Public Comment Received Re:  Zoning Ordinance Amendments

Borvani BLNA-LHA-AREEE

Fei 7, 2014

Mr. Charles MocSwain
Director, Development Deparbmeent
Forthampiton Courty, Wa

Fax : 7567-878-0483

Re: 01174A-04-BL K-OE Q10

Dear Mr. MoeSwain,

| recelved your letter today regarding the proposed zening codoc changes. Ve own a lot
on Latimera Bioff thatis 97 acres.  VWe plan on building on the propecty within the year
and are concarned that the new changes will prohibit our plana. It appears the ocropeasly
would fall within an R-3 proposed zone, All of the lots within Latimers BIuff sre mhout 1
acre in sire. W this proposed change, if passed, prohibit our I::th:l]ng o our lot?

Thank you, MO C "pl."'—-—
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173 k. Grant Ave
Yineland M_I. OR360
2/2/14

Davalopment department R
MNorthamplaen County, Virginia

Mesar P, Charles MocSwain:

We racelved yvour latter regarding the proposad Hamlet to be located al i ilersection of Sylvan Sccene Drive and
Seaside Road. We belleve this location is inappropriate for such = project. Perbaps Lhirty years ago an (ndlvidual
propased building houses in Lhe same general location. The land on the west side of Seuside Road has = high watar
table, waould not pass percolation sty and the projoct was never started. Mow it is proposed Lo place even more hauses
with cven maoare septic systems in the same spproximate iocatlon. Will there be any guarantes that the aquifer will not
be contarninated.and wells will remain safa?

We understand the philoscphy of mixerd uve land In an arcas however our praperty wos re zoned so fhat anly one
parcel could be subdivided off of our forty acres in ordear to mzaintain tha rural nature of the arca. It is puzzling that
almost across the street high density housing can be appoved on marginail land.

Seaside and Sylvan Scena Roads ara narrow, wilbeaat paved shoulders and with drainage ditches on each side. Thiry
are designed te handla light traffic and accasional farr equippmeant.

We llve in 2 poor rural caunly which was once primarily farming. We have also been educatars of life skills arwd
vocational courses for a total of slxty Lhrce years. wWe firmidy balieve in helping poople. In our area a new “hamler” |s
baing constructed and is located near a school with a playeground. It is located within tbwo miles of modicsd fa ies,
churches and storcs for shepping.  1his proposed projecl will reguire its residonts to travel by car long distances for
services.

If yau feel that these satvices are not a priority. we suggest that you re-vitalia: an existing bamiet, Using Zillow. com,
wre wenl ondine and saw that there are many prapertics and houses needi g restaration in the area of Cheapside Road
south of Cape Charles. Instead of consuming more land, It would be a much better use of the land Lo restore and
continue to develop olher existing areas, On the news, we see that in many cities existing buildings arc being
demalished and beautiful new residential aress arc being created.

Please do not approwe [his project. It Is ot In the best location tor its potential residents and ey be harrmfal to our
environment with scwerage probilems. Does the counly have sewerage traatrment facilittes or begun to develop a plant
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Mick £ Pat Bokma
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Ta: Norilzirmptan County Beard Of Supainvisors
From:  Properly Owriers on Wards Road in Machlpongo, VA 23405

Please read this letley wl 1 he Publie mesting on Marckh: id, 2uaa.,

Aoard Of Soper visors,

Tils lelief serves as a strong reguest to add Dormestic Husbandry as a fght T the -3 Faning District or
ol rézone our lu:aln:y a8 -5 which inclucdes the Dornestic Husbandry rghe. This vast niajority of peoplia
Tneas curre\ntl\( Hving an Wards Road have besn there for over 30 yesar oripin wiing rack in 1970,
this thve, e bave e,njuved ‘Hha many privileges and rights that Northams pron County provides
such 82 DoaMmestic Hustmndry. Gur dfe- ~style in this guiet rural ares b= always Included buchyard animals
Inctuding chlekoensy, ducks, horses, ate, it would be a greuk loss to prahibit theso badioyard aninratis o

ourr livas,

ETITER

We zpprociate the hord work thal ko pone into the rezaning of Morthagiplon County and we also
recagnire that some t.hangas neéd&d 1o talke place,. But please do ot takis Buvay o right to have thu;-_sa
HHITEIEER Tha land that we Fis i Bamasie FHusbandry has booh part of our rural living that we Trgwes
enjnyrori -i‘nu:e r H in Machiporges, Wa,

Wi, thed residancas of Wiards Réad, Lhank vou for yalr +inne and cotmidersbion in s Ufe syl chnnging

F et XV b £ Ve S Residents af 12518 Wordé Road, Machiparnge, VA

hartanna Ward

matter.

Richard A, \Waril

a3 v

Austiid, Wa rd

i It of 12522 Waids Road, fachpomse, vA

; __«% Reosidonts of 12554 Wards Read, Machipongo, va

Residints of 12548 Wards Road, Machipongo, VA

5 Hesidénts of 12502 Wards Road, Maclhiponge, WA
J,{gmn R: Ward -

Austln F Wdrcl

{ a b

car iy \Ward ciasknd

(*'(\(f_t._h‘ [{éﬁ_ﬂm Loy Restdants of 1255 Wards Roud, Machiponge, Va

Cenaslls W, Ralnes Veronice Raines

.

N?kb:k_ ) /[r‘-—a’_éw £ 'zé-‘éass_!denl-ﬁ of 12405 Vards Road, Machipongo, va

Woadrow C. Gaskins
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Drezar M. Charles MoSwain, ! i) // F

lam a proporty owner in Murthampton County. 1 whaole heartedly support the new zaning regulalion
that is being discussed. ! believe this will bring on positive change and should create much needed jubs

in tha area/ocounty,

Please fea! fres Lo contact me should you necd more infarmatien.

RespectTully,

(ks ree . Ls

Chirislinag Davis

2Z1-607-1H4E
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Jay Ford

F.O. Bux 961

Castville, WA 23347
shorskesper@@gmail.com
www.shorekespernorg

Traz Uhe BAenbiers of Lhes Muorthampton Board of Supcrvisors
O Katle Munez, Charles McSwain

| am wriking to express the concerns Virginia Eastern Shorekesper has regarding the ongoing
process to owveriiaul the Morthampton zoning code. Tha inleonl of Lhe v valls Tor a Compreheansive Plan
that zoning ordinancas ara than

canloarervesd 1

tim preanczed i e i o4 coam e n sense, gocd governances
Lilic: prarlicipation and transparency.

pracdice bhaml lemds b preales

County afficials have a responsibility to lay outa road map for the future to justify changes 1o the zoning
code. Commprehssive plans serve as that road map and allow for citirens ta pravide input on the futurc
of thelr conmmunity rather than solely on obtuse language changes to the Faning code.

Additionall

il real oo wil hin sy have besoan

, we are concernad that in the leller recenlly xenl Lo Morthampion residents somc of the

leading. Mr. McocSwain wrote, “The proposced zanfng code is
sonsistent with the County’'s adopted Comprohonsive Plan ™, In light of the fact that the Planning
Commission is currcntly revising the Comprehonsive plan Mre. Mebwwain's staterment is not corroot.

Wirginla Castern Shorek per has foll d the substance of the prapoescd changos closcly and we see
areas for agreement and disagrcement. Woe look Torward 1o discussing these matters In a pub forrurn
but only alftar Lthe propor procodures are followed to ensure the Integrity of the process We ask Lhal The
membears of the County honor the Intentlon of the law and abhosar Foe The developunenl of &
Comprehensive Flan with adecuate public comment before any discuszion of drafting now ordinances
begins.

W lool Morweard Lo b

1 Counly OfMcials regarding our concerns, and we will continue to
ax i conjunclion with legal advice.

rooanibor Lhe anpaoing

AT L

Hepards,

Jday & Fore,

Fxecutive Director.
Virginia Castern Shorekeeper

Pru s ing, praacrving and inproving the quelity of the tidel waters of the Epatern Bhore of Vinginio.
The Virginta Eastorn SHTREKEEFERUE, 1na. s a licensed program amd 1l WAT : ALLIANGE, Ine.




Melissa Kellam
e e

From: Melissa Kellam =mkellameconorthamptonva.us>

Sent: Wednesdaoy. February 192, 2011 9:31 AN

To: "Sylvia Palloran’

Subject: RE: zoning change far Pine Maeoadaows subdivision

Attachments: - ARITICLE L NOMNCONFORMIMG USES AMND VESTED RIGHTS.docx

Dear M1, Pattersor:

15 section of tha
158 it comes

Attached is the section of Lhe mroposed soning code that answers your guestlon. The regulations in ©
proposed code have changed very Nittle from the regulations wea have in the current zoning cade berns
dircctly tor the Code ot Virginia. The attached section of the proposed zoning code says if you place the shigle wide
mobile home (Lrailer) on your property lawtully using the regulalions in place g thia Gme, 7o will be desipnated as 3
lawful conforming vse and mMay conLinua. Il Lthis usa is discontinued for a perod of more than two yoars then vou must
fully comply with the current zoning regulations in place tor your property. As proposed, -1 would not peromil o xingle
wide mobile home. If your single wide molyile hoone vwias prlaced an your property iawtully, it may remain on your
properciy. 7L were damagead, it would need to be re-established withln two yoars.

P lineem 5. Burgaed Kellam, CZA
MHCO Zoning Adminksiralor
P.O. Box 5322

Fastwille, wa 23347

{F57) 672-0443 axt. 5411

From: Sylvia Patterson [mailto:sylpattersonli&a@outliock.coml
Sent: Sunday, Nebruary 16, 2014 10:16 AN

To: mkellam@co_narthampton. vaus

Subject: zoning change for Pine Meadows subdivisian

I own a lot In Pine Meadows subdivision with a trailer (single wide). IT the proposed change goes in effact to -
1, wilt | be able to replace the trailer with another trailer should something happen (fire, wind damage, etc}?

Sylvia Patterson
D7 Scoutlane

Buena Vista VA 24416

Sent from Windaws Mail
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Melissa Kellam

From: hMelissa Kellam <mkellam@co.northamptonosauss

Seryt: Wieddnesday, Fobroany 1.9, 2014 10:15 AR

Tor 'bBegilbert3i@verizonnet’; ‘'nhalleh co.narthamptonowvaus’; 'npstithioo northamptan.wva,us'
Subject: RE: Rezoning guestion

Daar s, Gilbere:

Your properly is currently zoned Hamlet (H) and the proposed zantng will remalin Hamlet (H). The current {H) zaning
district and the proposed (H] zoning district do have seme differences in density, setbacks and uses. Such as the current
{H) has a density af 2 dwelling units por acre and the proposed (HY has a density of 2 single family dwelling units per acre
ar 4 multi-family units per acre. The front sethack in the propaosecd (H) has e reciucee] frormn GO-feel Lo A0-Test ard Thes
sivker sellirck leas heen reduced from 15-feet to 10-feet. Piease call me at 75 7-675-0483 axt. 544 with any additlonal
questions_

relissa 5. Burgard kKetlam, CZA
MNRBRCO Zoning Administrator

P 0O Box G328

Eastvilho, Wa 23317

{757} G7R-0143 ewt. 544

From: bkgilbert2@verizon.aict [m
ailto:bhgilberlD @ ve jiconnel]

Sant: Monday, February 17, 2014 11:05 A

Te: nhalli@co.narthampton.va.us; pstith@co.northampton.va.
Subjeat: Heroming rpiiesl i

: mkellam@ oo northamptaon.ava as

1 just received an info packat ragarding upcoming rexoning. Linfortunately, | cannot attend thae pablic
forums as | do not live on tha Eastern Shors anymore but do own a small house thers.

Iwas trying to understand lhe info,. My question is quite simple: The property | own is =t 4544
Scaside Road, Exmore, 23350. Is this property being rezoned as commercial or something
eisa? Your included maps are quite clear on this.

I look fornward to hearing from yoru.

Kris Gilbert
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Malissa Kellam

From: rAellzea Kallarm - mkellami@conarthampitonasaus -
Sont: Wednesday, Februasry 18, 2004 10036 AR
To: Mr Doug Smith’

Subject: RE: LOTS 4 AMD 12 MNassawadox Estates- O022A-01-BLK 00-04; DO22A-01-R1 1< 0Q-013
HRESPECILVLY

Drezr hAr. Smith:

IThe current zoning is Existing subdivision - Comunanily Development Residential - 1 (ES-CDR1) and the proposed would
bies R-1. Theer roinirnurm ol size proposed is one acre and would necd to be mat for any newly subdivided lots. Any
existing lawfully recorded lot: under the minimum ot size would be jawfully nonconforming and would be issued a
building permit for a single family horne that meets any of the other standards such as setbacks ancd permillled seplic /
wiesllx. i The Il vwwas unable to meet the setbacks, the applican) would be aligible to request a variance.

MhAelizsa 5. Burgard Kellam, CZa
MHCO Zoning, Administrator
IO Box L3E

Eastville, WA 23347

{757) G72-0143 axt. 511

————— Original Message--—-

From: Mr Doug Smith [mailto:dougksmith @vahoo.com]

Senl: Tuesday, February 1.8, 2014 7:42 P

lo: mkellama@érco. northampton.va.us

Subject: LOTS 4 AND 13 Nassowadox Lstates- ODZ2A-01-BLE 00-004; 002 2A-01-BLKE O0-0113 RESPFCTIVI Y

Ms. Kellam,

Wiy cormpaty, Mastocr Cratt Property Developimentl, tne, owns two lots in Nassawacdox Estates. Based on the current
Foning Mlapr, 1 heliewe They are lacated in zoning district Rural village , Residontial Mix. Frormm what | have baen able to
discern, under the proposed Zoning map those same lots aiang with The rest of Nassawndox Estates, will be reclassiticd
as R-1 residential. Frorm my reading of the proposed changes in the prapesed] Mensily cod Dineosions chak, Ue
minimuen size ot allowed Tor coosbouclion 75 ane acre under the R-1 classificatlon. bost, f not all of lots 1 through 13 in
Masswwadox Estates, 2re appraximately 3% acre in sizo.

