed into the public record.
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Mrs. Barbara Coady said that she was proposed to the 2016 zoning ordinance.

Mr. Pat Coady read the following comments:
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I el

Remarks to joint hearing on zoning changes 3/9/16

Good Teening Mombers of the Flanming Canntiission and the Honorable Board of
SLpervicors

TLis oearly incemprehens ble to me thar | find i€ oecessary to speak toaight
regarding Lis allempl b rezone the county in ninety days without proper
consideration of the factars requized he $15.2 af the Code of the Cotrmnensrealth,
I0Lhis injudicious haste is Laloen Loils preqposed chd itis a prima facie study case of
bed rovermmentz] actiom, We daserye and expect bettor of pur Roard of Suporvizors,

Last night | had recarks prepared to addoess Che prabloms weith the peocess that
Las been undertaken. 'U'onight, [ turn (hess rama ks in for this hearing record.

For two years, this communily lias heard noa-slop complainls thal sehat hecame the
2015 zoning was rushed through without scomoonity inpul or propsr sludy, Jecs
loale at the record for a moment:

Wheat became Lhe 2010 cade started in March of 20011 with a joint neeting of the
planning cocimission and the Board bo establish riovicies. In Augost 2011 the
Board directed: “making the wone cnde Tess onerons on citizens™ n October 2011
the Board agreed to 4 zoning cade wark plan. 1o 2012 the Baard [a7d ont 5 set of
cirectives. & draft ordinance was submitted io Tuly 2013 All those actiens are and
were i the public recard, Four public inpat mestings Galloseed Teading to the March
2011 jeint public hearing, That heaving, three years in, vwas where one first heard
the camplaint that this zoming worke was a shock, The hearing was follovee: 2y 18
8015 reetings, where comment wids receivel aned 14 work sessinng dismssing and
sign:ficantly arending the proposed code thereby add-essing publicly raised issoe
afwer ssue. There were two additional public input meetings in February 2015,
Followeing a second poblic hearing in Dec 2015, the code was finally adopled, nearly
Fonar yozes allere the work hegan.

Compare that process t this re-zoaing: Zern public information meetitgs—enly one
public hearing, the minimum required time for the plann’ng commigsicon o congider
and make recammendations and wero formal studies or evalualions ol egHions—
gxactly every compoaint that was olloged regarding the current code—redoublad!

Make ror mistaee wharewer: This [snata re-adaption ndthe 200% code as it stosd,
Attashed to the motion erdering Lhig process were 21 pages directed changes
followed by twao lirectives from Lhe Feard hal attempeed o explain and clarife
waatwas demanded, The resulling doce meanl hefnee us conight is 274 pages lnng,
Of thar 270 pages, by wy coant there are 20 cut of 3% pages with chanpes Lo
definitions; of 224 pages of code text 130 of them bave reclines; in Lha 31 pages of
special use permnit tables 14 of them have changes, Al el heraare 183 pagns with
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changes in a 271 page legal documenl Campare 183 pages o changns o tho carrent
zaning which is only 140 pages total and then try and explain Lhal Lhiz 2 ce-
adaption.

There are complete sections deleted and meved o edited and re-added laler such as
signape and the CBPA Tae laglc of moving requiretnents of Federal ansd State laws
rul of auT 2aning 20 2oning isn't affected when crher lnws caange is ipnored, There
is @ complore rowrite o the duties of the zoning adiministrator. Floating districts
wese relurnul—escepl lfarane, Sethacls e poulry bouses were increased buk
aramenia serubbecs were deleted. Any possihility of utllicy sezle windmills is
preclaled. The enlire 2000 and 1592 ardinances were added as appendices, clearly
answering Lhe el-lispulecd guesiion as by wholhor Lhey continwe to apply.

The dooument has pumeraws obvlows eororsg Lhal woald have legel consccuence
inciuding multiple sections wille Uie same cuober, TL s sirply notclose m ready for
adoption, The unintended congaguences will e significant

Thiz re-zoning llows the dictates of the few citizens that bad tnpu Lo L
attachmont; citizens who were not elected ortaen serving in any relevantappninced
public caparitg. Itis the 2009 zoniag with signifizant changes that a simall privale
genep wished o 2o changed. So Ear ithears oot least resemblance W anopen public
process Even warse, Lhe Baard's [angary motion with ics whereas clauses stands at
variance with what T understaml are Lhe Toard’s men stateraencs as submitted via
the Boarrd™s allnrnesy Lo Tha courtin a soning lawesiit.

Our planning and zoning steff has boen professienal as they kave tried to meet the
Board's time demands, i spite of e farl Lhat the majority nf this Board is
repudiativg and dismissing all of their diligent werk over the past lir years Ta the
eta’¥- | galate wou for your pazience and ditipanos, Twouldn’l blame ke iF they
resigned inmass. Of coarse, they won't dothet because "TITRRE ARTE MO JTORS”
weartiwhile for themn scek instend,

The Beard's artions have real consoquences and some of them are imnediate, Wilh
the passing vl Lhe 2015 code several senjocts, which wonld add to our tox buse came
off the shelf und started 1o move lorward, Ooe ol Lbem alals abaut 7MM nratable
property and S0-74 jobe. Two others will also stop desd iChis re-sening is enacted,
if they haver' already. In addition, if this action continnes, it s doubriud arthey
gver eonsidor Morthampton again.

Tle professional suneey underlaber: by the Myees Group of Korthampton Citizens in
212 shovwed thit Jobs was the higges) iasue, Ta% sald bmsineas and eornmercial
growth wias happening tea slewly, Bat slaled wewere "on the wiong track”,
¥iving kackward (s ok an answer—te anvehiog,
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M thig Bodrd persisls with this action on this timetable, pleaze don't ever raise the
issue of the need for Jobs, or need for ceonomic graveth or improving the zax hase to
improve o schools, fund our EMS or to meet any other public necd.

Thereis a straight-forward and proper method to undectalke for re-2nning. 1t starts
witl: campleting she Camprehensive Plan whnse updale s nearly lea years overde
due to being sidetracked. Then divect stall aad the planning cornoission Lo write
zoning in confermance with cade, the Han and the Board's priorivies. When they ars
complete and have beld theie pubilic Dilemalion rmee.ings and bearing il coooes Lo
the Toard for its heaving, eonsideralivn and adoplivn, That is 4 provess that has
been partially ar [ully by-passel in the lost three zoning adoptions and leads us to
Lher amieess wee hawve balore us, Toing i a Towrlh tine io haste wan't speak wel] for
Icarning frem mistalos.

Theralore, T'll cemove my Keesr 2015 soning shict and ssy—by all means go ahead
and undartaxe a rexoning, huldail:n (he proper manoer aod order and with the
proper time-frames. [ can support a re-zoniag that kas sweatsered a full and public
process, even if | personally doo'cagree with most of oo [will never suppaoet a
Board that by-passes all semblance af good governance to pass samething this
impartant in an ill-eavsidered rosh.

Parricl Coady
Machipongo
9 Warch 2N/
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Cood Fyening TTanerable Supervisors
Ruperyisor Nagg:

Ar vonn slalad o your amai” 1o Me Colsan: "My fpedlanna has haen when | maka to
many revisionz to complax documentz | miss many of the things that cause a doming
cfloct™ If wou folt that way aftor all the time spent en the 2015 cede, how can you
support 183 pages somaining changas in this zo callad re-adaption.

Supervisor Duer;

Yo are new Lo Lhe Baard, T (hese changes are approved accarding to the thnesable
currently outlined, are vou not totally substitutine your judgment for the judement
of the previous Board, which wrestled with these changes for thres years? Tho vou
not value precedent anl o prior Board's dedication aml efores?

Addit’onally, you have stated that you "must look oot for Exmoere first”, IFvou truly
feel that way you are failing your county oath and creating a serious conflict of
interest, 1 you vote for tais propased zoning srdinance yow are restrictiing growth in
the Coanty, which directy benefies a progressive Exmove.

Supersisme Murray:

oo and Supervisor Thoer pul farth @ mglion Lhal was noleven legally permissible in
attempting to “rescind" the 2015 code, You furtlier eadeavorad to alker the 2009
code while claiming it's a re-odopton.

I response oo a l'ULA request you claimed that the Attaclh ment to the motion was
“drafted by private citizens™ and was therefare not subject to FOLA. Thar may be
true, but ity one mectng you claimed you wrote itand in another identified several
pbaer authers. Regardless, che method by wehich it came te e attached to the maotion
ig most definicely subjece to FOIA as are all emails and corresponcence regariling it
matn the date of swrearing in. Thaz maloes your snswer, sehile teckhnically accurate,
viery disingenuaus aol should be bencalh vou.

Ararecent citizen meeting you stated that the current zoning code wis *jamawil
daw your throat”, Quite the contrary argument is more valid, It was the sitting
baard"s right and responsibility to cotnHete werl: they had initated and werked on
Foe Lhree yoears. 1L wonld Bave boc weean o them oo say "well we don't bhatve ta
[nisty this—we can leave L Tor & nesw Board woio oporn or decide o ondertalke all
over againe As vou are well aware, thers s 4 process B any rermaining defecls ia Lhe
2015 cade to be addressed.

Fina.ly, it vou procesd with your present cocrse of action, ywou will pat lie to all the
quotes vou have made in the preceding years regarding the restrictions in the
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currant comprehensive plan and the 2309 zoving and their detrimental effects on
this Coumnty.

Te the entire Board: If vou proceed with the proposed actions and dmetable
without time for full consideration by the laoning Commission and the public, vou
will open yourselves mnd the County to expensive awsuits,

‘There is an appropriate soloton: Complete the comprehensive plan; then proceed
with a full proper re-zoning process. The 2015 zoning is superior to the previouns
maning. IEisin general compliance with the 2009 comperehicasivg plan; T rioeg so
than the 200% zoning.

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Audience: These are hararable men aond Texpectthem
to malie honarable decisions. Decigians in ghe bestinterasts of “all" the citizens—nnt
o BT non ane grau poel bbyving citizens—nool even Umy grogp!

Patrick Caady
Maclkipongo
8 March 2016
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Ms. Roberta Kellam read the following comments:

My name is Robertz Kel am. | ezide 5t 7514 Wellinglon Neck Ruad. Qver Lhe pasl Lwea yoars, | have

atbended countless meetings aacui the 2015 Reroning, and | ask chat all of ke memaoranda and

statoracnts sllmicked by me e the Doord in 2009 ared 2015 be Included as part of the pablic kearing

recerd [ar Lhe cursent cotion. Tae proposs] v repeal the 2015 zoming ordinance and readapt the 2004

Zoning Ordinance with anendrients iz the Best comprarnise Lo Lhe dispole Lhal has pardlpzed thls

Cuunby for the 2ast # ann g Palf vears. |ke Board has taken some af the best ideas fram the 2015 Zaning
Ordinance ta amend erd readool the 2009 Zan ng Ddinanee, e dl b v e gest cane ek wide Hha

{ |-|~|__1_,___h44' =
Cpponents oF your 2075 proprsal raise many issues tat are sasy to address with reformatt ng of the '-"‘"?""" ﬁ?:;-iak
216 Zoning Ordinarce to naka the uses and dincens: ens for eacs distric: easier to understanc. The e et

i ;:rmliwk”*""‘“"

crkicls Ehat A0 pages of ald ordinae es =0p sl ontae bonks can be addressed by making it mare clear ol ol
S o

that the anly parts af zhe o4 ord narcas that weo d aoply are the use: and dimensicns of tha :_

subdivlzlans that we-e subdiy ded urcer 1€ ald oedinances, [ess than 30 pages, The old ordinances N

_ i i : provide
were never intended tc be readoptad ax ouol ol Lha Exisling Ssbdivision Discricts in the 2009 Zoning ]
ordinince, These Existing Suadivienn Dist- otz are inportant because thay presenee vestad rigazs for Bl
cwners at subdivisian lats, and tiey ensure hes mubdivis ens are ulll ol using consi steat developrent w{ﬂ
standards Lhroughowt @ platted subdd Cizioo Dbt wizhory statemess tonight @ copy of 2 legal opinian
provifded to the Caunty Al nistrator Katie Nuner on September L8, 2007, and a May 14, 2002 A
memarandu from Sormaer Farning Nirccker Sandr Senson Lo Lhe Planning Comm saion swhich L’éﬁa
provides the support {or Lee Exislirg Sutlcision Zonrg Orstrlels, and does net suppors the aliegatlon
that this rezaning kesps 700 peges o- old zoritg Cade £n the books
| hawe lang boen intereated intackling toe oiebee s of poverty i M;\ thamptrn Crunty. The article that “gﬂ.w;u_
| wrote about pove -ty cir the Eustern Shore aes d{:hrélja:ﬁ%" ﬁj’lham-ﬁiﬂrrfmlrm eItz Lammilier Plag—
Thet=rotaee Looore |s P 20 fo the County, l2d by real estate salezman 3 1 Farr. Unfortunately, -he MJ:W”"_\I

2015 Zaning would not be ~elpiul in addressing poverly, econarnic develepaent and allerdable hausing
problems In Merthampton Sourty, and I'mosgrry 70 5820 prople oging miskad nto thinking that it will help
them. The 2015 Aezan'ny dors mol crzade ree jobe snd ceonomic developmenl — B was 2 rose Lo gal
rofe waterfront subdivision lots anc an effore e recreate 3 housing buabkle intae County. The ma'r
differenece betwren the 2015 &nd 20070 roniqp ordinances is tnat the 2115 Zonirg is & madmap to turn
merthamptan Coanly inlo an o ca ol suburhan sbyle esldentlo | deweloprment, particalarly in the area of
high-g nd wasertrant nousing. | valuz 92 rursl lifestyle of Northampean Caanty 2nd | don'Lwant b see
this turned inla anolhor secong weme retinzimerl destination like Qeean City, Maryland,

bz b e For woner Fisne .

5 Y
| &Qﬁw'ﬁﬁ[
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Mr. Charles Bruckner, Jr. read the following comments:
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Ms. Janet Sturgis read the following comments:

v
5 %ﬁ" «5@}{']

Marthar pton Co. Baj

9 Marck 2016

To be read inte the record
Janel Sluigis

Wwelllngton Meck

1 weauld ke ta woice my suppeort, for the adoption at the Aoended 2009 Zoning Ordinance, |

atherwise known as the 2006 Zaring Crdinate),

The adoption el the 2015 ordinanes, with its up zonkng of properties large 2nd zmall and I‘Jﬂ“‘ L b[’
disselution of previowsly @otected vasted fghts of property owners) 80T dangerous | %Millt 1

precedent, paving the way Far future ynbridled, arbltrary, incongmious,and inconsistent up Ui, '}E‘ILILGH Lm.f_)p
zoning, withaut input fiamm propetty avhers, adlacent propety owners, and athar citizens whe 52 j_g;\_,.j_.;v,
would be adversely impacted. He el ol
2015 zoning is incomsistent with cuwr corrprehensive pdan, Its cnactment thresakehs open d ;

space,cvertaxes aur agdifer, encouragss degradation of surface waters, threabens native spedies,

does not pravlde adequate sethacks and other zoning protections as they relate to CAFRO s, and

supparts waterfront densities that are not compatible with cur burgeaning agquaculiore and

anabgarism industries, responsible enviranmental stewardship, and a ruralfamily friendly guality

af life, 40 Laseth ny, Lot tRe .

Are you wendering how | can make these thearetical lea p:’-’? These issuas are notthearetical, as

I hawe zeen the resulls oF Che encroachment of develapment flvest haad. Property adjacent to

mine, that et ane time was a beautiful ald grawth woodland, was subdlvided In 1991, Huvan

activity directly resulting frem that develaprnent was responsible for st keast two threatered

plant species that were cnce abundant there, to disappear! Mitchella repens|partidge berpyp

and Monotropa uniflorafindlan plpe] aleng with sevaral specles of fern, can no langer be found

an my property ar in the adjacent subdivision. ¥We are about to start aur aguaculture cperations,

an creek battom adjoining our Az woned property. WAl we see purse lves unable 0 work our

oysters from aur ewn dock and property, 35 has happened on the swestem shore and on the

Lynnhaven River in WA Beach because of comgplaints and demands from resldentially zaned

propertles? Wea do not permit huating an cur properties, hewsver many allow athers, with ]

aroper pamissicn, to hunt their lands. Will vou lose that privilege bemusethe falks Iball of those gl P ;1'

.. residenlial properl es dory't ke vou sPeatlng next door and derr and that”samething be dang™? eladr

“adoption of the 20 & |revised and i mpraved 2008)zoning would place as back an track, and allow

the county to et back to the business of gioing vur ecenomy Lhrough responsible, sustainahle,

well planned growth and development, while protecting what makes Mothampton County the

Jewel in Mirginie's crovwn.

Dwou el fike Lo rerningd haoese whe are canwlnosd, that our only way to emplaymesnt, opaomty ity

and prospenty |s to carve ys up into little pieces ard become a disjointed patdheark of postage

starip waterfront loks, wall toowall sirip malls erfc, that thnse who ance inhabited Hiltkon Heaa

JAartha’s Wineyard and other pieces of rural waterfrant paradise, n ne longer afford to live in

the lards nftheirfnre‘hthcrs:anﬁ must.cbmmute intothose areas to-walt tables and atsome

point, aswith the Duter Banks, lose even thpse jobs to-Russiansand othergroups brought Tn

seasonallys’ |5 this what we want tar Morthampton County?