Tluestion: Will Lhis rendaer the current vacant lots In Massawadox Estatus which are approximately M2 acre in size
unbulldable as thay are currently platted, ar will they he “grandfathersd”, allowing the issuance ot o building pormit tar
aingle family dwellings (one per lot) as they currently sit?

Thank you in advanaog,

Roauglas K. Smilth

10
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DPepartment of Development Fch. 20, 2014
Northampton County

P. O. Box 538

Easlville, Va. 23347

Re: Zoning Amendments

Dyear Sir/Madam:
In reviewing the proposed zoning maps. T see that
my praperty at the north end of Silver Idecach, zoned A is isolated

belween property on the south zoned Cottage Community (CCTM)

and propcriy on the north zoned Residential Mixed (RM).
Scc the enclosed map.

Access to this property (tax parcel 00012-0A-00-016) comes
through the Silver Beach community by way of Whittington Rd.
and for over sixty years has been improved with a beach cottage
and been considered a part of the Silver Beach comumunity. The
property was also a part of the tract to the north designated RM. 1t
seems logical that this parcel be woned either RM or CCTM.

Would you please make this letter a part of the record.
Respectlully Yours,

o e R T T e -
Walkley Johnson

11
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Folruary 20, 2014

To Parties of Interest:

I am drafling this lelter regarding the proposed ordinance 154.1-304 AcCessory
Structures ancd RBuildings thal ix el w be heard on Maorch 11ih, 2014, et me first start by
saying we were 50 happy to have finally purchased the perfect lot for us in NMorthampion.
County which is a place we as well as owr danghtcors have frequented for many years &
have fallen in love with, As vou can imagine, we were quickly disappointed when we
inguired about building a small garage to scourely store things like: the tractor o
purchased to maintain the lot, tools, kayaks or bikes & were told we could not build sny
1ype of ascessory strasture prior to the primary structure. We purchased this land with the
idea in mind thar we would slowly develop it oursclves as it war much more cost
effective to do 30 cepocially considering the remaining volatile condition of the housing
murkel nalionwide; the tast thing we want is to end up upside down financiaily. This
situation has ¢aused an unnecessary hardship on us & left us wondering il we nade the
righi choice hy purchasing this land, I encourage yuu o ploasc take into consideration the
negative impact on landownerz by not allowing an acosssely structure prior the proacy
atructure & how groatly they will he Tmpacted in a positive way if thia new ordinance 1z
approved. T can not express encugh how much allowing a stuall accessory stroctuns ywill
aid cuiTent landowners in their quest to develop their land & for our family personally aid
us in making cur drearn of building & home in this beaatiful place come true. Thank you
for your time.

Beul Ropurds.

Darin & Louize Hadson

CC: MNorthampton Planning Commission
MNorthampton Board of Supervisors

* A% we Hve out of the acca, it is our wiah that this letter be read on our behalf during the
public hearing,

(2.

TLoazT S (Hl=F_Jt=da3 0] Mol S+ TE +T0T O
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Dicar Mclissa Kellam,

1 whole heartedly support the new zoning regulation thal is being discussed. lam =
Proporty owner in Northampton County. 1 believe Lhis will bring on posidve change and
should create rnuch needed jobs in the area/county. This will create better economic
activily.

Please ferl fres to contact me should you need more information.

Clinton Davis
327 -604-1210

14
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Charles Mcswain
——
caljinc2@verizon nat I ‘5 a_

To:
Melissa (mkelloami@co.northampton wva, usy

Tz
Subject: FW: propossd <oning changes- hope you can halp

e and Mrs. Woared, ithank yvou fior writing with guestions, .

Your parcel 47 7-1 located on Wards Rorad is currently zonad Agricuitural and is proposed tc be zaned R.5, The Intant of
tho rezoning is to place parceis in zones that morc accurately reflect thelr current use. Your garcel is contalns a little
nwer S acres, albelt split by Wards Road. The proposed zane R-5 sllows new dovelopment at ane home per five acres
with the ability to have an sccessory dwelling wnil wry site a5 well, The current Foning does not alluow any other dwelling

units on your parcel.

In terms of ute, the R & allows all agriculture sxcepl intensive agriculiure which (s detincd as large herds of anlmals (Lhe
number depends an the type of animal) on pape 104 of the proposed code. For examiple you could have grazing
hivestock up T 3 sheep and 5 horsas. In fact vou could raise up to 500 ducks under the proposal.

Hunting is not regufated by the proposed code unless It is 3 commeeralal aperation such as a hunt ludg e, The proposcd

code does nalintand ta reguiate customary uses accessory to the primary use.

In torms of tax impects, a change Lo o zoning dIstrict consistent wilk current use (as yours is) should nol aftect a
property assessment per the Caommiassionor of Hevenue Office.

Ta objoct to the change ta R-5 <huply state such |n a letter to the Board of Supervisors copy to me and we will pracess It

Tor the Doard’s considoeralion priar o any approval. -

By contract to H-5 zaning district, the 1-3 district is fdes wnod for smallar parcels of 2 acre per home for new
development and daes nol allow animai husbandry. ‘there has been an expression of intersst by sonne parties In your
ncighbarbaood which are proposad as K-3 zominge ©o retain domeslic husbandry which vwouold allow up to 25 ducks or
chickens, for exampic, cor to be rezoned as R-5.

In terms af grandfatherdng, your current uses are grandfathered under the propused code. In addition, the new code
allows razoning of an agricultural or R-5 parcel whersas the currenl vode does not allow rezoning af agriculturally zonecd

[TEIN

I hepe this has keen halpful and welcomsa your additional ings

Charles McSwain

From: Chuck Ward [mail alinc2dveriron.net]

Sent: Monday, February . 2014 457 M

To: crmoswainco.narthampion,we, us

Subiect: proposed zoning changes- hope you can help

Goord afrernoon Mr. McoSwain,
This Ig Chuck Ward of Shore Cancer Center and | live at the end of Wilsonia Neck. | have read through much of

the intermation both in the paper and i Les lelier sent to residents of Marthampton Co. | can sce what zoning changes
are proposed for my proporty at the end of Wilsonia Neck, but for the Iife of me | can’t find what land use changes come
wiith It. | know there sre informational meetings set up this week and then of course the big one on March 117, | wouid
really rather not have to attend Lhuse il possibla. Would It ba possible for you to share with me the basic land use

15



“differences going from Agricultural Lo RS and B

il be great. Sume

A7 I you have a document thal vou can email, that we

of the basic guecstions | have are:

If Incled Lhe propossd changes boecome official:

Can | still hunt an my land?
Can I still have livestock on my land? Like if | want to raise ducks or chickens, can 1?2

Do tax rates increase with the change?

What avente=s are there for not having aur property change? Shauldn’t we be grandfathered, since when we
bBoughl, it was agricultural?

IF all the nhove land use questions arc yes, then are there any land use changes going from agricultural to RS
andfor R37 .

Very much would appreciate atly “wasy to read” land use changes there inay be sent my way. Thanks very rmuch
for your time! Charles “Chuck”™ and Linda Ward

Faol free to call me it needed. G78-5899

16
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¥, Victor Schrmidd
2227 Cherryvstorne Road
Cape Charles, Virginie 23310

NORTHRAMPTO, UNTY

February 26, 2014 Administratfon Offics

The Hon. T arry Ledhond, Chair
Morthampton Board of Soporvisors
PO Thosx 64

Eantville, Virginia 23347

Prewr Mr. Chairman:

It is my wnderstanding that a public hearing on a revision of the Zoning Ordinance 15 schadnled
v precede another public hearing aboul ongoing revisions to the Cosnprebiensive Plan.
Scheduling a Zoning Ordinance hearing prior to a hearing on a revised Comprehonsive Plan is

raast troubling (o me.

As you are aware, e Comp Plan is an important Countly document which outlines T.and Lise
pluns upproved by the Board following appropriate public hearings. The Comp Plan is an
overarching daocument. After its approval, the prepuration of zoning details should Follow and
shouid be in fuall accord wilth the Comp Plan. The announced Clounty hearing schednle quits
framicly appesars to me to be some sort of tactic designed 1o lirst of all attempt to focus the
public's attention on a very complex Youiop Ordinance and then consider revisiona to the Comp
Plan. So il the announced schedule prevails, the Comp 1Man could then be wrilten in @ manner to
be consistent with the newly drattcd Yoning Ordinance — u complote reversal of accoptcd

gFovornrmental ProcesEs,

It is my sincerc hopo Mr. Chaimoaan, tat you and your colleagues will give thought to this issuc
that concerns me and so many other Northampton residents amd take nppropriatc action to
reverse the announced hearing schoedule.

T request (hat this leter be read into the public rocord.

Respectiully,

;2"{4: L‘{f"’?/f4'?fc—{_--1/[f;ﬁ

Wic Bchiaddt

18
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Melissa Kellam
o

Harald Armold carnoldsn@werizon.nets

From:

Sent: Thursday. Fehruary 27, 20014 11:08 AR
Ta: mikellami@oo northampron.vaus
Subject: zoning verbaage

Por our conversation last night. Please let me know If this nceds to ba rewarked.

Thank:s,
Bruce Arnold

154.1-4044 ACCESSORY STRUCTURES AND BUILDINGS

MNo accessory structure or building shall be permitted In excess of 250 square feet except:

(A A private open pile pier, on a lat until construclion has bagun on lhe principle structure or
building and is diligently pursuad, and

(B) An acoessary structure or building may be located on an adjoining lot owned by the same
person or parsuns whose primary lot contains a residence; The structure is subject to the standard
accessory sctbacks but is not restrained by size ur other restrictions.

19
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February 26, 2014

by, Clearles bdoSwain )
Worthawipton Cownly: Divector of Develgpmsnt
PO, Bok 5338

FEasivillg, WA 237347
Lrzar B, D oSwai;

My atall and 1 very mich appredinte thé opportunity to provide input on the Countys drafe
woning codes.  As you kunow; we administsr a varicty oF State gnd, fedoally funded houstag,
pragratiis within the Couwaly unid slso have the respongibility to. encevsgs aned oroste
afforduble housing to moct the nccds ol fhe citizens of Nerthainplun, The questions and
eominisnts balow are Lnsited to-how the codes could affect those programs and responsibilities,

Ceneral Comments _ X
The provision of malti-family dwelling in sevéral of the zoning districly with corresponding
lowver dunsity requiraments will be o very pazitive step for atfordablz housing dleveldpnaiche.
This should directly veduce-thie tost af the Tand per uaiC aod ke e mn i1z unite more
affpriiuble. The Inerasi in density for ginple famiily howsing in soroe o 5. is Also. very-
nasitive for affordabic housing developiuent, “These fhanpes will bonefic the: county by
increasing housing affordability for renters and homoowaeid, reducing the aticage tonswmed
by residential developurenl ol reduciag sprawl. The jusdmposition of the lower donsit,
agrienlture district and the highar dendity targeted restdential and conmmeocial distices should
crvsr e congeinlrate: comimercial and reeileondal develophient in a way that crentes miove
opportanity for the residonts of the dovinty.

Wi have jybam of exporience in developing «Mordable housing, yer we still Fnd that the
curtent requirements snanke the process diffealt and sxpunsive: The eouniy sfa b has to spend a
wreat <deal of théelr tinve oo the ecowusly bHas expernded Emited rosoyrcey working oo
develpopment issues quite oul of propo 0. 1o their importance in s connty’s: development,
We illusirate oue such cxmmple belows section 150,107 whers we nre-sesting g clge, Wis
belicve this praposad orditsmap v olom maore straightfonmard and mei Hidossiblic Lo e
rvesidents of the egunty and will alse allow county staff to allocato. cOunty rosouEccs INorc
cfficiently,

3 PHT-Z80Q Taall Froc: 846} TET-200] Fux: (757) 7R7-4271- cnall: oy
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150.107 ( B % (h.] Under the currcnt procedure, soime residents must request u variance for
mecting basic building code requirements to clovato their existing homes out of the Nood =one.
We would like to request that the Xoning Administrator be piven suthority to approve the
expanslon of the footprint of g structure located in a flood zonc when thai expansion is caused
wholly by the exfension of the minimul building code dimensions for steps and ramps causc

by ilie clevation of the stracture.

154.5-0901 (B) Weo would like to requesi that a non-canforming strmotne located in a Oood
zone be allowed to move lo an arca on the same Lot if the result would be inereasing tho sot-

back from a watercourse and decreazing tho potontial for fleod damage.

154.1-601 (A 24 VAL 30-72 has boon repealed. It was unclesr to us which repulations would
govern access froan residential lots on public roadways., We believe it may be 24 VAC 30-73-

90, private entranaes, bat ather seclions may also apply.

154.1-601 (L} After reading this section, we think the effect will he to prohibit direct accesa
the listed public roads {vom all new small subdivinions and existing building laitsz. It was
unclear to ws if fhat was the inted or whether the intent was o reqguire major subdivisions to
consgiruet interior access roads, Although weo are not aware of an immediate issue somne of the
roads do run through arcas whare we have completed affordable housing work, Roquirements
ta build an interior oceess road will render some existing fots unusable amcl s in (urn coald
impact lovw and maoddarale incoine residents by precluding them from building on an existing
lot that they own, We roquost that oxisting lots be allawead to continuc Lo access the public

roads Hstod,

Apain thank you for this oppartunity to provide our commaonts,
Best Regards,
p= (] rez e b ey

Elaino K. ™, Meil
BExecative Director
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Charles McSwain

From: Beverly Leatherbury =bevicatherbury@gmail corms

Sent: lhursday, March 06, 2014 10:49 AR

To: Charles MoSwain

Cc: Peclis=a Kellam

Subjact: Re: Fvw: Accamack Morthamplon Regional Housing Aathority Comments for the

Proposed Zoning Ordinance

daine is I would suggest deleling the specific citation from the ordinance and Just gencrally
referencing the Virginia Department of l'ransporiation Access Management Regulations." Or we could just
leave it out. People have o comply with those regulations whether wo 3ay 30 or nol. New

Omn lue, Mar 4, 2014 at 4:22 M, Charles MoSwain ~cm O northampton, va.us= wrole:

At yvouwr convenicnce please note the quesiion on page 2 ol the attachmon regarding [ 54.1-301 and its VAo
rotercence. Is Flaine correct?

From: Charles McSwain [mallto:charlesmeswain@eamail.com]
Sant: Saturday, March 01, 2014 4:08 PM

To: "Charles McSwain'

Subjact: FW: Accomack-Marthampton Reaional | lousing Autharity Corrurnesnls for the Proposed Zoning Ordinance

From: Elaine K. M. Meail [mailto:emellcog-npde. org]

Zant: Thursday, February 27, 2011 4:51 PM

To: Charles McSwain

Co: 'Katle Nunez'; David Annis; lohn Aigner

Subject: Accomack-Northampton Regional Housing Authority Comments far the Proposed Zoning Grdinancs

Hello Charles,

1 hope this tinds you well. T have attached our remarks (rom the Housing Authority. We also reviewed the
l=ttors on the A-NRLA property sent from vour department and had no particular comment, eecpt we think
cach iz zoned appropriately. Thanks lor this opportunity to conuneit.

Elainc
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CONMIMBENT SHEET

MNorthampton Connty Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Pleasc provide any commenis below.
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COWMMENT SHEET®

MNorthampton County Public Informational Meetings wiith regard to the proposcd
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any conunenis below.
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CIOWVILENT SITEIET

Northampton County Public Informational Meetings with reguard to the proposad
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comiuents below.,
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Northampton County Public Informational Moctings with regard (o the proposed
Zomning Ordinance and Map, Please provide any comments below.
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Honrd of Bupcrvisors
Morthampton County
PO Box 56

Waesyillle, WA 23347

Dear Supervisors,

Flease read thiy letter into the public vecord durisg (e waeing ur{lirlax PabiE i d

Narihmmpton County i blessed with a weallh of nafural water reso
For many, the proximity to the waler ix

the Seaside Days Lo flx eusi
runic beneflis for the County

alan gencrate significand e
shelHish aguaculture. Fwoold-dike to addeess Cine relmxd

SHELLFISH GRBWERS D

VIRGINIA

February 27, 2014

1
B MaR -3 202

RORTHAMPTON COUN
Admbsiziestion Difice

o vr arch 11, ZUE1.

- ﬂlc'C‘heaapeaiE_ Hay un its western border,

throeagh
nxhip that

A= of shallf ,,.'.

The direct amd indirect

studies conducied by the Vir g,luln
Doard ol Supn-rv Rrlon in 2011, 4

2009, hc cstimated thp\g
$54_4-million and gei
resulHng in even }r\cm
Iuc.ntiun Tor ul AL

oMmas J. Mnrray, a marine buss
e

5 of Maring Seies

with clamia

Ats watersneﬂ ‘and uplnnd finences. This

Nurch
ez, Bipghsyg ¥ witer supp o ahel.lﬁsll cultuie - Hécause of the
prn—hru- natmre of (he Seuside bays and sk i T 5 ihis ama.
m busi £ to thrlve] WaEEl upon the natiivl YEUREEE on view in the Seaside Bays. In
Loy s gmnunﬂc i the prc tu water quatty pporting thiy beantifnld and

pl'uuuﬂ% roun,

Not only does jt régire <l

wm-- quautyA i ig an industry where an incrcase o p

parts a pusglun: Lenelil for

= are 5ol anti-d Al ne ik Bt thcy are certainly pro water guality.

Pleasc maintaii e

CThesapeake Hay 'rescrvation Acl provisions that o &

Hid=H15=1316

es thai

to protect the water guality of the Seaside Bays, Comtinue 0 enforce the

stry depends upomn.

Michael J. résterling. Kxecutive Dircetor
Ekellfish Crowcers of Virginia

Sincere:

IO, Box 1394 (Glouccstcr, VA 23061 wiw s vashelllish org
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Lhares MeSwain ,
e —
— S ——— i

From: Jwilliamsa@ro nartha mpton.va.us
Swnt: I'ricday, February 2, 2014 3:55 Ph ' a
Ta: "Charles McSwain®

Subject: Mw: Proposad Zoning Changes Letter 1o be read into Public Record - March 11, 20704

Pulzlic Hoaring

From: Peg Volk [maflta: mevolkzS@Ewverizon.net |
Sent: [Nmiday, Fel ¥ 28, 2014 3:52 PM
To: lemond@co, narthanipton.va.us; Infofco, northampton.va. us

Co: ghoga@ico. noithogplon, va. us
Subject: Proposed Zoning Changes Letter to be read into Public Record  March 11, 2014 Puliilc Hearlng

February 24, 2014

Chairman, Northampton Board of Supervisars
o Granville Hogg, Supervisor, District 1

"irs:

I am werili Loy veice my concerns regarding the proposed xoning changes, and Lo add my comments to the

Fublie llearing an March 11, 2014,

One example of proposed changes that | find extrermely alarming Is the elimination of the “Waterfront

Hamlet” designation, taking away the reasonalle coning criteria we have now that support critically important
water quality prolections. This lack of concern for the protection of our coastline and wator qualily screams of
shart-sightedness. Where are the visionary leaders who will work to preserve the Agriculture and Aqdaculture

industries on our Shore?

Many local entreprencurs have made big investmants in the area of tourism, i.e. sport fishing and hunting
attractions; outfitters; wineries; B & B's. Thase are established and hard working livelihoods=s that are heing

threatonad by the proposed zoning changes.
Additionally, the proposal to just compleolcly discontinue the protection provided by thc Chesapeaks Bay Act

on thg seaside is just flat out bad stewardship. It is not like the Bay Iz Lhat Far lrom the ocean on this fragile
peninsula. We need to be simart in protecting the little land we have and the little water avallable.

And what happaned to the cconomic idea to grow out “organically” from Lhe existing towns so that the cost of
extended infrastructure would not compromisc existing services, The recent {(and not resobved) issuc with the
Public Service Authority in connecting property on Highway 13 at the Cape Charles light to help develop that

araa is a glaring exampla of gaing against the grain of that vision.
MMany of us have been drawn te tha Shore because itis “a picce of heaven” here on earth. With proposed

changes as mentloned {(any many not cited hera) this county will be ravaged in the name of a short sighted
idea of greed masquearading as “economic dovelopment”. You want economic development For the young
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people of this county? Then provide the education and vocational training that will help them write Lheir own
ticket to success. Why limit them to a “service” job broughl here by the building of hotels and fast food chains.

It is most concerning that the process you are attempting to implement goes against common sense good
government as regards the development of the Comprehensive Plan as the driving documenl Lo all zoning
decisions.

I urge you to stay locused on the long vliew in caring for Northampton County and its precious natural
resources.

I request that my letter be read into the public recaord.
Respectfully submitted,

Pep volk
Cherrystone, VA

29



10162 Ragoers Drive
Nassawadox, VA 23413
February 2%, 2014

Mr. Charles MeSwain, Dirceior
Development Departimoent
Movthampron outy

PO Box 538

Eastviile, V.A 23347

Dear Mr. MoRwa i

We aupport the efforts of your departmernl o male MNorthampton County Zoning siwaipler.

We amrec with o ving the seaside AHam the Chesupeake Bay Act. We never understood
whiy the seuvide was included i the first place.

We support the changcs in wonuiue in Willis Wharl where wo WL propetiy on Poarting
Creek Fooad.

We support the changes in woning in the Nassawadosx area, specifically the reFoing of
rropurty on Branch Ione to R-1. We 0wl a seven aore prlot on Branch Lane. We would
comment that oahaps e wrea should be =omed us B since it abuls land already zousd that
way wod this would continue to prownoie: high density developinent in town areas,

Sincerely.

Pualricia and Drury Stith

5 SRV ) =
/6/‘/5

30
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Feb. 28, 2014

To: Narthampton County Board of Supervisors
From: Margaret B. Kellarm & Joan E. Kellam

Reference: Northampton County Rezonlng- Parcel 112-A-68 located on
Arlington Rd. & Kiptopeake Dr.

It is imy understanding that this is the proper time to request a
change in zoning on one of my land parcels. 112-A-68 is adjacent to
residential mix property on Kiptopeake Drive and | would like to have
this property changed from agricultural which it is now to residential
mix for the new rezoning.

Please accept this letter as my formal request to have parcel 112-A-
68 changed from agricultural to residential mix zoning. This parcel is
across the road from the condos at the state park which are zoned

residential mix.
Sincerely,

Margaret B. Kellam & Joan E. Kellam
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COMMENT SHEET

Northampton Countly Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Manp. Pleass provide any cormuments below.
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Lharles Mchwain

Cela Burge ccel@aburgegiverizon.net>

Fram:

Sent: Thursday, pAarch 06, 2014 453 Dk

Tz cmeswaing@co.no thamplsriva.as; mkellam@ co.ncrthampton.va.us; petith
Subject: Additional comiments regarding the proposed Zoning Orainance

Helle alll

| hawve

been noting other questluns and thoughts about the propased ordinance that Dwaould liks you to constder in your

final preparation of the 2014 Zoning Ordinance.

Mot in any order of impartance:

1.

1 seill think an intont statement, even a simpie ane, i~ appropriate for each disuicl. For exampie, the B M
district looks like an R wilh shorter sethacks and no agriculturc nor aquaculture uses. | can’t distinguish what
each districk s really for.
| realiy appreciale the hyperlinks to the definitinns However, | have comea across a few hyporlinks withaut a
definition, e.g. slte plan skerch. This is not defined In tha Subdivizion Ordinance cither.

F_121. In the definition of Setback, prevailing front. The reference to the NG 1T belisve should be Sec, 154.1-
402 (W) Instead of 27,

n Sac. 154.1-508 Site Plan, where | montioned abowve that there is no deffnition lor site plan sketch, | note than
in See. (B) any activity requiring an erosion and sediment contrel plan in confermance with Chapter 153 [(Frosion
and sedimant Contral} weould require an enginsered site plan. This is rtiile an expanse and may be detrimental
to affordable housing initiatives. Addilionally, when | reviewed the E & S Ordinance {Chapter 153}, [ was
reminded that agreemicals in lieu of a plan (fnztead of an engicered site plan) are permitted for residenlial
devalopment. (see definltion below*®) So, | wouid ask that you consider amending Lhe language to clther clarify
that residential construction which would trigger F & 5 reps would be subject to an agreerment in liesu of plan
{thercoy no engineersd site plan) and/or that residential uses and structurcs are exempt from the enginesred
sile alan wx defined In Sec. 154.1-505 {A) (), making a site plan sketch applicable in those sltualions,

FAGREEMENT IV LIELU OF A PLAN. A contract between The plarn-approving authority and Lhe vwner that specifics
vensarvation measures that must be implemenled in the constructlon of a Single-family residenceo; this contract may be
executod by the plan-spproving authoerlty In [leu of a formal site plan. An agreement in lieu of a plan iy be executed
enly far single-family residential projocts on individual lots or parcels which o noi cootain within thele boundaries =
resource protection areas or wetlands (tidal and non-tidal) as defined in the Northampton County Zoning Ordinance or

aros

n harard areas as defined here within.

Thanks for your consideration!

Regards,
Cela
Ceala J. Burge

TURMER & TURMNER

P. Q. Bux 878

Eastville, VA 23347

Phone: 757.G78.54418

Fax: 757 .678.7240

E-mail: cela.burga@verzon.net
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The Rewv Harry W_ Crandall
2115 Franktown Road — 4 2014

MaR
FPD Box 275 ‘
Franktown, VA 23354 NERTHEMPTON COU
Adaiinisteation Ofice

3 March, 2014

Mr Larry Lemond, Chair
MNorthampton Board of Supcrvisars
FO Box 66

Eastville, WA 22347

Ccar Mr Lemonad,

1 arn troubled by the proposed chunges to the MNorthampton County Zoning ordinances which
appear o completely disregard the opinions and the property rights of current land owners,
‘The lack of transparency in the development of the proposced changes masks an unwarranted
disregard for the long and painstakingly prepared Northampton Comprehensive Plan which
designated where the resldents of the Cou nty favorod davelopment. 1t is not that 1 object to' re-
thinking development, rather it is the proposal that such changes can and daubitless would be
made without public input or comrnunity support, and without notice to neighbors in the
affected Hamlets and other residential areas. The impact of such “steallh™ rezontng would
doubtless do violence to the Comprehensive Plan so carefulfly crafted and now in the process of
being reviewed. The last thing Northampton County needs is design by fiat Instead of reflecting
the will of the citizenry. Nowhere in the proposals for change is argument presenled for cutting
the electorate cut of the re-zoning process, whore they rightly belonsg.

It is obvious to mo that Northampron County neads to follow coherent and well consides ed
Planning for growth and not haphazard development which ignores the will of the majarity to
remain a tourist orlented, agric ural and agquacultural based region in the midsL of the richest
marine biulogy resource on the Atlantic Seaboard. The Nation and the State cannot afford the
loss of cur unlquely bimssed reglon to satisfy the immediate gratification of developers. We
have an obligation to procesd with skill and to discern the direction our Comprehensive Slan
should take befor e putting the “cart bofore the horse™ with zoning decistons.

I request Lhat the process of Comprehensive Plan review be completed before any rezonlng
decisions are made. | also request that my comments ba read Into the publlic record during

The Public Hearing on March 11, 2014,

Ry iy

(The RevI' HARRY wWw N.Q_g\h
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Preston VI Whitc
83404 Ocean Fronot
Virginia Beach, VA 23451

Mir. Clhartcs McoSwain, [director
Drevelopment Department

Morthampton County

P.O. Box 538

Eastville. VA 23347

1Dear Mr. MceSwain.

T own approximately 900 ac at 9365 Mill Creek Tame in Machapongo. T put a
conscrvation easemont on it yeurs ago to protect it from development, and it APPCars you
present zoning changes are trying to undermine that. Arc the supervisors being run by
developers or the land owners? Why are these “Humleis™ necessary east of Seaside
Haad? I a lindowner wanls (o rerone or subdivide, let them do it by present code, Wiy
does the caounty have to do it for them?