T By et ool dabie
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Ms. Montaigne referenced the flyer shown below and provided comments afterwards:

,,“f.!.-ruuh@ o L ;y’l_,-{.hﬁiﬂ’.fff.;? . :"I'I.'-&ﬁ"t.f_’j'_j
THE TRUTH ABOUT THE 2015
ZONING

The developers who appareatly want to drive the poor and the
minorities off their land are trying to whip up the minority population to
support the very zoning that will indeed accomplish their self-serving
goal. The 2015 zoning, rammed through by the old Board before the
people voted them ot of office...by a wide majority....was written by
special interests that want to turn this county into an Ocean City look-
alike, perhaps in an attempt to rid the county of the very follss who
make up the backbonc of ihis fine community. In fact, the 2015

zoning includes changes to the 2009 zoning that;
¥1- Onp s Maobilc Bome Parks:
#2- Eliminates the Affordable Housi nus, which giv
incentives for building affordable housing;
#3- es thousands of acres of agricultural lands to
RESIDENTIAL roning designation, especially in the
areas where minorities live. [Note: this is the first step
in an effort that could significantly raise taxes for os all
and could caunse those on the “edge” tv lose their homes,
which is why the NAACP opposes these changes];
#4- Calls for massive development along the waterfronts,
allowing condos, multi-families and more houses/acre
than our current Comprehensive Plan calls for. This
change will eertainly result in tax increases, which is
what happens when you over-develop and need more pubiic
services (EMS, Fire, Police, Sewer, Watcr, Roads, efc.)
(That is why fhe tax e lix rafe in Virginia Beach is over 50% higher than ours))
#5- Allowiny industrial nscs on farmland, such as waste
incinerators, race tracks, chicken manure hurners,
-electric generating plants, factory chicken farms 200" away
feom your property line, as well as many more changes,

Don't let these people pushing the 2015 zoning ordinance fool
Vou...they are not your friends. Come to the Public Hearing at the
Nerthampton High School on Wednesday, March 9 at 7pm

and hear the truth! This is VOUR future!
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Mrs. Mary Miller read the following comments:

My Biller. Laslville
Murch % 2H 4 Public Hearing Comments: sappoeel of proposed 2006 Zoniog Ordinnnce

1 apeak i support of repealing 1he paarly dralied 2015 Feoning Ordingace which was bamily
adopted by a lame duck Board of Supareisors.

Tia §a ol an esonomiz development, “husiness fiemlly™ crdi-anee, in aphe of a few apot-zoned
commnercial paccels o2 the higlomy —this is & reshdential rsal enae developreent creinanes,
Achitzary ehanees like npzoning farm fields and crealioge hage density mereazes at Cryscer and
Willez Wharf prove thyt W have aven 195 addivisions i che county naw, thoussnds of
broilclable lkots—yonr taepayers can) afloed W subsidize morc residential develepmert The
comnmyniy never askad Ly be recensd ioto oo Ceean City ot Vireingg Beach weighlowheod. Tae
prmess wis Hijacked. People who pay the bills soere completele shul o in e dols Whio
umnom s had the really bacl idea o lof county conplosyaes sitin their ulfices aod wiile a Zoning
Urdivanes for na!f

1 speak in Favor of adopting the 016 mopsed Ordinance as published  based onthe 21w
trdicames, which was adoplel sllen extensive pubilic inpul. Several "busincss filcod]y” uses.
with no explangtion, were deleted from the Ocdipanes last Lec, Whika T was on e P1Cmmmm |
helpesl drall several “boasiness fiendly™ stondards—permiting sgns on B3 dor oll=hipkway
buginesses and business directones for cthe Towns-- and adding Ty Right Micro-business

Tang eure o Delp enceprensurial sarc-ups. Al romaserd by due provious Board from their so-
called *business {iiendly” ardinance—bot @ 1inclurlued inthe apased nes woning. This iz a big
par Lol oue Mtare home eroven bug nesses, uying assels e couny 15 loelunale 1o bave, 143
aew usiness start ups i0the pasl 3 years—urder the 2009 zaning,

The next step 1 to irchyde the whale community 10 3 review o the couaty 's Comprohonsive
Tlam---une) give s all 2 chacce 10 sit dosen ogether scd plan Zor the foure Ciliveny need 1o talk
and listen to cach ot et frsg, (hen tel vou whal they weant. Wich all duc respect. aither the
Board mur the Plarving Cornission should be writing the Comprehengive Plan forws Ladizs
and gentlermarr, yow 13t need to make smansements to lisen, al prolessienally Tacifilatedl
mcetingg - where evervone has 2 scat at the ta2le Vet nosw T fiad aud thal e Planaiog
Conmmission has alveady drafved a new Coenprohensive Plan frws and we've been shoe out
agiin

Piease continue on the path to uneo che oneerlamly and e disoost o local goverument whizh
[his contertions somng is30c has areated, Give tha comnmumiy a clhance o work tegether and ot
it right. Adopr the 2016 Ondinance

L request that nry consrents beincloded io the public record.

0

{f‘.
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Mr. David Boyd read the following comments:

P £

T the Mertbarnplon Counly Board of Superviaors ond Pluning Commissicn, 349:2016

Hebwyen 2007 and 2008, [and o grear denl of others. parmicipated in o sevicy of meetings
reparding the creation a new Comprele nsive Plan and now Yoning repululions. Back in 2009 we
were inlbemed |he sotreet way so address this n-elhod of goveming cur couoty was i frst
develop e Compreheasive Plan, then follow that with & complirsntary set ol saning
reanlations. Lt was the path s followed 1 2000

Several topics cmerged ws driving issoes during this leng process imas™wing sofonsive eitien
inpul. Sone o the key Issues woere 13 eneo araping developmert in the kewns and hamlews natead
ot along, R 13 2% Maldng the most ol our unique natural resowrees by proating madicion )
uzcs Schas Jorning and Sshing, a2 well as iewer husincsses ke aguacnimee sod eostouian, 3)
Preserving ous nuliral mescts soch 82 our sole source agaitier, aur clean Bay and srean witers,
s unspailed bareier islunds (which form the largeat expanse ol undevcloped coastline on the
Gl cogpst) and oue Fzetile auricollorad Tands 4 Prasoreing the reral ecllyre snd histeric valoes

Al inherml gaaumnption seeined w0 be it would make the moest sense e wilbee onr scngths,
as3ers ind tradibions to coaft onr own fulure mther (wun to 1oy and corcpets with Oeear City,
Wirglnia Beach o e Quwer Banks in 4 poll mell sosh o proming comracreial devebopment at
"I.I'I}" EMEEY

oming was written to counplimenl these idegs, ineloding significant sethacks for shoreline
developrien| o proserys our dpariin zores and ler ol lotants befiane they enlerad g
WHLETWAYR. Restnictions wore placed on developinent which might harm those oaleral resonpess,
bl provizgions wers made Lo achisve apprave] for nan-coalimming yses, Traditional uses =uch as
wurking watctfronts wera writkn into soning cods afsor mesting wilh local eitizens and olTieisls
frors the teeny and bamlots ovolved,

Mo oot 1o gt 2009 Comprehensive PlareZaning proceduce, the 2003 Zoning Bllowed a
much differed path. The Comprchensive 1lan svas nest nesnillen prioer to creati of e Zoning
{nlinance. The 2017 Piming wag wiitten by county s1alTin o dimly 1t back coomn wilh semo mpur
lrenm the public. The Manning Cornmizsion was nat given the oppon umity o eview de new
Soming il after it waz weitlen. They were given insutficient Lme b review 1t onee it was
presented Lo tham and they were Cenied alliveances for cutea tinee or nesoumses to comnplets o [l
review ol the Zonine, In fact, several well regarded] members of the Manning Crmmniission
reajgned in prates) of this weatment. The Marning Commission review o te Zoring was rwhe]
beezuze the [uomer BOS was adamant abeul their deyite to approve the 2005 Fon'ng as soon ax
posaille, wilh o without public joput. Mot exacty o pasla child for due process.

For 2 vears, Tundreds of citizen activists alendad mesting after mecting o proest fhe hizk
handed wuy the BOS was nzing to push thiough he 2015 Zeniog, Several members of the old
BLYS retiszl 1o islen te their constitients, cluiming they knew better and Lkt the Msilont
mwajeeity” was hehind thern, In B ovamber 20315 thal Tnlacious azscrtion was demnmonstzated Tor
wehat i was when both Districrs bolding = ecliuny overwhelming) v chose Hupervisors whao Bad
vorwed to keep e W09 zoning. I a petty. vindiclive resclion o the Movember 2015 leetions,
the aure duck mwmbors ol the ofd BOS soted 1o pass the 2013 Zoning. despite magar conflicts
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with the exisling Comprehensive Plan and the abvious wishes of the puhlic, as dcmonstrated by
the election 1 the new Supervisors.

Minw e liave o tew bourd, duly elected by their constituents, who iz working to ceinslale
Caomip FlaniZening axdinmnee thal was thoroughly vered by the pudlic and the Planning
Cammissioe. It sn't perfiact, ol o leasl 7 fgllowed lozal muidelines and reavived cxtensive
citizen inpul during it's deatting, which the 2015 Faning did net.

Fingdlw ic is worth neting that o #he "Nartharnplore Coumly Compedtive Assessnent Sudy"
drafred vnder the direction of the previons Board ot Supervisers and refeazed in 2014, Ouere ave o
numbst of cbstacles hindering development, such a5 the coune's remete location, e
subelandyrd K-12 education and e Tack of auffielent workfierce development fraining. In ne
insanee does (Lo 48 page docwn et Tistesning s hindering clewlopinenl.