As for changing the Chesapeake Bay Requirerment to Houte 13 and not all of the
conmty, what is the thought process bobhiod (leat? With rising sea levels, does this malke

any sense?

For the record, 1 am against moving the CBPA and am apainst any zoning changes
east of Rowte 600 (Seaside Road).

Vory Pruly YWours,

€ PP

Preston M White

Cer Polk Kellam
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Frank M. Lusk, Ir.
F.0). Paox 1078
Cheritan, Virginka 2323316

KORTHAMPTON COBHTY .. .~
Adminiztration THce

Northampton County Board of Supervisors

PO Nox GG

Easiville, Vi

ia 23347

Docar Sirs:

[ arm a [ong time resident of Northampton County and reside at 2175 Cherrystone Road.
Cape Charles, Virginia. As | will bc out of the area on March 11, 2004, | am writing to you
to expross my opinion on the propoesed zoning changes to be discussed at the public haaring
schoduled for that cvening.

I am very apposed to a minmber of the changes which have been proposed in the zoning
ordinance, but | am even maore disturbed about the process that allows Lhese changes Lo be
consldered, as Lhey are inconsistent with the county's adopted Comprehensive Plan. Good
govarnance ragquiras that the zoning ordinance follow the guidance of the Comprehensive
Plan and not vice verza. Please allow the Compreohensive Plan reviston with public input to
takc placc prior to making any changes in the present zoning ordinance.

Thank yvou far your consideration of this matter.

Rincerely,

CFarke Oae4. (. BOFL S

Frank b, Lusk, Jr.
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5. LL. Davis Preserve Lrust
oA B, Davis, Trusiee
401 Atlantic Avenue # 1002
Virginia Beach, VA 23451

Fohbruary 12, 2011

Mr. Charles McSwain
Director of Developmeant
MNorthampton County

P. D, Box 538

Eastville, WA 22247

Daar Mr. McSwain:

Yes, we are strongly in favor of rhe new zoning rules. We need say no more than that the

County has slagnated for yvears because of the anti-business sentlment. Eor the futura, for Job craation,
tor economic survival and far a wider tax base, let’'s pass the proposed zoning ordinance.

Sincaraly,
c;;k . -"é_; @:’ _r_-”)q;._)._,l_.'\-_;')

1- A, B. Davis
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o Ann Blair-Dawvis, Trustes
. H. G. Davis Trust # 1
222 Central Park Avenue # 400
Virginia Beach, WA Z343462
{78T) 400-G263

Fabruary 12, 2014

s, Malissa Kejlam
Dirwcior of Zoalng
Morthompton County
M O. Box 538
Fastville, WVa 23347

Dear Ms. Kellam:

We wholehearledly support the tew coning proposals. As property owners in the Caunty, itis
clear o us that Morthampton County must have econamic revival to vreale more jobs and o wider tax
basc.

AMnst have suffered from this.

In the past few yoars, there has been an anti-business atlitude:
is time te ga farward so that more laobs are ereated and coconormic revival takes placc.

Sincercly,

9@ a3 Corr, 9:.-»4.“"

Jo Ann Blatr-Lavis
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Peter Stith
e
Katic Muner <knunez@conorthamplonva.us =

From:
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 4:28 ('
To: wWilliams Janicoe; Stith Meter

Subject: Fwd. Froposad Foning Changes

Kutherine 11, Nune=, Counly Administrator
County of Northampton
(757) 678-0440 ext. 515

Boegin forwarded messagre:

Frosm: "Larry Leipond' = lemondibaveoasirailroad
014 at 3:558:50 PM HRT

urithampion.va.
s co.northampion,
Subject: FW: Mraposed Zoning Changes

ATE oy

Anothor Toelter Lo add to the prowing list,

Larry

————Omiginal Moessago-— -
From: Hemonddé@ico. norileaopton. va. us [madlr yllemondimeo. norihmunplon. va.as

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 20014 3:40 PN
To: Tamwy Lemond
Subject: Twd: Proposed Foning Chunges

—-— Forwarded message from celuskiemail com ——ce
Date: Tuc., 4 Mar 20014 17:47:22 0500
Troom: Ellen Lusk <eelusk rermail. coms>-

Subject: Proposcd Zoning Changes

To: "llemaondGiico. morthampton. va, us' “lHemond@zco. northam pton, va, s

Drear Sir:
Tu gquors a local newsletior "(Good governnc
With that in mind L am writing you Lo "participate” in the process as a
concerned citizen and 320 year resident ol Northampton County. The public
is leelng shut out of any substuntive information with only onc Mublic
ITearing concerning the revision of our county's Comprehansive Plan and
the Planning Commission has heen bypassed as well. Let's do things

the proper ardor, please, with the Planning Commission BHrdshing thein 5
unmmendations 1o vour Board BEFORE

| requires participation™.

year review, wheo then will make
1



making onmg ordinance changes which do not protect our precicus
numiural rescurces.

1 regret [ will be vut of the state when the Prhlic Hearing is held
March 11, bal T presurme you will note my and rmury olher's lettors as
evidence of the majorily ol public apinicn.

Theanlk yonu for your Umne and service,

Ellen T.ask

Sent from mv iPad

----- Eud forwarded messapge —-—
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. 2. 7

Charles MeSwain

David Kabler <=david_kab:ler@hotmail.cam>

Froave:

Sont: ; Friday, February 1, 2014 5:27 P

To: Charles McSwain

Subject: Comments on Lhe Proposed Zaning Ordinance

Mr. Charles MoSwain, Economic Development Lirector

Hello Charles,

Thank you for your time today to discuss some of my concerns about the Proposed Zening Ordinance being
considerad by the Board of Supcrvisors (BOS). | lere are some cammenls Lhal | would like for the EOS to
consider in their defiberations. Please know that such a document when adjoincd with the Comprehensive
FPlan is an enormous amount of material to digest and comment upon. | sulbmit that far more public notlee and
inpul should be carrled on prior to its official consideration. There are many points Lhal can be debated but
here are faur that | want ta elaborate on.

First, unrler the Regulation Guldelines (151.]1-201), specifically paragraphs A and D, there is to be a preat
refiance upon one individual, the Zoning Administrator, Lo rmake decisichs approving, or not, certain land uses
that may be proposed but not listed. | object to this because it circumvents the dernmocralic process brought to
bBear by our Planning Cormmission, which should be charged with such action.

Secand, Lhe blanket rating of so many "uses' to the by right” category, that under our present zoning
ordinance, for good reasans, require public hearings for spacial use permits, ellminates the opportunity for
community comment prior to land use approvals. Public hearings are good venues for our dermocratic
process. Cerfain uses may be offenstve to concerned parties and with the public hearing process special
ons may be Imposed that mitigate offensiveness. | ohjcol Lo such & broad disposal of our special use

cardi
permitting process.

Third, as our present Caomprehensive Plan is still valid, | wonder about the exporlise of our governing officials
in comparing Lhal document with the proposed zoning ordinance in oerder to gualifty the proposed roning
ordinance for complianc¢e. Such a comparison should he made lirst by our expert Plan ning Commission

(PC) which recommendation would be submitted to cur BOS. | believe that our PC is husy with updating our
Comp. Plan and has not had the opportunity Lo confirm the adherence of the preposed ordinance te our
present Comp. Plan. | ebject to the passage of this ordinance without the study of the PC for its compliance

wilh the Comp. Plan.

Lastly, the removal of the protections of the Chesapeake Bay Freservation Act (CBPA) from the seaside may
saam allowahle under Lhe placement of the Conservation zening district. | submit that our proposed Foning
ordinance is a poor substitute for the comprehensive nature of the sclontific scope, political authaority, and
environmental benefits of the CBRA, | strongly object to such a hdatant and broad dismmantling of the

ns now in place over our precious seaside resources.

envircnmantal prolecli

Sincerely yours,

Dol Rotlrler
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A
Pater Stith

Framm: Jwilliams@co.northampronva, e

Sent: Friduy, March 07, 2014 2:52 P

To: 'Feter Stith”

Subject: FWW: MNorthampton County Zoning Cocde piroposoed revisions

Sent: Friday, March O7, 2014 1:44 PM
To: llemond@conorthampton va. us; info@co.no e nplon.va, us; Granville Hoog

Cc: David Boyd; Dawvicl Ryl
Subject: Northampton County Zoning Cocle proypsies ] revis

=

Dear Mr. Lomond, WMy, TTogg, and Northampton County administrators,
T would likc to register my objections to the newly propeosed zoning code changes.

Firat, I believe therc has heon inadequate opportunily lor the public to review the changes and
provide thelir input. The proposed changes are numerous and extensive, so the public needs
amplc time to provide their comments.

Secondly, 1 belicve a great deal of the subsiance in the new zondng runs counter to the wishes
expressed by the public during the development. ol the Tnst Clomprehensive Plan, That procoss
ran for a year and a hall, during 2006-2007, and went through a number of iterations,
developing a plan on which the public had oxtensive input. Should these new zoning changes be
approved before the required, overdue, 5 year revision of the Clomp Plan, it would severely
restrict the ability of the Planning Commission to do their job unhindered, since they would he
constrained by the new =zoning requirements.

There are major differences belween Lhe new proposed zoning regulations and the 2006-2007

. Comp Plan. During development of the 2006-2007 Comp Plan the public repeoatedly voiced the
opinion thal cconomic development should be promoted in the villages and towns, instend of
alone Route 13. The proposed zoning is diametrically opposed to that viewpoint. L is as il the
authors of the proposcd =oning regulations are either tolally ignorant ol the public input which
occurred in 2006-2007, or they justL don'l cares.

Thers are some other very important subsiantive changes in the proposcd =oning. The now
zoning proposes total elimination of shoreline setbaclks, not only on the seaside, but alzo on the
Bayside, everywhere but in conservelion »oned lands. Tt wounld be extremely foolish to eliminate
any of protections afforded by thoese rMiparian mones, in my opinion, Shoreline sethacks (the
preservalion ol riparian w«ones) are a very simple, cquitable mothod of reducing negative
impacts for virtually all pollutants entering our waters. Thoy reduce impacts from fertilizers,
sediments, fecal coliforms, herbicides and pesticides, and virtally all other contaminants - by a

1

48



Jr combination of physical filiration and biclogical uptake, in this critical last swath of land
buflfering our creelks from the nplands. 'The Chesapeaks Bay Preservation Act would still
Tequire some sethacks on the Rayside, but the proposed zoning would lesson the sethack
distance on the hayside by totally climinating the Nocthatuplon Counly portion of the sotback
Tequirements. In an arca so inherently dependent on clean waters, is thiz the message we want to

send?

The proposed zoning also provides many instances where activities, which previously were
allowed only after a permit was acquired, would now be allowed by rHght. o we really want to
sell out our inherent protecctions against potentially undesirable activities, for the possibility of

someone making a fast buck?

Our natural resources, rural character and the slower pace of life here are what I consider the
most desirable qualitics of the Shore. This zoniag plan scemes bent on selling out those qualities
in the hopes wo can make a profit from doing so. I don't think thal's a4 good rade-off. Let's y
and make the best uze of the uniqgue assets we have hers, instead un rying to emulate our more
induslnialized neighbors.

T.et's slow down this zoning proposal until you have allowed the public plenty of time to
provide their comments.

Please make my comments part of the official public record on this issus.

Thank vou for vour time,
ravicd 13oyvd
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General Farms & Land Co.

Reflections 1
28079 5. Lynnhaven Road Saite 110
Virginia Beach, VA 23452
Office 757~ 486 Sd<dd
Fax 757-486-5224¢

March &, 20114

Mr. Charies McSwain

Director, Northampton Co. Dept. of Econamic Davelapment
16403 Court Houss Road

P.O. Box 66, Eastville, VA 23347

Dear Mr. McSwain;

! request that under the Proposed 2014 Northampton County Zoning text and map, the following
parcals now showin on the Draft Zoning Map aa (A) Agriculture be: radassified urcler the
proposed 2oning text and map as Reskdential (R3):

Northamption Co. Tax Parcel14-A-23/14-A-23, Icoated in the Holly Bluff community on
Wellington Neck, and

MNormthampton Co. Tax Parce! 104-A-3A., located on Lake Allure and fronting on Sand Hill
Drive: and Bilueberry Drive.

| bediowes that reclassification of thoes parcels to (A) Agriculture a equiisble far hese reasors:

Wollingion MNocic:

~ This parcel consists of + 50 aores and was divided into 7 sub-parcels under a prafiminany plat
submitted to the Department of Planning and Zoning a number of years agoe and is believad
o be atlll recordabile undar the five years allowed for recordation Sald preliminary plat ia
attached heratn as Exhibif 1~ 3

~ This parcel is an intimare part of the community of Holly Biuff, in which parcels classified as
Residental (R3) surround this parcel The +5 acre Parcel 5 of the preliminary plat of
BExhibit 7.7 has beon re-divided info a 3.1 acre Pamcel 14-A-230 with the residuat 2 acres
added 1o ad@pcent Parcet 6 . A home has been bullt on Parcel 14-A.230. A portion of the
Fropoaed Zoning Map is enclosed as “Exfribit 2.~ which ehows the intimacy of this parcal to the
mest of Holly Bluff community on each side of it.

+ All suh-parcels of the praliminary plat of this parcel sre connectad 10 a State maintsined road
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Mr_ Charles Mc Swain

+ This parcel consists ol 52 acres and was divided into sub-parcels wnder a preliminary
plat submilted to the Deapartment of Planningz and Zoning and is helicved o be 3iifl recosdable
under the five years aflfowed fiod recondation.  Said prelimd 5 plat e d hereto as

“Fxhibic 37 E

" Thas parccl is an intimate prrt of the agdiacent residential parcels fronting on Lake Allure,
tog on Sand il Drive and froming on Bluchory Drive. It is surrounded by Parcels
fed as Residentinl (R3) and as Village (V) poomitting 4 resideniial homes per acre.
£ portion of the Proposed Zoning Map is enclosed as “Toukibir 4. . which shows 1his parccl s
location amidut the surrounding residential parcels on Lakes Ao, Sand Hill Diive and Blgs—
bexry Drive.