Lthers fre rspestively tequest the Board ol Supervisons reinstats the 2009 =ming us the basis
for future cevisions,

Tiank your for vour time,
Liavricl Powd
221di Yearlinds Tanding

Cape Chirlos. wa 2331004
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Mr. Larry Jones said that he could not understand why the County has multiple zoning
ordinances. He said that “we” are poor people, unable to fight the Board, who are being paid
off by special interests.

Mr. Bob Meyers read the following letter from Charles and Bettye Smith and then

presented comments of his own:
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Charkes wml Betiye Smith , 5347 Wardtown Road , Exmore, ¥irginia 23330, biarch % 2016

N Board of Superyisors
Fastville, WVirginia 23347

Dhcar Nonthampbon County Supecvisocs:

When we bought vor farm bere v Morthampton near the intersection of Wardtown Road and
Whillom Ammes Thive over i decnde ape, 3 wes coned agmealbure, and that zoning was one of the reacons
why we invested in this propermy. We correttly rent aut our tilkahle Tand b o locd] Tarmer, s also
manage 3 mid size garden on vhe property where we prow vepetables and produce B G0r own
CORSUNHion.

TLweis Lhetelore very disuressing when sy received g netics in the masl in Jaoary 2014 and again in
the fall of last year ot (dng wthat por land was heing arbitrmanly eroned, ood indesd split-zoned, nto
vesidential zoning. . something we did not asgk for and & oning designation thd we do nol wanl ar
suppoTt,

Inlereztingly. the furm direelly emth o wy aod adjacent to our property was oot rezoned Dnte
residential, and that fart i3 ewrsed By ooe white aciphhee. Rol the profrerly surmounding ws smd owned
by minonity landowners, including property cwmed by oor oeiphbor 1eo Kellam was alio proposed g
be arbiteariby zoned inte B-3 restdential zoning,  As you know, whet propery is reconed lom
apTiculiune lo rexidential, il severcly limils what can and cannot be done on the property. Indeed, fands
vumied redidential cunmel Tegally buve un irogution pand an it, and intimes of dry westher that rogulaly
happens in the sumimer on the Shore, imgalion ponily are ollen an integrl pat of 4 sueccasful fanning
apreraLic.

While Mr. Eellamn and our family were suceessfil in petting our property zomned back imte
agnculture and that 13 reflected 1o the 2085 zoming, wo fully support retmndog 1his county o the 2009
woming w1 th amerwlmentis. The 2009 womimy s consistent with the Comprehensive Flam thal was
wrdiben and cratled by the vaal majority of residents mm s cownly, and 10 ek many ydary by comes up
with a plan that would balasce the need to promote the rurad pawe of our county while encotraging
sustainahle development

Feople like va invest in this county becanss it 15 MOT Vikginia Beach, and it is ¥OT Ocean City,
and atlempls by developens and private meresis w0 change this Tagile county i such 2 model, whers
e g throuph the mal and the oot and rmnorites are shoved g de, should be resourding]y
regjected. Bven o coswal laak ot the 2005 aonity will lead anyene b coonclode that this 2oning seheme
seams intetded to serve (rivale inberests at the expense of te majocily of residents who are well
imvested in this county.

In clostny, whale there scoms to be a rocent comapaiam to convines you and otleers that people
sirpperh the 2005 womimg, the resuliy of The Noyember 2075 cleciion mevesl thal the majorily of residents
i [hia gsnnty G mok wanl this dramedie romimg change, and we ask you o hold me 10 seor campaign
P g repeul the destmclive 415 7.;,1111'115 wrdimaness g emsyme yow (hat we stand with FTUTRIY
sefurn this eounty to o oivil and sustainabie plan that will belp iz eounty erow and peosper in the
manner it deservas,

|}'

rles le
Pledras enter Lhis inke the public recoed Tor the Hewnmy lowighl
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To the Board of Supervisors and Plannmg Commission JPH on & Mar 2016

| want to commend you three Supervisers and one Planning Commission
Member who recognized the overabundance of flaws in the current Zoning
Ordinance. That you have selected seversl areas from that zoning and are
proposing to incorporate them into zoning that is based an the
Comprehensive Flan devaloped by a wide cross section of the community,
is commendable,

I suggest that you also consider the addition of use charts that are oriented
toward information & property owner can easily use, in addition ta the ohes
cumently presented that are oriented toward easy information a developer
ar land investor would use. |am not asking for any change in content, just
including a format that was adopted from previgus zoning and used in the
cumant zoning.

While you address the most urgent issues facing the County and find
solutions to the financial mess |eft te the Board by the last Board and
County Administrator from their two and a half year period of laser beam
like focus on zoning and neglect of critical County issues, | urgs you to
demand that the Economic Develepment Director open the
Competitiveness Assessment Report and develop tirme-line solutions for
revenue increase uzing the guidelines presented in that report.

During tha mesting iast night, a local real estate salesman and devsloper
continues asking your support for more commercial development on US13
disregarding all advice against doing so. Today he writes “if thay rescind
the ordinance, thay send us back fo the stone age fnanciafly.” Since he
has purchased significant property along L5132, | can ooly assume he
cares more about entiching himself in elmost complete disregarg for the
best interests of the Caunty.

And finally, as the proposal being presentad tonight is considered further by
the Planning Commission, | hope the Chairpersan will set an example and
start doing the work for which she was appointed using the planhing tools
for which we, the taxpayers, paid and for which she was supposad o learn
during the fraining and subsequently use to benefit the County.

Please ent?rthjs inta the Public Recard for this Hearing.

P A4
e [y
2 Mar 16
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Mr. Rick Gliebman said that he thought tonight’s presentation was comparable to the
2014 version and noted that if the County wants better jobs, we need to focus on improving our
education system and creating a skilled work force.

Mr. Bill Parr read the following comments:
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| AT

Northampten County Board Of Supervisors
Northampton County Planning Commission

o

March 9, 2016 Joint Public hearing

The level and extent of poverty specific to Northampton County
can no longer be ignared. Our label of Persistent Poverty, this
categorical status of predictable econcmic failure by the county
must be eliminated. If anyone in this room thinks there is no
link between [and use regulation such as zoning, and economic
crowth, they are very wrong. For the 31.5% of children in this
county that live in persistent poverty, it is an urgent matter.
Cconomic grawth is one of the solutions for poverty.

Cur population is falling, so we have fewer taxpayers to fuel the
caunty budget. Qur tax hase is crashing, in part due to market

dynamics, in part due to the declining population, in part due to
the lack of economic growth. Chairman Murray says our hudget
faces a deficit of 3 million dollars, that is §3 million short of fully

funding much needed puhllc progrEmE. including c}ur stru§glmfg
i i e Lo 4 e :
school system. ;lgﬂz {IH;:{_lﬁa Ufia’vrii?n 1LLEC;A.,!¢ REML}:%::RJE;
We desperately need new scurces of revenue. These new
sources should be coming from commercial growth, which
could be encouraged by a performance based zoning ordinance
such as the 2015 document. Cne conscquence of commercial

growth is the creation of new jobs. New jobs can change the
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lives of many people in our community, especially those living
in persistent poverty.

The 1983, 2000 and 2009 ordinances have failed to raise the
standard of living in Northampton County. The failure of these
ordinances is all around us, and highly evident in the budget
shortfalls and population declines. For the past 15 year it has
been almost impossible to grow our tax base, even at the
height of a hooming economy in 2004. Relatively speaking, very
few new taxable assets were created in the county, and very
few new employment opportunities were created. Thisis a
result of poorly designed and overly complex land use
ordinances, and the unfriendly business environment that
resulted from them.

Mr. Murrays supporters would have us believe that his election
was some sort of mandate for this radical and economically
dangerous move to rescind the ordinance. Yet less than four
percent of the people in the county voted for him, hardly a
mandate.

| am not crazy about the 2015 ordinance. It has plenty of
elements that need improvement, and many changes that
could be made to improve it. There is far too much unnecessary
residential zoning in it for an agricultural community. Whatever
is wrong with the new ordinance can be fixed. Mr. Duer objects
to 3 narrow issues in the ordinance; they can be addressed in
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the new ordinance. Rescinding is not the answer. The 3 old
ordinances are fundamentally unrepairable; they are f8r too
corrupt with complexity ta be salvaged. Marg importantly,
thers is no success that can be atiributed to them, NONE.

These are failed documents that have prevented our
community from progressing for far too long. They are bad
public policy in every respect. | know of no other community
anywhere with multiple concurrent ordinances. If it was a great
idea, we would see many other examples of it. There are none
that | can find.