»" ke the othoer residential parcels ronting on Sand Hill $ rive, this yaréel, and sub-pancels of i,
enjoy a recorded common pedestrian casement 1o (he beach at Sugar Hill Subdivieion snd &
recorded hearh encampurent cascment on the Sugar T beach.

+" Thiz parcel fronts on two State maintaincd roads, Saud HEIL Drive and Bluebercy Dirive

Azeneral discussion:

Claszifying either of thoesc parcels as (A) Agriculture I= both founcially unfair to me as the owner
of these parcels and sn s to the TeT Fal ItIes with which thoey arc intimately
connected because acinst resoaint, or even the app of i on the use of such

irmti Ty o ity-Go l parcels inpacks on bringing vibrancy, community and sacisxl
commection tofheses neiphiborhoods.

Reclassifying these parcels as (R3) Ressidential is both logical, bacause of thebr intimata
O ity tion, and is smart growth lend ploening by “infSiling™” these rosidontial

COIX ¥ A0S

+ Reduced conversion of agricnitural fand, sensithve hahitst, and preservaiion of Open space

v Reduced cost to baild and muainiain cxponsive infrasfrucinre hecause hoth parcels have riate
maintained roads._ :
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Nir. Charles Mc Swain
March 3, 2014
Page Thres

Land pfanners have iong hetld that infill development preverits spraw!t and is critical o properly
accommodating growth both in urban and non-urban saettings.

Reclaasitying these parcels as (R3) Residential is consistent with good tand planning and
beneficial to the continual growth of thasa parcals’ communities as aolid, stable neighborhoods,
which it tum benefils the resl of Morthampton County. H

I would appraciata any asslstancs you can give In reclassifying these parccls as (R3) Residoental.

Very truly yours,

General Farms & Land Cao.
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“Exbhibit 17
Portion of Preliminary Plat of Divislon of + 50 Acre= in the Holly Bluff Communmnity

on Wellington Neck, Northampton County, Virginia
Owned by Ga!_‘neral Farme & Land Co.
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Pater Stith

From: EBrenda Floyd =bandbiloyd@yahoo.com=
Sant: Saturday, March O, 20074 348 AR
T psrith@o oo thampton.ova.us
- Subject: birdsnest farm
Hi Peter,

| appraeciate vour help on the phone about the farm. As we talkard, plaass read at the next meoting
what we discussed.

Concearning parcels Map #30-A-76 and Map #30-8-18.
We want thess parcels Lo remain in Agricultural district and not a hamict.

I'nank you for all your help and pleasas let us know if therae is anything slse we naesd to do to keop the
farm as is.

Sincarealy,
Eill and Brenda Flowyd
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Board of Supcrvisors
Northampiion Courrby
PO Box 58

Eastville, WA 23347

AT
Adnvisis irstiyg Ditlge

March 6, 2014

Crear Sirs,

I write To @xpress my concern over the proposed changes to the County’s zoning ordinance, in
parlicular the proposed revision of the ordinance’s seaside protection provisions. | would encourage you
to first revicw and revise the Counly’s Comprehensive Plan.

As the owner of soveral large spaside forms and as someone who has invested 5 good deal In the
preservation of the Shore’s natural habitat, | would like to see very careful considoralion of any changes
that would encourage the subdivision and develepment of seaside land in the Tty

I suppucrt lay Ford and virginia Eastern Shorekeepear, and thoir petition objecting to
Northampton County’s failure to first address the Comprehensive Plan before attempting to revise it
defacto through zoning erdinance changes.

Sincorely,

\ = A A

/ﬁ,\_. = - oy -—
_lames B Murray, Jr.

I'E A0Z. CHARLITTESVIILE VIECIMNIA 22002
A1) WF - 2080

4S5 SECOMI STRLCET 3. E, 3

57



22

Potor Stith

From: Jdwilliams@E ca.nartham plonsvaus
Sent: hartwclay, dMarch 10, 2014 9:36 Al
Ta: ‘Peter Stith'

Subjact: Fw: Economic Growth

From: L Tokash [malito:latokash@yahon. ooy
Sent: Salurday, March 02, 2014 4:20 PM

To: infefrco.nerthamplon . va.us

Subject: Econcmic Growth

As a home owner zand tkax payar in Northamptorn County, | strongly support your efforts to provide for
a rational growth plan for the Counly with the establishmoant of the Econumic Develupment Office.

I balleve this office could/should encourage for greatar commaracial development along the Rt. 13
corridor and allow property owners a greater say in the disposition of their property. This would allow
for & broadening of the tax base, lower tax rates for all, and allow the County to mawve in a8 mors
positive econcmic diractinm,

While | will not be able to attend Mublic Hearing, | encourages your continued support in this oort,
Fred Tokash

2311 Northview Gt
ERroare, WA
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Peter Stith

jwilllams @ oo northam ptonya.ls

From: 7
Senil: MMonday. WMarch 10, 2014 9:35 Ahld
To: ‘Petor Stith”

Subjoct: P& change in growth plan

From: Steve [Imaillo dynamichomess @gr
Sent: Salurday, March 08, 2014 3:53 PM
To: info@oo. northamplon.va.us
Subject: change in grawth plan

WWe strongly agree that we nood o change in development here in the <cournty. We support the growth of rthe
tax base and ali the added benells of the new bushioes will bring.
sincerely Steve and Sharon NDanlels

59



=%

Peter Stith
=]

Jwilllams@ co.northamptonva,us

Froam:
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2104 2:37 Ak

To: 'Pater SITh"

Subifeet: FW: Developmeaent Dept re. Zaning ordinance changes ta chapler 152

=== rigifnal Message———
From: Brenda Hurley [mailta:birendalhurley@gmail.cem)

Sent: Satuwrday, NMarch 08, 2014 &:034 PpA

To: infoi@co.northampton.va.us

Subjcet: Develapment Dept re. ZFoning ordinance changes ta chapter 154

Dear Developmont Department

W apreo with the changes In the zoning ardinances tor Northamplon County and wish ta ses Lhem approved and
implementcd. Qur property 1= laocated at:

Q001A-OZ-BELE-OU QOB LOT #8 OCCO NECK. Cur property is lacated in Exmare.

Roger and Bronda Hurley

692 Boca Ciegn Pt Blhvd M

5t Petersburg FL. 33708

Sant from my iPad
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Peter Stith

From: e AmM~Epco.northamplonva. us
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2001 236 ana
Toa: ‘Polor Stith'

Subject: FW: Pro iSrowth Folicies

————— Original Message-—--

From: Michael Blackwaood [m:.':IIto:michael,bIackwocdse@y:-‘-huo.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 08, 2014 4:59 P

To: info@conarthamplon va. us

Subifecl: Pro Growth Policles

My witc and | cwn property on Lhe Eastern Shore (Lot B, Darby's Whart), and are very suppuriive of the changes you are
propessing with regard to zoning, and thereby possibily helping the tax base. Plesse do not permit the "no growih'
contingent of discontents to have their way, Itis way past time to bring some prosperity to the carmrmmunities on the
shore. You hawve our full supiport.

Respoallully,
Michael and Janct Blackwesond

Sent from my iPad
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Peter Stith

From: Jwillismsgd e oorwarEhamptonaya.us

Sernt: Monday, hbarch 10, 2014 2:54 AfA

To: "Potor Stith'

Subjoact: FYW: Propwises] coning choange 3187 James Wharf Rd., Exmaore

original Message-—-——-
Fram: bialcksusan [mailtobialeksusan@agmail.coml
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2011 8:19 AR
To: info@co. northampion.va. us
Subject: Proposed zaning change 518/ Jamaes Whart Rd., Exmare

Twould llke Lo sinverely disagres with the propesed change to my praperty frem Agricultural to residential. This land is
used as a horse farm and feel that the land is clearly agricultural. There should be no coning change to my property.

Bunan And Stanley Bialek
Platt 29-13. Tax map 14 18 1A

Senl Moo soy iPadd
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HYDRO-COOLED GREEN BEANS

March 11, 2014

MNorthampton County lioard of Supervisors
MNaorthampton Counly Planning Commission

Pear Board members and fellow Citizens of Nourthamptlon County:

In reviewing thc proposed zoning changes, we at C& L Farms arc in favor of
the z=oning changos.

Under the current zoning rules we are handcuticed from doing any expansion
of our operation. W opcratc on the seaside, yot we are hindered by setbuacks that
were only intended l{or the Chesapeake RBay. Owr current office is in need of
replacing. We [ound out that we cannot build a new ollice because it would bhe
within the 100 it R.T".A. Line and the 115 fi Shoreline Setback Line from what we
call the “[rog pond.”™ T'he trog pond is no more than small basin that water
collects in from drainage of the ditches along Scaside Road.

There is no other practical site to put the office. We were advised by our
attorney not w ey [or o variance becausc our casc is not a “legal hardship.”” Our
only hope is thal there is a change in =oning and the sotbacks.

We employ 70 Northamptlon County residents. Our office is not largze
enough to have more than one of these employcces come in 1o conduct personnel
matters lel alune a human resources office.

Lhe proposed zoning changes would not only allow us to expand our otfice
but other arcas of our vperation, In turn, the proposcd zoning cha ngzes will allow us
to hire more Northampton County residents. That would gencrate more jobs and
spendable income in the county.

Our hope is that the proposed zoning changes are passed and adopted. We
feel thal this would not only help our operation but the county as a whole.

Bob Coulson

President

P.O. Box 315, Cheritorn, VA 23316, (757) 678-5097, FAX (7357) 678-57T%
£.0. Box £03, Parrish, FL 34219, (941) 776-0407, FAX (941) 776-0235
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Dear respocted members of the Naorthampton County Board of Supervisors,

I would like to request that the land listed in the AFD for the Birdsnest arca of
Northampton County be left in the agriculture zoning. | am one of the land
owners that would be affected by the changing from Agriculture to a Hamlet.
MMy family bought the iand in the area of the proposed change many years ago
with the thoughts of it remaining in farm use.

My family put very restrictive covenants on this [and so that we cauld IImit the
possible uses other then farming upon purchasing this land. By changing the
zoning it is my belief that a door is belng opened to give legal standings for a
protest of theses covenants. [ have also spoken BHI Floyd who is the land owner
and large farmer dircctly to the west of our family land. He too has very
restrictive covenants on his land as well and has stated that the land owned by
him will only be used for farming in the future as stipulated in his covenants.

The letter mailed out to the residents of affected land owners did not Hive
details of losses or gains by the change in the zoning to cach land owner, we
were told to attend a meeting where it would be explained. 1 pocrsonally had
other previous abligations and was not able to break them. I then stopped in at
the County office and spoke with first Melissa Kellem whao stated that all AFD
properties were not In the new propased changes. After pulling maps and
consulting with Peter S5tith she was shown that many of the proposed changes
were located on AFD properties. | was then told that | should write a letter to
the board of supervisors and or come to the March 11™ meeaeting and voice my
concerns. Again | will not be able 1o attend due o other County related

obllgations so | am sending in this letter.

I stopped by the same office on March 7" and Inquired with Peter stith if there
had been any change in the proposed zoning. He statad no, that it would be up
to the Board of Supervisors to make any changes. Peter did add that he had
spokeon with the Commissioner of Revenue and that she stated It did not matter
to her what the zonlng was to guallfy for the AFD. This also raises great cancern
to me due to having been told when we put our families land in to the AFD that
the land must be in an agriculture district or a forest district to gqualify. We wera
also told that the land must be used for farming. OQur land Is being used for
farming and currently in the County’s Shepsend AFD.
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1 do not understand how we do not need to be zoned agriculture now when we
did then. Is the AFD not a program set up by the state to be used by the
Counties? Who decides what the zoning of the land has to be?

I also understand that there are some residents of Northampton County that
wish all AFD’S be abolished. It is my belief that we must preserve Northampton
County’'s main source of revenue which is FARMING. With today’s economy the
only way many of our farmers are able to stay in business and pay the County
Taxes is by the use of the AFD program. Our previous Board members
attempted to preserve our farming as well as the Heritage of Virginia’s Eastern
Shore with the present zoning. Unfortunately with the present zoning there is
little to no room for change. | believe the current Board can see that some
change is needed to the current zoning plan.

1 think a revision of the zoning is in need to simplify what we are trying to
accomplish in our home land, not only to preserve what we have but to also
plane for our children’s future. We need to help our local people and preserve
our farmland that is bringing in the revenue that our county needs to survive.

Again | ask, please leave the current agriculture zoning in the sheppsend district
as it is. Thank you for taking the time to read and consider this.

A_l. Ferebee
2/11/2014
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Concerned Ci

West Birdsnest: and Trahsmeville; /
,  Historic Bridgetown ASEDGWC M .
é’dt‘mjdlm / FRY IR AT <

) :
Prasident: Margaret Chandlar (Sylvan Scen VAQN Gy
f s

President: Olester Manuel (West Birdsnoast ]

Street Captains: Keisha Elmandorf; Sherens Joseph (Trehameville) e = " gt
President: Rev. Debbie Lee Bryant (Historic Bridgetown Association)”™

*Vision Statement: All people in Svyivan Scene;, West Birdsnest, Treherneville; and the
Historic Bridgetown Association Inc. to live in peace and safetly, with a high
quality of life. (Vision for all Coalition nelghborhoods)

izans of Sylvan Scene

*Mission: To improve our quality of life by addressing and solving issues, getting
services, and doing projects which will enhance and spark neighborhood
revitalization and major improverments in our areas and finding resourcas to do
s50; to form partnerships, to reach our full potential. To become stable; pro-active;
functioning; safe; clean; peaceful;, sustainable; assthatically beautiful communities
with some self sufficiency. To empower the peopis.

*Issues addressed in Ceoalition meetings and walking tha neighborhood tailking to the
residents. We want the same ihings =0 we are combining here. Where there
are differences. we cite theni;

Land Use:
1.) To preserve and maintain the single family residential character; identity; integrity;
cultural heritage; boundaries; and ristorical significance of our area.
2. That single family residennai be or low-loweast intensin.
3.) Environmentally sensilive areas should be protactad
4.) Goal should be a decrease In averail residenlial densities. Request for increased
density should be denied.
5.) Existing development should be improved so it can maintain its value.
New construction should be safe and of high guality. Enhance housing
stock.

6.) MNeighborhood beautitfication effon:
7 No High - higher intensity antial usas. No fugh rise apartments. Trehermeaville
only is open to residential devalopmea . Exmore. They are open

to mix use, low-lowest residential and duplexes ke in New Road, Exmore.

8.) All commerclal shouid front Highway 13 and ba neighboarhood friendly: Conditions
should exist being:

low-lowest Intensity; minimal o low oaliic genar

ators: activilieas conducted in an
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enclosed building; hours of operation close by 9:00p.m.; lights directed inward;
urban design and landscaping---mara intense: proper buifers: noise controlled;
unkempt buildings conitrolled; solid ferncing back and sides when possible ;

strict trash compliance; trash bins enclosed; code enforcernant strict; small scale.
Any existing businesses, should they go out of business or leave, zoning should

be low-lowest intensily and a public hearlng should be required, if it is not low-
lowast intensity.

9.) High-High Intensity commercial and agricultural land uses should ba excluded
from our communities.

10.) Low-Lowest neighborhood friendly commercial businesses fronting

Highway 13 should be evaluated and assessed to determine its impact on the

community as it relates to zoning requirements; environmenial emissions,

land use; smoke; noise; littar; dust; odor; vibration; traffic; encroachment;

and anything else that would adversely affect the surrcunding residential

areas.

11.) That agricultural uses be of low-lowest intensity In our communitiss

12.) Churches are in our communities aind we welcome them

13.) Neighborhood schools in our communities should be recpened as
schools and Community Centers for the neignborhood. We support
using the schools in Machipongoe and Hare Valiey for Cormmunity
centers; public schools; and public parks. Nead recreational facilities.

Zoning

1.) Zoning in all the neighborhoods apart of the Coalition for Community Pride;

Progress; and Planning will be reviewsd and if changes are naeded and we

anticipate some to change, when we get there you will be informed. ,}'é?M(e;{’ MM/
Transportation | & ZW

1.) In the future, Sound barriers should be constructed in those areas, Sylvan

Scene; West Birdnest; Treharneville: otc in those areas where the

Interstate abuts residential deveaelopmeant.

2.) Bike Lanes should be incorporated on Highway 13 »
3.) Eliminate heavy truck traffic through residential areas, We are

sensitive to the fact that heavy trucks are used during the

agricultural season.

4.) Roads In Treherneville; Bridgetown: Sylvan Scene:; West Birdsneast;

and other areas need to be evaluated, as many of the siraeils need

to be resurfaced or rabuilt.

5.) Infrastructure improvemaents shnould be coordinated with iransportation
improvements.
6.) Speeding in the neighborhoods is a problem. Speed limits in

Trehernville; West Birsnest; Sylvan Scene: Bridgetown should be
25-30 miiles, include other areas in the Coalition aiso.
7.) Public Transportation is needad,

A - g =)
Ad WU it
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Some Urban Design features in our cormmunities:

1.) Create strong identities with the history. Presarve our history; landmarks;
cemeteries; historic areas.
a.) Historic Markers should be placed all over Northampton County where
identified. Rev. Debbie lLee Bryant is working on 5 now.

Create a sense of order and continuity.
Street Lighting
Tree Lined Streets
Bike Lanes
Edge Treatments betweeaen diffarent uses
Elimination of visual clutier
Banners
Sidewalks need to be expanded

10.) Preserve green space in our communities

11.) Neighborhood signs would be nice
12.) Trees planted in the median of Highway 13: Crepe Myrtles for exampie
13.) Safety is a high priority: a continuous pedestrian path and lighting. We need
infrastructure put into our communities. We
pay taxes and have no services.
14.) Standardize signs used

S o e N Y o

CRNOOAWN

Environmental:

The Eastern Shore is a highly sensitive environmental area. There is so much
that needs to be addressed environmentally. We want our communitias to be
sustainable with no environmental justice issuss. We want the residents informed of
emergency response plans and evacuation procedures. We recommend best
management practices in envircnmental concerns and agriculture and aquaculture.
Trash and debris needs to be cleanup from waterways: wetlands: neighborhoods;
and Highway 13. Groups need to adopt spots. Soil and groundwater should be
monitored. Air Pollution monitors should be installed to detect hazardous particles and
chemicals used. There should be a stormwater management plan in our areas and
proper drainage and sewage systems. Water Quality is a problem in our neighborhoods.
Most of us can't drink the water----this needs to be fixed.
Our areas probabiy have little or no infrastructure. Standards and Upgrades need

to be done. Cell-phone; Phone reception is terrible. Utility providers need io access
their equipment in our neighborhoods. Tree limbs need to be cut. :

To reduce the chance of increased air: soil; sewsr; and water poliution, we want
the enforcement of the existing County; State; Federal Environmental regulations.
Recycling should be encouraged. We seek piping of the ditches. Check the landfills for
groundwater contamination and unwanted chemicals. Check llegal dumping and
regulate burning------ fires.

SYERSURNLAN
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Beautify entrles into the Eastern Shore and enhance the wonderful views of water and
wetlands.

Safety
$:) More police hired
2.) More police visibllity In Treherneville; Weasl Sirdsnest; Bridgetown; Syivan Scene and
other areas in Northampton County, especially high crime areas.
3.) More Street Lighting
4.) Police enforce all laws

-

drugs; weapons; trespassing; gang violence; hate crimes; public drunkenness;
abandoned vehicles; teen delinguancy; shot hauses)

5.) Drugs and weapons sweeps should be done often in high crime areas

5.) legal activity will not be toleratad in our Black communities

7.) Police sub stations need to be placed in high crime arsas.

8) Adaquate fire protection and fire hydrants placed in our communities

9.) Response time for life threatening and in progress reports should be no more than 4
minutes in all neighborhoods.

10.) ANEC should assess the lighting levels in Northampton County and our areas.

11.) Address speeding in the neighborhoods.

12) Trees at the intersection of Sealy Road and Kates in the summer is an accident waiting
to happen. Trees north on Sealy al the curve nes

Weeaks St. needs attention also.

13) Form Neighborhood Waich gioups

14.) Need Drug Sweaeps in Treherneville and other high crime areas.
Public Education:

Will send School Board our recommendatons and concerns

Youth and Families

Working on neads for youth: seniors; and families

LHOUY =\ v
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Additional comments on Goals

Rev. Bryant has talked and met with residents from the 19 areas, so | have a pretty good
understanding of what the neighborhoods need and envision for their communities. So,
my commeants represents constituents, (Coalition for Community Pride; Progress; and
Planning). These are the major concems we have heard at our meetings.

1. Addressing and implementing programs lo lowsr the 21% poverty rate in Northampton
County is important. Providing services and improvements in neighborhoods.

2. Embracing sustainability on every laveal is important.

a. Addressing and not creating Environmental Justice issues is important.

4. MNorthampton County in compliance with all Siate; Federal laws is important.

5. Police visibility---more police patrois in hign crime areas is important Safety important.
(=8 Preserving the residential character of neignborhoods impaortant. Want low to lowest
intensity uses in residential character; preserving the historical significance.

e Want services and utility uparades in neighborhoods. Want drainage and stormwater
improvements. Want hydrants in communities. Adeqguate fire protection

8. Address blight but need to provide educational info to the neighborhood associations

and financial incentives should be made available to property owners Tor
improvements to their property. Address safely and aesthetic concerns. Mandatory
compliance should be limitad o safety issueas.

9. Reopening Machipongo Ji. High and otner naignborhood schools where possible
and using closed schools for Communily Centers and parks.

10. Against gentrification in African Amearican neighbaorhoods.

11. Speed Limits in some African American neighborhoods too high and need to be
lowered to 25. No heavy truck traific etc.

12. Neighborhood beautification efforts; landscaping; and proper buffering

13. No heavy or Intensa commesarcial; agriculture uses in our African American

communities. Neighborhood friendly businesses should be confined to R13 highway
frontage . Residents don't want businesses next door to them, aspecially where they
currently don't exist.

14. Affordable and decent nousing.

15. Having good jobs with good wages and benefits and job opportunities.

16. Adequate heath facilities.

17. Education is very impoirtai cspecially the siatus of the public education system and
opportunities and meaningful Waorkforce Davelopmant.

18. Zoning should reflect what the neighioorhoods | 8

19. Air pollution monitors should be placed in high agocultural areas by DEQ and

checked often for pollutants.
20. Drinking Water quality neads (o be gre

iy improvad and tasted often for

pollutants.

2%. Ground Water needs 1o be monitored by DEQ often for pollutants.
22, Adequate lighting in neignbornoods.

23. Street repaving and improvaments

24. Form partnerships to help improve naighborhoods.

25. Street Lighting
2
N Bt v =
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These are just some of the components of our neighborhood plan. We wish to meet with
our Planner and Supervisor about gelting grants for improvements in our communities.
We hope to mest with them this summer of 2012. We want to bring the 21% poverty rate
down, since most of it is in our communities.

Rev. Debbie Lea Bryant

Margaret Chandlar

Olester Manuel

Keisha Eimandorf

Sherana Joseph

and the other members of the Coalition for Community Pride; Progress; and Planning;
Concemead Citizens of Sylvan Scene; Weast Birdsnest, Treherneville; Historical
Bridgetown Association Inc.
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CONVMMENT SHEET

MNorthampton County Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHEET

MNorthampton County Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHEET

MNorthampton County Public Intformational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHEET

Northampton County Public Tnformational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHERET

M™Northampton County Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHEET

MNorthampton County Public Tnformational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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COMMENT SHERT

MNorthampton County Public Informational Meetings with regard to the proposed
Zoning Ordinance and Map. Please provide any comments below.
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Peter Stith

From: jwilllamsaco. narthamptonva.us
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 2:09 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith’

Subject: FW: Zoning Changes

From: Anne Sostowski [mailto:annesostowski@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 1:38 PM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Foning Changes

Dear Sir or Madam:

I strongly support the proposed changes to the Northampton County Zoning Ordinances. With the passing of
the year 2000 zoning changes that board of Supervisors did a disservice to the economic development of our
County. These present changes provides some hope for much needed future economic development and a
broadened tax base.

Warm Regards,

Anne M. Sostowski

13583 Solitude Trail

Machipongo, VA 23405
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Peter Stith

From: Jdwilliams@co.northampton.va.us
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 2:01 P
To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: Fw: Zoning Changes

From: Anne Sostowski [maIlbo:sostawskls@yahou.com]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 1:27 PM

To: info@co.northampton. va.us

Subject: Zoning Changes

Drear Sir:
Please pass along my support of the p d cl to the Nork Countly Zoming Ordinance to the Board of

Supervisors. These changes are the first steps of positive economic development to bring more jobs to our county and broaden the tax
base. It's a bal d, si 13 1 app b to our local emdinances giving owners more say in their properties and allow sensible growth
and thus more jobs to the poorest County in Virginia. A better cconomy will allow more of our children and grandchildren to settle in
the area as jobs would be more readily available,

Sinceroly,

C. Michael Sostowski

13583 Solitude Trail

Machipongo, VA 23405
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Peter Stith

From: Jwilliams@ co.northampton.va.us

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:37 PM

To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: FW: Narthampton Caunty Planned Rezoning Actions

From: Joe & Sally vValentine [mailto:marker34@varizon.net]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 11:57 AM

To: info@@co.northampton.va.us; liemond@co.northampton.va.us

Cc: 'Elaine K. N. Mail ANPDC *; 'Curtis Smith'; Jay Ford; Tony Plcardi; Tatum Ford; ‘Robert Crockett'; ‘Steve Miner*

Subject: Northampton County Planned Rezoning Actions

While | am an Accomack County resident, | utilize many of the parks and bays of Northampton
County for recreation, fishing, ete. | am very concerned that the proposed changes to Northampton's
zoning code disregard many concerns for the environment in favor of commercial interests.
Accomack and Northampton are very unigue environmental areas and need to be preserved. | am
particularly concerned on the range of zoning modifications that will jeopardize the gains made
Shore-wide in reducing pollution/runoff going into the seaside bays, e.g., reduced agricultural field
setbacks from shore and wetlands; reduced setbacks on manure storage; increased residential
density/added septic fields/added impervious surfaces, etc. Pollution destabilizes the bays and the
bays are vital to our economy and our way of life

Please add my namae to the list of residents of the Eastern Shore who believe you should reconsider
what the proposed zoning changes are doing to the environment from a Shore wide perspective.

Joseph Valentine
Onancock, WA
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Peter Stith

jwilliams@co.northampton.va.us

From:

Sent: Monday, March 10, 20141 1:03 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: FW: Proposed zoning change

From: jan hogeboom [mailto:janhogeboom@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:29 PM

Teo: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Proposed zoning change

To Whom It May Concern:

properties in Northampton County) and the Waverly Property Owners Assn of

On behalf of myself (owner of 2
pletely support the proposed zoning changes being voted on tomorrow

which [ am an officer and director, T com
» Tuesday, March 11, 2014,

Sincerely,
Jan Hogeboom

for Seagrape Holdings, LLC
& Waverly Property Owners Assn
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Peter Stith

Jwillisms@co.northampton.va.us

From:

Sant: Monday, March 10, 2014 1:03 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: FwW: Proposed Zoning Changes

From: tomcolombo@comcast.net [mailto:tomcelombo@eamceast. nat]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:55 PM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subjeck: Proposed Zoning Changes

Clarence Lyons and I want to express our complete support for the new proposed zoning changes.

We have a home in Sugar Hill, and have seen how the current zoning laws have hurt Northampton County by
eliminating any chance for businesses to be successful and grow. Even property asscssments have decreased by
over 35% under the current zoning. When you drive through Accomac County, you see new growih, and an
econormy that is growing. Then you come to Northampton County, and you see storefront after storefiront closed
and vacant, homes in disrepair and collapsing, and no opportunities for good-paying jobs. And the fact that the
new hospital is being built in Accomac County, instead of MNorthampton County indicates just how serious the
problem has become. That is what the current zoning laws has brought to Northampton County.