The proposal before us here tonight, to rescind the 2015
ordinance, reestablish the 2 old ordinances as law, and then
make substantial changes to the 3 documents is procedurally
wrong. The public process has been subverted; we do not even
know wha drafted the changes. The public had no meaningful
participation or input. Extremely complex documents are
proposed to be modified in very substantial ways. There is no
staff report in advance of this hearing.

| strongly object to the proposal to rescind & the 2015
ordinance. it's not a plan to just go back to the old ordinances.
It is a plan to reenact them, and then make very substantial
changes to them, resulting in hundreds of changed pages of
text.
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| believe that the process of crafting the proposed changes to
the old ordinances is a corrupt back room effort that should not
he allowed to move forward. It is being crammed down our
callective throats, with no public participation other than this
hastily scheduled public hearing. The process that has been put
in maotion that brings us here tonight is exactly what everyone
in this community has railed against for years. Avery small
group of people conspired to assemble these changes, and
have them thrust inte the public process without the
opportunity for adequate consideration. It is wrong. It is bad
public policy.

31% of our citizens live in persistent poverty. Rescinding the
ordinance will assure that another generation of them will
continue to endure poverty, while we spend the next few years
arguing the merits of our failed history. Please do not prULeed
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Mr. Hank Bowen read the following comments:

Suhjact: Zoning

From: Carsl Bewwvsn (cdbouen@igmei_com)
To: pillisma@oo. northanytan.va, us;

Co: mrcEMEE e nzen. ned;

Drats: Wiedneaday, March 2, 2016 11:08 Al

Tyt Morthampton County Beard of Supervisars,

[ requesl. that |he arcas dosipnated in the 2015 soming a5 working waterfroont reain as designated. T
also raquest that the resliclions of the Chesapeake Ray Act be lifted ondy for the pontioms an the
seuslde in this specific desipnation. These arcas have been historically used for businesses of wurkiog
walertnen, Believing these restricliony will promote coonomic development in [he aguaculiure
husiness, which is y portion of the comprebensive plam.

Siceraly,

Hurty (Hank) L. Boweean, Ir.
Bowien & Rowen Clams
1232 Loeuwst Taw Dirive
Maricoville, VA 23408
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Mr. Leo Kellam said that he wanted to be left alone and remarked that he did not see any
yellow shirts before the 2015 zoning ordinance adoption. He said that they knew that the former
Board was going to adopt the 2015 regulations and that was why they were not in evidence then.

Mr. Ralph Dodd, farmer and real estate broker, said that he has had excellent dialogue
with the Planning & Zoning and Commissioner of the Revenue staff. He continued by saying
that the 2009 zoning ordinance had been adopted out of fear but that the County currently is in
dire straits and that we do not need the layers of the 2009 zoning ordinance.

Ms. Jo Ann Molera said that she supported the 2015 zoning ordinance and resented
comments earlier in the evening concerning our “substandard” schools.

Ms. Windy Martin read the following comments:
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Mr. Ken Dufty said that the 2015 zoning ordinance was not consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and gave enormous power to the zoning administrator. He said that zoning
will not fix our problems.

Ms. Donna Bozza also said that the 2015 zoning ordinance was not consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and there was no solid basis or justification ever provided for its adoption.
The CBES organization believes it is a good first step to repeal the 2015 zoning ordinance.

The following Petition was submitted to the record:
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Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

Petiion summary 'O December E, 2015, a new zoning ardinance was approved by <ha Martharmpton Coanty
and backgranng toand of Supanisers. On January 12, 2015, a mation torepeal it ad go back to te 2008
Zoning Ordinanee was passacd by the Northampton County Beard ot Supervisors.

' &ction parlilinn;EI We, the undersiqned, arg concenes Martiamplon Souny citicen: wao urge aur leaders 13 act
far | o ke Keep Ihe 2013 Zoning Givinanca.

Printed Name Slgnatum Printed Marma Sig nature
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< Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

| Petition SUMMBEFY | €in Necembar B 2015, a neﬁmnlng ordinance wag approvad by tha Morthare plen Sounty
and background Doard ol Supervisors. OnJasuary 120 2018, a rolion o reperl it and gr back 1o the 2009
| Faning Grdinance wes passed by the Merthampton County Boand of SUperilscrs.

hctiun-pﬂtiti:mnd | e the undemignedﬁre gencermad Northamiotan Caunty cibzens wihs orge our leeders ta st
| for | row e Keop the 2015 Zaniryg Ondinance.
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L

Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

Patitlan sumrmary | on Decenbar &, 2] 'Iﬂ?ew Faring ardinance was appraved by the Nortampton County
and bagkg roung Board of Supenvisors  On January 12, 2018, a motian o repeal it end go hack ta the 2004
Zening Ordirance was passed By e Mortharaplon County Board of Supeivisors.

Action patitioned | Wa, the uncereigned, sre concemed Mothampren County ii2ens wha orge aur leaders ‘o aat

Frintad Haine

for nery to Keep the 2045 Zon.ng Ordinance.
Einted_harr? g I Slgnature

| Signature

| T
Nesdey 4 Soady | N ot ond aecdley
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.+ Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

! Petitinh eummary | On Dseavbar B, 2315, a new 2oning sdinance was approved by the F-I'I:ﬁhsmp.ﬁan Coumty
| and background Bozrd of Supenvisors. On January 12, 2015, 2 maticn ¥ repaal it and ga back 1o 1he 2035
Zoning Ordinance was passsd by e Morharmptan County Boand of Supendaons.

| Action patitionsd We. the undersignad, ara concamesd Morthamptan County citizens wao unge oJr leaders ta act
| far now te Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance.

i Frinted Name Slgnature Printed Manve 5:!!;“35“:&
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.. Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

| Fatitlon summary — Or Dreembes 8 20145, & new 2oning omiinarsas was approved by the 'Nur't:‘;.a rn_pton Caunty
| and background | Board of Supervisces. On January 12, 2016, 8 motion to repeal tand go back to the 2008
' £on ng Ordinance wed pedaed by the Northampdon Cownty Baard af '-]upennanq

wie. the: umlermgned ara concerned Morfiampen County cttizars whi 1 ge our leaders o actk |
naw be Keep e 2018 Zoning Crdinanca.

| Actien patitioned
far

Printed Name Signature Prin_t?cl Name Sjgnature
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Printed Name

Signature

[ Prnted Mame

| signature

Chtmern ShaLtaetd
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Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

Pethlon summary | On Dacembe 8 2015 8 new zaning ordinance was aparover by the Narthamptcn County
and bachground Board of Supenviscrs. On January 12 #3116 A mation to reaeal @ and ge badk to the 20048
Zoning idinancs was pasesd by the Mothampie County Board of Suaervisons.

" Action pethlaned | WWe, tha undersigned. ars concemed Morthamptar County eitizer s wha urge aur leaders (e act
for ' ricaw 1o Keep the 2015 Zening O rdinance.

Printzd Namna Signatura  Frinted Mame Slgnature
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" Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

Patithan SUMPARY Ln Desceey ber B, 2013, 4 haw 20ning ordinanc= was approved by tI;Nn'fhamptun Cianty
and backg round Barr of Supervisars, OnJdanuang 12, 2015, & miotior 10 repea itand go back 1o tha 2000
Loning Ordinance was pagand by e Marth svnpdon County Bazrd af Supsreisnrs,

Actlon petllened | We the undersignead, are concarned Nerthamr pton County citizens wha Lrge our lesders o act
for noiw 1 Keep the 2015 Zaring Q-dingnce,

Frinted Name Signature [_P[iliea Name- i | Elgnatura
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Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

IT&ﬁﬁnl‘l BUMMEAEry
and backgreund

Zoning Crlingncs was passed by he Northampon County Board of Supenvisors.

ﬁctiu;n_patitiunnd | Wi, tha undersigned. ane concomed Morthamproen County citizees whao urge qur leedere to sc
rowe 1o Kaep the 2015 Zoning Ordinanues.

| far

Printec] Hame

| e AR PN

| On Cecambed B. 2015 a ncw zoning crdinance was appraved by the Morham pten County |
| Board of Suoervisors. OnJatuary ©2, 2018, & rclion o epsdl iand ge back 1o the 2005
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Petition to Keep the 2015 Zoning Ordinance

Oin Decembes 3, 2K5, a new zening ardinarse was approvad by the Narharptan C.J:uumy" |
Board of Supendsors. O Janoary 12, 2016, 3 motian to repeal it and 9o back to the 200%
Zoning Jrdinance was pasged by t1e Morthampion County Boand af Supervizars.

Aetion petitionad | Vi, the undereigned, are coneomed Morhampten County ciizans whe urge our leaders toa act
far now L Keep he 2015 Zoning Ordinance.

| Pﬂtitirl:-r-n.m;mmaw
and background

Printad Nama- Slonature, e _Fﬂta_d Namu ] Gigneture

LV@*/E"/F Sty | ""v{ J%ff%ﬁ’b
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The following letters were asked to be read into the record as follows:

Gentlemen, For the record | completely support overturning the 2015 Zoning and support the
2009 Zoning AND Comp Plan. I ask you to vote to move this Northampton County on a
sustained, viable road of managed growth and protect our Aquaculture, Agriculture and Tourism
industries along with our rural way of life. Preservation and conservation are the way forward
that will support natural, organic growth of our population and maintain our unique and civilized
quality of life.

| ask you, Mr. Hogg, to please have this read into tonight's public hearing record.