Passing the new =zoning proposals will be a good first step in turning around years of lost growth and busincss
apportunities. The new proposals should also be coupled with an aggressive =irategy to attract new business and
new residents in order to end the decay and stagnation you see all over MNorthamptom County.

Respoctiully,

Thomas A. Colombo

Clarence E. Lyons

Property owners at 1719 Sand Hill Drive
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Peter Stith

Jwilliams@ co.narthampton.va.us

From:

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 4:36 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: FW: Mew County Zoning

From: Kay Lewis [mallto:margaretklewis@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 4:25 PM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: New County Zoning

Attention:
Northampton County Board of Supervisors
MNorthampton County Economic Director

As a property owner in Northampton County | just wanted to comment on the new
proposed zoning changes. | was excited to hear that the County is considering changing
the zoning on Rt. 13 back to commercial zoning. Living in a County that is one of the
poorest in Virginia and having the current zoning is economically disastrous to both county
residents and anyone considering moving to our area. To revise the current plan to allow
for some commercial development on Rt. 13 would not only help the County in revenue
but encourage people considering our location that they would have some shopping and
recreation opportunities. Not to mention what the taxes from such business would offer the
County. Maybe then we could consider building a new middle school. Are at least it would
allow more tax dollars for our schools to use to bring our children up to pare with other

areas on the educational scale.

The poverty here in Northampton County is heartbreaking. When you have people willing
to work but not able to find a job to support their family its a sad situation when the County
could allow business to come in that would allow people to rise fram poverty. Accomack
County has so many more job opportunities for their residents.

Its no wonder our hospital is moving to Accomack County, a county that seems to wark
with their residents to promote growth while keeping just enough guidelines in place to
make Accomack County a place that is very inviting to work and live.

To be able to build a guest house on one's own property should be a given, but it's not the
case with the current zoning. | believe this change would benefit our County as well. Why
not try to work on resolutions to promote good feelings with County residents instead of
ruling like a dictatorship and taking the joy out of owning ones own property. Some of the
current zoning is really stringent, loosening some of those holds on people and their

1
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property will make our County a place where we want to live and a place where others will
not fear living due to dictatorship zoning.

Glad to see someone has the courage to promote new changes, that are long over duec.
Sounds like we are finally going to get much needed help. Onward!

Sincerely,

Margaret Lewis

6026 Woodland Lane
Cape Charles, VA 23310
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To: Beard of Supervisors, Narthampton County

P writing to strongly ohject to many of the Items in the proposed Northampton zoning regulations
and to the pracess or lack thereof that has led to its creation.

The lack of opportunity for Input fram the public and the local planning commission is in stark
eontrast to the creatlon of prior zoning changes that have included extensive input from both the public
and plarnming commission before a final zoning amendment code was propased or implemented. It
almost appears that the Board of Supervisors desired to keep outside input to a minimum since many of
the changes suggested in the proposed ordinance would create candi ns that would contradict the
desires of the public as expressed thru their input In creating prior zoning ordinances and the county’s

comprehensive plan.

pt to encourage residential development thru the use of PUDS, reduced
[ot size, reduced setbacks, etc. in or adjacent to environmentally sensitive areas would lead ta a
deterioration of water quality seriously damaging our important aguaculturs Industry. The reversal of
the Chesapeake Bay Act setbacks on the seaside has the potential to cause significant envirenmental
deterioration. This removal flles in the face of state and federal recommendations for dealing with the
threat of sea lavel rise. Whila most ather areas are hastening to create greater setbacks fram state
waters Morthampton Supervisors choose to go in the opposite direction.

What seems to be an attemn

Lacking in the zoning changes is any regard to provide far affordable housing fur many of
Naorthampton residents who are unable to afford the expensive homes that developers hope will begin
sprouting if the proposed zoning plan becomes reality. The total elfmination of xaning for single wide
dwellings in any residential districts Is a major blow 1o those unable to afford maore expensive housing.

ificati f o o a te durt
baoom and subsequent bugt. The adoption of many parts of the proposed ordinance would assure the

continuation of that trend.

The elimination of the waterfront hamlet designation shows a total disregard for malntaining the .
special flavar and significance of our small waterfront communities. The result of adopting the
proposed zoning for those areas can anly lead to greater population density in what are flood prone and

environmentally sensitive areas.

For the afore mentioned and many other reasons | hope the board will consider altering their
Proposed new zoning code. | request that this communication be entered in the proceedings of the

March 11" meeting.
Slnc: rely, : i

Bowdoin Wise Lusk
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Charles McSwain
——————

From: Pamela Barefool <barefoot@baybeyond.net=
Sent: Sunday, March 09, 2014 4:02 PhM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Ce: MMecSwain, Charles

Subject: written comment for upeaming hearing

March 9, 2014

TO: The Northampton County Board of Supervisors
FROM: Pamela Barefoot
RE: Proposed Zoning Revisions

If there’s one thing I've learned since | moved here nearly 35 years ago, it's that Fastern Shore folks want their voices
heard. We want to know that we are involved, that we are helping to make a difference. | support the folks who signed
the petition and its intent. We do not want the Eastern Shore to iose its Golden Egg. our amazing environment.
However, I did not sign the petition requesting that Northampton County “slow down” because | do not want the
County to slow down. | fear that by slowing progress, more and more time will pass and small business owners will
suffer, and the opportunity we have to promote tourism and improve our economy in other ways will be lost.

Does Nerthampton County need to slow down? The State of Virginia Code says that “reasonable consideration” be given
to a comprehensive plan when drafting zoning ordinances. It is not an absolute requirement. Our County’s population is
shrinking-—wae stand to lose a lot of jobs and supplemental income when the hospital moves out of the County. The

County cannot afford to dilly dally.

There are some who might say that | am being selfish in not signing the petition.._and in a way, | am. The Virginia
Outdoors Act noted that the Eastern Shore needs to provide maore waterfront accommodations far visitors. My husband
and ! have been waiting for two years for a zoning change which would allow us to rent out an accessory building to
Lourists, but since we own less than 20 acres, we do not have the right. My personal business has suffered greatly in this
recession, and | cannot afford to wait several more years to have a right which others already enjoy through their

“grandfathered” status.

I would like ta see Northampton County push forward with zoning changes that will help its citizens and improve the
economy, and if necessary, set aside decisions on controversial changes that are causing so much concern. Give county
residents and property owners a chance to understand what you are trying to do, and give them a voice in changes that
could have major impacts. | don’t think everything has to be done at once, so keep pushing forward and don’t slow
down the wheels, now that they have started turning.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sinceraly,

Pamela Barefoot
Jamesville VA
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TURNERSE TURNER
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

T6d464 COURTH IOUSE ROAD, SUILTE 201

C. A TURMNER. JR. (1917 - 2003)

C. A TURMER, ID P.O. BOX 878

CELA J. BURGE EBEASTVILLE, VIRGITNIA 23347

ATTIA B BURGER pr— "
FET-6TB-T249 — TACSIMILE

FET-6TB-5448 - TELEPFHONE
March 10, 2014

Charles McSwain

Director of Economic Development & Planning
P. O. Box 538

Eastville, VA 23347

Re: Proposed re-zoning of tax parcels 84-A-55, -55B, and =550, Northampton County;
Owur file # 1764

Decar Charles:

1 am writing on behalf of our client, William W. Prettyman, to present his request for
consideration of the above-referenced tax parcels to be included in the proposed 2014 zoning
map in the R-1 zone. While these parcels were zoned “Agriculturs” in the 2009 comprehensive
rezoning by Northampton County. there are scveral compelling factors which support their
inclusion into the proposed new R-1 zoning district.

These parcels adjoin the Town of Cheriton and are key parcels for consideration in utility
planning, which Mr. Prettyman would support. In the absence of a town edge district, the logical
transition between the Town and the developed lots on the West (currently zoned CDRR) is to
include the Prettyman parcels in the R-1 zone, as a transition to the existing residential
development and proposed R-3 =oning to the west of thesc parcels.

These parcels are sandwiched between the existing residential development on Bellevue
Lane and Townfield Drive, and the Town border, so performance standards such as buffers
would not be needed. By including these parcels in the R-1 zone, proper infill arcas would be
identified between the Town and proposed R-3 with existing development, rather than leaving a
gaping hole between them. It appears that approximately 40 lots already exist in proposed R-3
zone to the west of Mr. Prettyman’s parcels, approximately 20 of which are already developed
with single family residences. These developed parcels, although slated for R-3 zoning, appear to
consist primarily of lots that are approximately one acre in size. The current Town Zoning
immediately adjacent to the east is R-20. Therefore, there is adeqguate and complementary
acrcage to incorporate with the proposed R-3 to the west and existing Town zoning allowing
20,000 square foot lots to the east.

It is also relevant that the acreage lying to the south of these parcels, Tax Map Parcel #°s
84-A-57, -57A and -5B, are residential parcels (two having already been improved with
residential structures in the past) consisting of approximately 1.84 acres, 3.64 acres, and 3.46
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acres, respectively, which would be consistent with a similar zoning designation being applied to
Mr. Prettyman’s adjacent parcels.

1 greatly appreciate your consideration of this request to include these parcels in the
requested zones as a part of the proposed re-zoning currently being undertaken by the County.

TURNER & TURNER

Coora

C. A. Tumer, 111

CATiii/cb
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Peter Stith

From: john ferebee =ferebee2006@yahoo.com=
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 5:13 PiM

To: pstithd@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: zoning

Dear Mr. Stith,

Please forward the following request from Ferebee Enterprise to the members of the county
board of supervisors that we formally request that our land tax map 30-A-86, 30-A-85, 30-A-84 be
adjusted to commercial as this is our present and future use of this land. Please see that this is put
into the public record.

Thank you,

John Ferebee Sr.
Scott Ferebee
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Peter Stith

—
From: abennett@co.northampton.va.us
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 9:11 AM
To: "Peter Stith'

Subject: W County zoning changes

————— Original Message-----
From: Stephen Thomas [mailto:bunkwood2 @ verizon.net)
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 8:39 AM

To: obennett@co.northampton.va.us

Sublect: County zoning changes

Dear Mr. Bennett

I am in total opposition to any changes to the rural waterfront village designation. The village of WIllis Wharf spent many
days working on cur village vision. We are happy with it and wish to keep it that way.

| also oppose any change to the village hamlet or residential increased density and no neighbor notice.

Thank you and please include in the public record.

Steve & Judie Thomas

4225 Willis Wharf Road

Willis Whartf, VA 224826

Steve T - Sent from my iPad
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Peter Stith

From: Jwilliams@@ co.northampton.va.us

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 9:44 AM

To: 'Peter Stith”

Subject: FwW: MNorthampton County Economic Development Department

From: Ram Tanamy [maillo:rtanamy@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 9:23 AM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Northampton County Economic Development Department

Hello,

We are one of the owners of Waverly property. We bought the property in 2005 with the intention of
moving to the area when the area will be more developed.

| heard about this hearing last night. | hope you will have more balance approach in providing zoning
that it is also pro growth.

Thank you for your sarvice.

Ram Tanamy
Pra=zident & CEO
Cathmail

http: 7/ w

(917) —a97-
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Charles McSwain

From: jwilliams@co.northampton.va.us

Sent: Sunday, March 02, 2014 2:49 PhM

To: ‘Charles McSwain'

Subject: FW: Morthampton County Planned Rezoning Actions

From: Dick Pearsall [n%iﬂ:mdlﬁmeatsall@mﬂmnmgﬂ
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:0Z PM -

To: infofco.narthampton.va.us; [lemond@co.northampton.va.us

Cc: 'Steve Miner'; 'Curtis Smith':’ Elaine K. N. Me=il ANPDC ; "Tatum Ford’; Capt Dave Steward; Robert Crockett; 'Roberta
Kellam’

Subject: Naorthampton County Planned Rezoning Actions

Sir - I know as an Accomack County resident I am not alone in my concern relative to many of the planned
actions attendant to your county rezoning effort. 1 am particularly concerned on the range of zoning
modifications that will jeopardize the gains made Shore-wide in reducing pollution/runoff going into the Bay,
e. ., reduced agricultural field setbacks from shore & wetlands; reduced setbacks on manure storage: increasad
residential density/added septic fields/added impervious surfaces, ete.

One would have to ask what is the singular motivation driving what appears to be wholesale disregard lor the
long term health of the Chesapeake Bay? Please carefully reconsider the depth and scope of the proposed
changes from a Shore-wide perspective. Thank yvou. s/Richard Pearsall, Captain TJST™ (ret)

Richard (Dick) Pearsall

3 Market St

Onancock, VA 23417
F57-787-1589 (H)
T57-679-8920 (C)
dickpearsall@verizon.net

Meobile email: rpearsallO6@gmail.com
"Dorn't Tread Onr Mel'"
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March 11, 2014

Comments from the Town Council of Eastville to the Northampton County Board of Supervisors

Re: proposed changes to the county Zoning Ordinance

We request that these comments be read into the Public Hearing Minutes.

The Town Council of Eastville cannot support the proposed elimination of the Town Edge
Diistrict for the following reasons:

The Land Use Plan of the adopted Comprehensive Plan clearly reflects community-wide
support for residential and neighborhood commercial uses adjacent to existing towns, as
incorporated in current Town Edge Uses

Both the Comprehensive Plan and current Zoning Ordinance direct that Town Edge
development be compatible with adjacent incorporated Towns

The Towns were not advised of, or included in the decision to propose removal of Town
Edge Districts from the Zoning Code. although the Towns participated in the creation of
those Districts

The proposcd Uses, usually By Right, for areas adjacent to towns, and the greatly
reduced setbacks for Commercial, Institutional, Recreational and Industrial Uses, are not
in accord with both the goals and the strategies of the county’s adopted Comprehensive
Plan for land use adjacent to incorporated 1Towns

Our town has previously expressed the need to funnel development into town, and
maintain our town view shed

We appreciate consideration of our position on this matter.