And | applaud the efforts of you and Mr. Murray and Mr. Duer to be good stewards of our
county. I implore Mr. Lemond and Mr. Bennett to join you in moving us all forward.

Respectfully submitted,
Peg Snowden Volk
Cherrystone. VA

E R I

| am writing to support the repeal of the 2015 zoning ordinance and the subsequent reenactment
of the 2009 zoning ordinance. Much of the effect of the 2015 ordinance would be in direct
conflict with Northampton County's comprehensive plan. During the period that the 2009 plan
has been in place the county has seen exceptional growth in aquaculture and tourism industries.
| fear that the 2015 ordinance has the potential to harm both of these burgeoning industries that
are so well suited to Northampton's inherit strengths. The 2009 ordinance can be easily
amended to address any changes that may be desired. The public's overwhelming opposition to
the adoption to the 2015 ordinance (as expressed at supervisors meetings, public hearings and
the 2015 supervisors elections) reflects the desire of Northampton's citizens to repeal the 2015
zoning ordinance and adopt the 2009 ordinance as it's replacement.

| request that this e-mail be read into the public record.
Sincerely,
Bowdoin Wise Lusk

2132 Cherrystone Road
Cheriton, VA 23316

E R

Letter to the Northampton County Board of Supervisors

We are sorry we will not be able to attend tonight’s public hearing. Please insure that this letter is
read into the public comments at the March 9, 2016 Public hearing.
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We are writing to you for many reasons this evening, but especially to thank you and your
colleagues for your time and commitment in responding to the public outcry of the last two years
regarding the ill-conceived and misdirected 2015 Zoning ordinance.

As the newly elected representatives of the majority of Northampton County residents, you have
been charged with the daunting task of making sense of all the legal “mumbo jumbo” that has
been thrown at you from the forces behind the 2015 zoning ordinance. They all claim that the
new ordinance is the way to Northampton County’s salvation...... so we ask you one simple
question, if that was the case, why wasn’t zoning identified as an issue in the recently completed
and county funded Comprehensive Assessment Study?

As you are aware, over the past 2 years, many of “us” opposed to the 2015 zoning ordinance
voiced numerous concerns regarding its accommodation of spot zoning, removal of landowners
rights regarding proposed uses on neighboring lands, the “bending over backwards” to
accommodate developer’s wishes regarding the expanded uses of their land holdings, and the
total lack of any scientific research on the impacts of these change on our fragile ecosystem.

Your task at hand is to do what you were elected to do— safeguard our unique natural resources
, our ever growing ecological industries of agriculture, aquaculture and tourism and our future
real estate values.

You were not elected by the citizens of this county to accommodate developer’s wishes and
allow the development of this county in a manner that diminishes our great natural resources.

We thank you for your consideration of our concerns and want to assure you that “we” are here
to assist you in your efforts and in the adoption of the 2009 zoning ordinance with its
amendments as proposed.

Sincerely,
Carl R. Nordstrom & Linda Nordstrom

10363 Thompson Lane
Exmore, Va. 23350

* Kk k kX
Please read the following comment into the record at the hearing tonight.
| support the Board of Supervisors (Board) repeal of the 2015 ordinance as that ordinance did not
follow the comprehensive plan and would permit irresponsive development harmful to
Northampton County and its citizens.
| support the Board in improving the 2009 ordinance by including technical changes and

improvements which were discovered during the 2015 zoning ordinance process. Even though
the 2015 ordinance in total was harmful, parts were positive.
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One positive action in the 2015 ordinance was that it rezoned the Kiptopeke area from Hamlet to
R-1, zoning it the same as the adjoining Lucilles Lane. This change is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan as the Kiptopeke area never was a Hamlet as described in that Plan.
Kiptopeke area is a residential area just like Lucilles Lane. However, R-1 does not exist in the
2009 ordinance so Kiptopeke reverts to Hamlet and Lucilles lane to ES/R-RVR. Due to
technical wording in the 2009 ordinance, Kiptopeke does not qualify as ES/R-RVR. Peter Stith
can explain the technical better than I. | ask that the Board zone the Kiptopeke area equivalent to
that of R-1 in the 2015 making it same as Lucilles Lane and make the technical changes
necessary to allow this.

Thank you for your support and thank you for repealing the 2015 Ordinance.

Terrill W. Ramsey

4192 Kiptopeke Drive

Tax Map 112-06-7 — Lot 7 Cedar Grove Landing
Tax Map 112B-A-5 Cedar Grove Landing
434-229-6650

I e

Northampton County Board of Supervisors

Gentlemen: While tonight’s agenda primarily deals with possible modifications to the Zoning
Ordinance text and maps | would like to point out the importance of the Comprehensive Plan in
this process.The Comp Plan is an important over arching document that provides direction to
preparers of zoning text and maps. By way of example I point to the Comp Plan’s emphasis on
the contribution that agriculture, aquaculture and tourism make to our economy. The importance
of these industries to the county’s economic future was recently addressed by a Massachusetts
firm that had been commissioned by the Board of Supervisors to perform a study about the
county’s economic competiveness. The ensuing report confirmed the Comp Plan’s conclusions
by noting that agriculture, aquaculture and tourism were indeed important industries in our
county and deserved appropriate attention, | hope these findings and other recommendations in
the Comp Plan are carefully examined when modifications in the zoning Ordinance are being
considered. In summary, any change in the Zoning Ordinance should be in full accord with our
Comprehensive Plan.

F.V.Schmidt

| respectfully request that my comments be read and included in the minutes of tonight’s public
hearing.

* k *x k%

Dear Supervisors,
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My name is Sarah Morgan and I live at 6553 Broadwater Circle in Oyster. | would like these
remarks to be read into the official record for the Northampton County Public Hearing on March
9, 2016. With regard to the 2015 Zoning Ordinance amendments, | feel they were conceived in a
way that left a huge number of residents and stakeholders out of the process. Without the input of
the very citizens most affected by the new zoning, the rezoning action taken by the last board can
only be characterized as elitist at best. The process used to craft the 2015 Zoning Ordinance was
incredibly flawed.

So now we have the possibility of righting these wrongs. Reverting to the 2009 with the addition
of the changes now proposed will give Northampton County time to reboot. Please continue to
work to give all citizens a say in how our great county, heralded for its pristine environment and
its vibrant aquaculture, agriculture, and tourism industries, can develop in a way that is not about
special interests, but instead about creating opportunities for sensible, sensitive growth.

The Zoning Ordinance is meant to be in line with the Comprehensive Plan. Both documents are
supposed to be dynamic, evolving guides for rational and community-supported growth. It is
wrong to craft either or both of these without giving citizens the means for expressing their
opinions, involving those citizens from early on until the final draft is considered by Supervisors.

Thank you for listening to the many residents and stakeholders who feel the 2015 rezoning of
Northampton County has been a disservice to the majority of its citizens and who want to move
forward using a more inclusive process. | urge you to continue to return to the 2009 Ordinance,
with the amendments currently proposed.

Respectfully,
Sarah Morgan

* kx * k* %

Board of Supervisors:

In consideration of the fact that there were no public meetings whereby this recommendation
could have been voiced in person I am placing my request in writing and further request that
these statements be read into the public record.

The language outlined below should be included in the 2016 zoning ordinance (taken directly
from the 2009 ordinance) and reads as follows:

Density, setbacks, districts (including overlay and floating districts), uses and map.
Additional amendments proposed include accessory dwelling units, confined animal feeding
operations, setbacks, increase by-right commercial and industrial uses, agritourism definition,

refining district intents and clarifying authority of the zoning administrator.

Please confirm receipt of this e-mail by responding to all.
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Sincerely,

William Hughes

I S

Please read the following comments and include them in the official public record for the Board
of Supervisors meeting being held at Northampton High School.

Dear Chairman Murray and other members of the Northampton County Planning Commission.

| regret that | could not be in attendance at tonight's meeting, but I am out of the country on a trip
planned before the date of this meeting was announced and could not change my travel plans.

| am certain that you will be hearing from a large number of people tonight and will therefore try
to keep my comments brief.

First, please know that | am in complete support of the recent motion made by Mr. Duer and
supported by Mr. Hogge and Mr. Murray Rescinding what | believe to be the deeply flawed 2015
zoning changes and reverting to the 2009 zoning text. It is my belief that the former board acted
irresponsibly by enacting the 2015 zoning changes after the recent election that had clearly
demonstrated significant opposition to these changes by citizens in the 2 districts where
supervisors where up for election. Had mr. Bennett and Mr. LeMond also been up for reelection
| believe they also would have faced significant opposition and may have been voted out of
office based on their support of the drastic and poorly conceived zoning changes.

Second, it is important to state that while I prefer the 2009 zoning text to the changes proposed in
the 2015 amendment, this does not mean that | believe the 2009 zoning text to be perfect. In
fact, it could use revision and updating. Unfortunately the previous board and county staff used
embarked on these changes behind closed doors and with only limited input from the citizens
until the highly flawed document was announced at a public hearing. We then suffered through
2 painful years of rancorous debate with numerous citizens pointing out dozens of flaws and
mistakes in the proposed zoning amendments. To their credit, county staff and the former BOS
listened to many of these comments and made substantive changes to their document.
Unfortunately,these changes did not correct all of the flaws and resulted in a zoning amendment
that still ran counter to our comprehensive plan. At the same time, the Planning commission was
engaged in a bizarre attempt to rewrite the new county comprehensive plan in a manner that
agreed with the shifting goal posts of the proposed zoning changes. This process was against the
state code which states that zoning texts should've derived from the comp plan, which is built
upon the expressed Willa of the citizenry.

For this reason | support the new board in their goal of going back to the 2009 zoning in the
hopes that we can work together to revise it following proper procedure and using an open and
honest approach that includes citizen input, and the best data available from economic and
environmental impact studies.
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Working together | am confident that we can tailor a sustainable zoning ordinance that best
supports the citizenry, agriculture, aquaculture, business, industry, and development I order to
ensure a vital future for our communities.

Thank you very much.

Art Schwarzschild
4231 Willis wharf road
Willis wharf va

E S e

Dear Chairman Murray:
| support repeal of the 2015 Zoning Ordinance.

| urge you to adopt the 2016 Zoning Ordinance. The people
who live here now should be included in any more major
zoning changes to our homes and property.

Please read my letter into the Public Hearing comments.
Sincerely,

David Handschur,
PO Box 275, Eastville, VA 23347

I S e

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion on the repeal of the 2015 Zoning Ordinance
and Map and the reenactment of the 2009 Zoning Ordinance. | am very much in favor of a
repeal of the 2015 zoning ordinance which I do not believe was developed in concert with the
Northampton County Comprehensive Plan. The 2009 Zoning Ordinance was properly
constructed in following the guidelines of the Comprehensive Plan and at most would need only
minor amending.

One of the many areas of concern that | have with the 2015 Zoning Ordinance deals with its
potential detriment to our core industries of Agriculture, Aquaculture and Tourism as described
in the Comprehensive Plan. Agriculture is and has historically been a mainstay of our Eastern
Shore economy. Aquaculture is huge in Northampton County as we are the number one clam
growing county in the United States. The oyster aquaculture industry is not as mature as the
clam industry but already is bringing millions of dollars into our local economy and is growing at
an extremely fast rate. | refer you the Virginia Shellfish Aquaculture Situation and Outlook
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Report which is published annually by the Virginia Institute of Marine Science. Tourism in
Northampton County is presently growing at an astounding pace. The Eastern Shore of Virginia
has been the fastest growing tourism region in the state for the past two years in a row. The
transient occupancy tax in Northampton County showed an annual increase of ten percent in both
the years of 2013 and 2014 and will probably exceed that rate of growth when the 2015 figures
are known. These industries depend upon clean air, clean tidal waters, adequate clean ground
water and our natural beautiful vistas and marine environments.

Once again, |1 would like to express my support for the repeal of the 2015 Zoning Ordinance and
Map and the reenactment of the 2009 Zoning Ordinance.

| respectfully request that this letter be read into the public record.
Very truly yours,

Frank M. Lusk, Jr.

2175 Cherrystone Road

Cape Charles, Virginia 23310
757-331-1531

E I S
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Phyllis Smitis
PO Box 1494
lizpore, Viesinia 25:450

Muiirstive Orilga

Murch 4, 2016

Northampton County Board of Supervisors % J

P Box 66
Eastville, Virpinia 23347 l'\

Llear Morthamrpton County Superviaoes,

Lam writing as a land and home owner in Northampton County to express iy concern
over the rezoning of my hame and property from agricultural to residential, as was
perforined under the new 2013 zoning ardinance. Note that I nor any of my Leighbars hers
an Cometery Road near telle Haven and Exinere asked for our lands o be rezoned, and we
wonder why this rezon ing was performed without our conzent.

My nwighbars and T (ive on and around fanda that were moned @ agriculbure wlen we
bought, tented, or leased lands in this area, amt we expect it to stay thal way.

Ou Febirary 17, 2016 T reasived 1 notics that iy land, knowni as paresl 7 00048 02-00-
D000 with 2 mailing addeess of PO Box 1454, Eximore, Virginia 23350 s proposed 1o be
zoned back to agricnlture under the proposed amended 2009 zoning ordinance (wihich is
nger Beineg called fhe 2016 20uiny ordinance).

Iwant to express my support for the adoptton of the ordinance that will return my
property, atd that of my neighbors, bo agriculiieal designation, and wialy this letter ta ke
included in The record of that proceeding and to be read info the record at an offictal mee ting,
of the Northaruplon County Beaed of Supervisora before a final decigion is made on this issue.

Thauk you for your cotsideration of these coinenemnts,

Sinccrely, *
; o Spadd
Y
Fli¥lliz mith
Exrnors, ¥irginia
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March 9, 2016
To the Northampton County Board of Supervisors

Re: reinstatement of the 2009 Zoning Ordinance with amendments (2016 Zoning Ordinance)
Dear Sirs,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the reinstatement of the 2009 Zoning
Ordinance with amendments as advertised. Please accept this statement as my full support for
such an initiative. My comments about the many inadequacies of the 2015 zoning ordinance that
was passed last December are duly recorded in the public record over the last two years of your
monthly meetings and need not be repeated here, but are still valid.

Regarding the ordinance under study tonight, it is a result of many years of public
workshops and studies that included the input of hundreds of our citizens before it was even
written. | can claim authorship of that document because of my own participation in those
workshops. Further, | have for years now been using that ordinance in my real estate business to
present our county and its properties to prospective clients in such a way that they feel very
secure in making their investments here. The special use permits required in that ordinance give
property owners peace of mind that some obtrusive use will not suddenly appear next door
without notice or the opportunity to object. The minor special use permit system is particularly
helpful for easing the burden of certain applications for special uses. Also, the statements of
intent in the 2009 ordinance are not only consistent with our Comprehensive Plan but as well
offer strict interpretation that clearly explains the rationale behind the codes.

The various zoning districts are consistent with the character and make-up of the actual
neighborhoods and do honor to our present and future land use. The minimum widths of
waterfront lots is reasonable yet not so lax as to encourage and allow high density waterfront
development. The 2009 ordinance even allows for an extra density bonus when a land owner
decides to plan cluster subdivision and preserve open space, an incentive that is hardly necessary
what with the cost of road construction and the like. The Town Edge districts allow for the towns
to have some say in what happens just outside of their borders. The ordinance also goes a long
way towards the use and preservation of agricultural lands by making sure no heavy industrial
uses are allowed either by right or even special use permit. The protection of the rt. 13 corridor is
also enhanced and made safer by the 2009 ordinance, making sure that development is confined,
limited and contained in zones planned for such development. This ordinance is very protective
of our natural resources, property rights, health, safety and welfare when it places strict limits on
the intensive animal farming that is causing such distress in other rural counties that did not have
the same foresight as Northampton.

In short, I can see no reason not to uphold the repeal of the 2015 zoning ordinance. I can
see many reasons why we should keep the 2009 zoning ordinance. It is environmentally sound,
protective of our natural resources and our rural character, respectful of the rights of neighbors
and the towns, friendly to business, attractive to outside investments, and consistent with our
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Comprehensive Plan. Please have the courage and wisdom to stay the course and reinstate that
ordinance on our books.

Sincerely,

David L. Kabler
10352 Church Neck Rd., Machipongo, VA 23405

E R e
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March 9, 2016 ~.6fj/
. oV
To: s Janice Williams i (,,
(7

From: Justin Colson

l'aen in Flarida working at C&E Farms Florida facility and am unable to
attend the zaning public hearing tonight. Flease hawve my comments below read

and placed into the public recerd,

My name is Justin Colson, | live at 6011 Simpkins Dr.

Cur family business has had to deal with the 2002 zoning erdinance not
ance but twice. It was an cxpensive, time consuming, and stressful experience
that would not be done a third time. Chairman Murray and supervisor Hogy was
in aur affice and we showed them how the 2008 zoning ordinance was difficult to
deal with. The shoreline sethack is 157 longer than the RPA sethack and includes
wetlands, Another drawback of the 2000 roning ordinance is the 15% impervious
surface requirement when we already have 1o adhere to the state's starm water
management code. They both agreed that It was double dipping. One said it was
untalled far and the other said it was stupid. For a business to build a facility it
would have to purchase approximately G4% more land to meet the 15%
impervipus surface requirement, The state storm water management code will
more than take care of the requirement for what the 15% impervious surface was
designad to do. Maw we wilf be back to doing both. Why would amy business want

to come to a place where they would have ta purchase 64% rmore land so they
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can meet the 15% impervious surface roning requircment? They would not, It is

in the zoning code as a deterrent ta keep new business out,

In review of the proposed zoning o-dinance there are some glairing
miistakes. There are at {east 6 duplicate paregraphs. How can someone reference
paragraph wher there are 27 There are 8 paragraphs not |'sted in the table of
contents. How is someone Lo locaze ta reference it if it is not listed? | went to the
county's websito and searched far "sethacks.” | pot this beautiful chart. | got to
logling at the chart and what | faund was that it was Exlstirg setbacl for the
original 2009 ordinance ¥s the proposed at the time 2015 roving ordinance. This
is what happens when, as Chairman Murray 'ikes ta say, things get ramrened down
your throat. Misinformation, poor document structure and a shart review time.
This document is in such tatz| disarray that there should be a motian to trrow it
out after this public hearing while the board is still in session, Chairman Murray
tmade a pub.ic statemont, of the December 8 board votes that 2 of the yea's
probability hadn't read it and 1 vea didr't undaerstard it | would not sublicly
ernbirrass any board memkbers but | bet ff the bozrd was polled as to who has
read all 730 pages of the prooased zoning ardinance and wha horesty can

understand it, there would be a majarity of the members with egg an their face.

It is public kagwledee that the proposed zoning ordinance was written by
private citizens. 5ince when do private citizens write docirine that poverns our
county’? It is ta my understanding that the majority of the authors of the
proposed zoning ordirance are from district 4, YWhat about distrizcts 1, 2, 3, ard 57
What about the rest of us "private citizens? We didn't get to help write this

ducument. It is to my understanding thas it was started a year aga. This is not

95



demgcracy, itis dictatorship, what happened to independent thinking and

representing the will of the people of your individual districts?

Flease have this put into the public record.
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From: John Kolos <john.kolos1790@gmail.com>
Date: March 7, 2016 at 9:15:25 AM EST

To: smurray@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Public Hearing - 3/9/16

Dear Supervisor Murray,
My name is John Kolos and I live at 1790 Sand Hill Drive, Cape Charles, VA 23310.

I wish to place my comments in the public record and ask that they be read out loud at the zoning
hearing on March 9™ as I cannot attend due to a prior commitment. | have listened to many
people at the monthly BOS meetings throughout 2015 and believe that the majority of our
citizens, including myself, agree with the new board’s decision to repeal the 2015 ordinance and
adopt the 2009 zoning ordinance with amendments that make sense.

| retired to Northampton County in 2014 and have owned property here since 1995. What drew
me to the area were the open spaces, clean air and water, slower pace and friendly people who
welcomed me with open arms. We need to protect our fragile environment and develop jobs and
education opportunities that benefit all members of the community. The marketing of our area as
a tourist destination should be high on the list to attract investment dollars that can be used to
fund our schools and improve our educational capabilities.

Thank you for your consideration,

John

* k *k Kk k%

Dear Sirs,

| am writing today to express my being in favor of a repeal of the 2015 zoning ordinance which |
believe was not developed in concert with the NC Comprehensive Plan. My concern also
revolves around the fact that our core industries of agriculture, aquaculture and tourism will be
greatly threatened by the 2015 zoning ordinance. They depend on clean air and ground water, as
well as clean tidal waters, natural land and marine viewscapes. Please repeal the 2015 zoning
ordinance and reenact the 2009 zoning ordinance which is far better for the above mentioned
economic lifelines of our county, as well as our citizens at large. | further request that this letter
be read into the public record.

Sincerely,
Ellen E. Lusk

2175 Cherrystone Rd.,
Cape Charles, VA 23310

**k kK X
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mailto:smurray@co.northampton.va.us

This county is now facing a need for more emergency services and new
or refurbished schools. Who is going to pay for all of this? It's time to
expand our tax base and to welcome opportunities that pay livable
wages. Let’s not put our taxpayers through the ringer. Let's not stifle
business prospects any longer.

If everyone here cared enough to show up tonight then everyone here
can surely compromise and work together to make the 2015 Code
better. The Board represents everyone here and many who are not,
Just because the poor or other demographic groups may not be present
tonight doesn’t mean that they should be forgotten or marginalized. It
is up to the Board to hopefully move this county forward and to
encourage economic growth.

Attached are statements from the CPAC report made by Supervisor
Murray in Sept. 2011 that | submit as part of my statement and for the
record.

Respectfully,
Barry Downing, Jr.

21292 Pineview Street, Cheriton, VA
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Summary of Presentation by District 4 Supervisor Spencer Murray to the
Comprehensive Plan Advisory Committee

September 19, 2011
(A1l quates following attributed to Spencer Murray — all text approved by Spencer Murray]
Agopted By CFAC as o formal working document of fact finding

“Northampton County has a Revenue Prablem, not an expense control problem. Expenses are
not out of control, and the county is efficiently run®.

The county has 548 million in total debt, and an annual operating budget of $42 million, of
which approximately one half is raised locally. Debt service is over $4.0 million annually.

“We ore by necessity a cash and carry community; we cannot toke on any mare debt until
current debt levels are reduced significantly, so all of our funds must come from sources of
income.”

The bulk of the county’s income comes from General Property taxes of fifteen million three
hundred thirty one thousand dollars and from other local taxes totaling three million eighty one
thousand doilars in revenues, for a total of 518,413,183, The total general fund revenues are
522,910,375 annually.

The Northampton County per student cost of education is approximately $11,000 per year, The
local share is aver 8.0 million, roughly egual to or in excess of the State funding, depending on
the fluctuations of the Local Compaosite Index, (LCI).

This is the background information necessary to generally understand the county's finances and
economic needs.

“Foced with many opportunities, capitol investment will flow to where it is welcomed. The first
ploce it fthe financial investor) looks to assess whether or not it is welcomed is the county
Comprehensive plan and Zoning Ordinances. Prior to 20 passage, | was concerned that
extensive use of the word “existing” business and the lack of a primary commercial zoning
district did not represent an ottractive welcome mat. | fought for the Primory Commercial Zone
to be included; however, a very limited amount of land was included in the Future Land Use

o

fdap™.

The econamic analysis shows that without maneged commercial growth in and around the
towns and on route 13 with proper limited occess and buffering, the county may not have
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sufficient revenue growth to meet even inflationary needs. The civilion lobor force has declined
over the last five years, despite national economic growth.*

“Ta deny the revenue possibilities associated with managed commercial growth is to strangle
the county’s future and further transfer the tax burden to personal property and real estate, a
trend that has increased from 64% of revenues to 79% of revenues since the year 2000, This

Inconvenlent truth must be acknowledged. Counties, like corporations, stagnate and die when

they fail to innovate and grow, lasing market share and an econemic reason to exist.”

“We simply cannot encourage farmers and watermen to provide year round employment with
benefits and living wages when their costs are rising and their prices are folling. | have no idea
what these incentives would be or how the county can afford them, but we must avoid
unrealistic notions and empty words. Our challenges are real.” We get no tax income from
agricultural products such as soy beans and tomatoes. There are revenues from sales tax,
machinery/equipment etc. but a relatively small portion overall. The same applies to
aquaculture products, which, by the way, depend on clean water and sound farming practices.
Qur support for agriculture and open land is shown through opproval of AFDs and Purchase of
Development Rights programs.

“A sensible and safe use of the route 13 corridor is necessary for commercial growth. Lankford
Highway is a Linear City that we must utilize to generate revenue for the county budget. We
need to create new light commercial businesses with 10 to 50 jobs per business in the short term
as our most realistic approach to this end.”

“The content of the last comprehensive plan was driven by fear of uncontrolled growth, unsafe
highway conditions, and the possibility that an interstate highway bypass would be built on the
seaside to compensate for the traffic jams on route 13.*

The 2004 board mandate - very vocally stated by the 2004 board, was to reduce growth and
density, and substantially limit development on route 13. This was the board policy that drove
the process and determined the outcome of the contents of the comprehensive plan that we
have today. Fear of becoming a bedroom community and the elimination of the CBBT toll drove
rmuch of the dialogue.

We need to pop some of the myths on which our comprehensive plan is founded on in order to
develop a plan that creates a positive net growth for the county.
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Commissioner Leatherbury stressed his concern on the Planning Commission having to put the
Compressive Plain on hold. Commissioner Leatherbury stated the 2015 document is a much
cleaner document to work from composed to the 2009. Commissioner Leatherbury suggested the
Board should give the Planning Commission the issues they would like to fix in the 2015
document and work from there. Supervisor Murray stressed that he wants to move on and get
back to running the county and get back to the Compressive Plain. Vice Chair LeMond agreed
there should be compromises but with that said, he does not understand why we are going back
to a 750 page document. He said one of the objectives of the old Board was to make a document
that was easy to read for the public. He agreed that the 2015 document is far from perfect and

would like to see the County come up with a 150 to 200 page document instead of 750 pages.

Recess

Motion was made by Commissioner Downing, seconded by Commissioner Stanley, that
the meeting be recessed until 7:00 p.m., Wednesday, March 16, 2016 in the 2" Floor Conference
Room of the County Administration Building, 16404 Courthouse Road, Eastville, Virginia, for
the regular work session. All members were present and voted “yes.” The motion was
unanimously passed.

The meeting was recessed.

Chairman Secretary
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