Sincerely,

j __)@Q_,%—ﬁ P g
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Peter Stith

Mary Jane Dodson =marylanedodson@verizon.nets

From:

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 10:47 AbA

To: E Mellisa Kellam; pstith@ co.northampton.va.us
Cc: David A. Handzo

Subject: comments on zoning in our farm

Hi Melissa and Pelea:

Would appreciate it if you would include this request/comments “in the record” for action in the context of
the proposed zoning revision and public hearings:

Three of our lots are proposed to be re-zoned from Ag to R-5, although they are one acre lots. Wae ask that
the entire farm remain Ag zoning, all 8 lots, as that is our intended use and we don’t want the complications of
certain lots being zoned differently while still part of the same farm parcel. Thus, tax map 12 — 23-BLK-00 lots
001 through 002 should all remain full Ag zoning. Thank you!

Occohannock Family Farm LLC

PO Box 215
Jamesville, Virginia 233298 submitted by sole owners Mary lane Dodson and David Handzo
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Peter Stith

5s

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Dear Melissa Kellam & Pete Stith,

Steve Stewart <=sstewart706& gmail.com=>

Tuesday, March 11, 2014 12:02 PM

Melissa Kellam; pstith@co.northampton.va.us
sstewart706 @gmail.com

NMorthampton County Proposed Zoning Code Change

Robert Steven Stewart & loy WM. Stewart property owners at 7260 Otter Road Franktown, VA 23354 suppart and agree
with the proposed zoning change of our property from AG Agriculture Zone to R2 Residential — 2 Zone.

Please let me know if there is an additional form or process | need to use to record our support of the rezoning of cur
property fram AG Agriculture to R3 Residential — 3.

If you have time please confirm you received this document.

Thank you for your support.
Sincerely,

Steve & loy Stewart

/260 Otter Road

Franktown, VA 23354

Email sstewart706@ gmail.cam
Cell # 410 259 2053
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jw[lliams@co.noﬂhampton.va.us

From: Jwilllams@Eco.northampton.va.us
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 12:28 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith’®

Subject: FwWW: Northampton County Zoning
----- Original Message-----

From: James Doyle [mailto:elvod@cox.net]

Sant: Tuesday, March 11, 2814 11:33 AM
To: infofco.northampton.va,us
Subject: Northampton County Zoning

I am sorry I will be unable to attend the Northampton County Zoning meeting this evening.

I have rewviewed the proposed zoning ordnance and agree that change is dindeed regquired to Lhe
existing code and would be in the best interest of the landowners and Northampton County.

Jamas A Doyle
J&M Entity LLC
Manager
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March 10, 2014
Dear Northampton County Board of Supervisors,

This letter is to support the new proposed zoning. | have been a full time resident of Northamplton County
for almost 20 years. | have a High school Senior at Morthampton {who probably can’t wait to move off the
Shore) and a 4™ grade home schooled daughter. In this County, | have found it necessary to work two jobs
for the last six years to make ends meet.

Being a Real Estate professional for almost 18 years, | have followed zoning issues very carefully and have
attended many of the Public Hearings, Planning Committee Meetings and Board of Supervisors Meetings.
| have dealt with many complicated needs of customers and clients buying properties in Northampton
County. | have seaen many retirees from out of the area get frustrated with complications and limitations
to what they would like to do with their properties and decide not to move te our area. | have dealt with
nice people loving the area and wantiing to start a business hére only to run Into tedious difficulties in
being able to do so.

| do not believe that our county can survive on the taxation of residential property only. And even if that
were the case it needs to encourage people to Invest in their properties and feel good about it when they
do so. They should also have reasonahble services available to them. But in addition to residential property
taxation we need a better tax base that only comes with encouragement of business and
entrepreneurship. We need to encourage people and businesses to come here and invest.

| moved here from a rural, agricultural area that was well planned and thrived on tourism and the
appreciation of the area’s natural beauty. | do not want to see the this County overrun from toll gate to
Exmore with wall to wall businesses but we do need to smartly select areas on Rt. 13 near the established
towns where people can stop and have services and products available to them. (Spend their money). If
they stop they will explore the surrounding areas. We need to do this smartly and tastefully, in character
with the Eastern Shore.

This new Zoning is a step in the right direction. It simplifies the zoning and also helps property owners to
better be able to enjoy and use their property. The old zoning crippled businesses and stomped on
personal property rights. It is time to lighten up for the benefit of the residents of Northampton County.
Please move forward and approve the new proposed zoning.

Best Regards,

Pusharf . fll Do

michael AL Killebrew

B8 76 Chevrvystone R
Cape Charles VA 2330
IS T BRI IGPS

LE7E - L3222 el
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March 10, 2014

Capieray

=, — e —

Morthampton Board of Supervisors
MNMorthampton Economic Director

To Wwhom it may Concern:

I want to express my support for the new proposed zoning changes and ask that they be adopted. |
believe this will be a step in in a direction to move forward and turn arcound what the old zoning laws
has brought forth for Morthampton County. They have had a negative impact on the county in every
aspect resulting In higher taxes; more red tape restricted use of one’s owns property, both personal and
commercial. Driving down Route 13 leaving Accomack County entering Morthampton County speaks to
the disrepair and the lack of opportunities available In this county.,

Mow is the time to get our county moving in a positive direction and supporting the new proposed
changes.

ank You for your time and interest,
o — - >
m-sﬁcﬁ_ﬁ&ﬂig—&;

Gerry Forb

©a Bose G2l
ot e
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Please enter this into the PUBLIC RECORD for the Hearing on Mar 11, 2014

Regarding the BOS presentation of a new zoning ordinance;

The citizens of Northampton County have had NO part in the creation of this proposal.
There were no public work sessions to discuss the current proposal such as the head of
the Planning Office had during the last zoning change several years ago. The public
information session you advertised was a sham. It was obviously set up to focus my
attention on my own property and not look at the changes to the character of the county
as a whole. There were no qualified or experienced planners to justify or explain why
the proposed changes are necessary. The only individual that had some certification
and almost no experience was very focused on presenting a pretty map display. The
leader of this group obviously has absolutely no planning experience and seems simply
to be following the dictates of the BOS who also have no planning experience.

While there are some minor improvements made to the current ordinance, this proposal,
on the whole, is a grossly flawed document that will pit neighbor against neighbor and
create a lot of disruption and animosity among citizens by eliminating the notification of
a neighbor in advance of activities that may not be compatible with the existing
character of the area.

The time saved not processing special use permits will most likely be spent by the BOS
listening to angry neighbors at war with each other if this document is passed. This is
not a land use document; it is a land MIS-USE document. All the protections that
would create an environment to be enjoyed by everybody are being eliminated.
Residential densities are increased, and an abnormally large amount of animal keeping,
53 total, can be located 10 feet from a neighbor's property. This is nol reasonable with
many properties in R-5 not having an area of 5 acres. 1192 ft wind turbines are allowed
to be placed by right 179 feet from a neighbor's property line in residential areas without
notification of adjacent property owners or any consideration of blade flicker. R-1
setback from a property line of 179 fest is physically impossible. This is a setup for all
the paperwork and variance hearings that you are trying to avoid. Manure and animal
waste storage piles are permitted by right 200 feet in a zoned agricultural area adjacent
to a residential property. This does not display a iot of common sense and clear
thinking. Who would want to live in a place like that? Where are we headed with this,
what is the vision? We have a unique area here that is a little paradise and you are
about to destroy this with a stroke of your pen. Please, think about it.

How about revising this process and giving the taxpayers of this county a stake in their
future? You reference NCC Chapter 158 Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas but as of
today there is no Chapter 158. The voluminous references in the proposal are far more
confusing than the current ordinance. The ease of understanding this proposal is like
understanding the IRS Tax code!

Ve resent being dictated to by county staff and the Board of Supervisors who are
opearating under a very thin veil of their selected special interest groups.

The BOS has an obligation to ensure the health and welfare of all its citizens. | urge you
to take this obligation seriously and work WITH us. We might be rural but we are not
dumb.

£
Ruth Mevers, Jamesville
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Please make the following part of the Public Record ; 6 l
For the Zoning hearing on 11 Mar 2014 from RH Meyers, Exmore.

1. Heailth Problems from residences too close to Industrial Wind Turbines.

The last information | submitted on the health problem was given to the
Chairman of the BOS and copied to the Administrator on Feb 5™ last year. That
document is attached. It is testimony by Dr. Sandy Reider to the Vermont Senate
Committee on Energy & Natural Resources about the adverse health effects he has
documented from his patients in Vermont resulting from Industrial Wind Turbines being
too close to residences. At that same time the planning staff had started rewriting the
current rezoning proposal. | was told that the document from Dr. Reider was placed in
the meeting packets for the BOS but it was never acknowledged in the minutes.

Under the proposed ZO, the 5§71 ft high turbines currently awaiting permits would have
a set back of only B57 ft to a neighbor's property line. That is less than haif the setback
distance which resulted in the documented health problems described by Dr. Reider
and onily 16% of the generally accepted minimum safe distance of one mile from
residences. The PCB Bank in Eastville is just one mile from the nearest plannaed 571 ft
turbine.

The ZO proposed setback has been made by individuals who have no basic
understanding of the well documented health problems, world wide, that result from
allowing large turbines too close to residential dwellings. Since the presentation tonight
addresses the Va Code, and states this proposal is in compliance, consider the
paragraph immediately prior to the quoted code, 15.2- 2283 that states:

Zoning ordinances shall be for the general purpose of promoting the health, safety or
general welfare of the public.

Maybe these setbacks were made by individuals who do not take the Virginia code
seriously. The term incompetency could be applied to either of these situations.

I urge you to correct this error and use the zoning code to address the real health risks
to many Northampton citizens if there is not adequate distance between Industrial Wind
Turbines and residences.

2. irrigation Ponds. .
The county staff, with demonstrated lack of knowledge and background, has attermpted
to establish regulsations for agricultural irrigation ponds that do not address the
requirements by the well established USDA-NRCS Code 378 that is the construction
guideline in our existing ordinance. | can guarantee that the USDA has far more
expertise than the county staff. At the same time the staff has fallen into the trap of
setting a depth of 12 feet for creating a non agricultural pond. There are places in the
county where the ground water is below 12 feet during the year. The current zoning
addresses this fact and the guidelines were established with the help of DEQ. At one of
the early presentations, | brought this fact to the attention of a leading member of the
county staff who had no knowledge of the background of the current ordinance. This
input has been ignored as evidenced by the current proposal. With your proposal, you
will allow construction that, with high probability, can pollute the Columbia aquifer from
which many draw their drinking water. And now, we are back to ignoring the Health.
Safety and General Welfare of the public.

Pt e
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SANDY REIDER MD

PO BOX 10

EAST BURKE, VT 05832
802-626-6007
sandyreider@yahoo.com

TESTIMONY SENATE ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 1/31/13

Good morning, thanks very much for the opportunity to speak about some clinical
observations regarding the health impacts of living in close proximity to large wind
turbines.

My name is Sandy Reider ...... since graduation from Harvard Medical School in 1971
1 have practiced more or less continuously in VT in various capacities, most recently
for the past 17 years in a primary care setting in Lyndonville.

In the brief time | have, I'd simply like to share some of my clinical observations and
impressions regarding the health impacts related to living near these turbines and
leave a review of the available science to others ( parenthetically, T am delighted you
will be hearing from Stephen Ambrose because it was his on site Falmouth, MA
study that I selected to pass on to Commissioner Chen when he came to speak in
Newark this past summer ).

At this point | have seen 6 persons in my office with symptoms that seem to stem
from these turbines, but for the sake of clarity and brevity, I will describe just one
case in detail ... keeping in mind that the symptoms described by all those I have
seen are guite similar and characteristic of what has become known, somewhat
euphemistically, as Wind Turbine Syndrome.

This was my first patient who turned out to suffer from this syndrome, and | must
say that it took a few months for us to connect the dots. He was a healthy 33 vo man
wha 1 had treated for several years and knew guite well. Ile had no preexisting
medical problems, took no prescription meds, was happily married ( no children ),
and had lived in his home for several years before a single NPS 162 foot wind
turbine was installed in the late autumn of 2011, approximately 1800 feet from his
residence. At the time of installation he paid no attention at all to the turbine and
had no particular feelings about it one way or the other, aesthetic or otherwise.
About 3 weeks after the installation he began to experience quite severe insomnia,
something he had never dealt with before, and he had no clue why. e worked at
home and spent most of his days as well as all nights there, unlike his wife who
worked in Newport and was gone most days . He complained of abrupt waking 30-
40 times a night, like a startle reflex, associated anxiety and panic. As a result he was
almost never able to fall into a deep restful sleep, very distressing for someone used
to sleeping soundly for 10-11 hours every night. Additionally he developed a kind of
pressure headache, ringing in his ears, and slight dizziness, and nausea. These
symptoms weren’t constant but varied from day to day ( eventually discovered to be
related to wind speed and direction }. His ability to concentrate diminished and it
became difficult to get his work as a financial advisor done, as well as feeling
irritable and somewhat depressed.

On his 3™ visit over 6-8 weeks during the spring of 2012, he quite emphatically
declared that he was experiencing something called WTS. At the time I inwardly

Health Problems related to IWT’s S. Reider, MD Page 1 of 3
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rolled my eyes, but after conducting some research, I decided it might just be
possible. To test this hypothesis, he and his wife went on a 3 week vacation, and
within 1-2 days of being away from home, ALL his symptoms resolved. On return,
the same distressing sensations gradually returned. This amelioration when away
was confirmed dozens of times ... he became aware that when the wind was coming
out of the north or northwest he was particularly affected, and so arranged to sleep
at a friend’s house on those nights .... Generally he spent 3-4 nights away from home
throughout the spring and summer of 2012, and on those nights felt and slept well.
Interestingly, at no time at home did he actually hear any noise ... his distress was
likely the reflection of very low frequency sound/vibration, sound below the audible
range.

In trying to compare this to something in my own experience, the closest image that
comes to mind is that of a teenager driving around in the spring with those big bass
speakers in the trunk of his car .... a rhythmic thumping that can be sensed, and felt,
from over a block away, while the rest of the higher frequency musical tones cannot
be heard at all. Most patients have complained about audible noise as well as a
rhythmic Aickering shadow as the turbine blade crosses the sun, also the rhythmic
flashing glare from the reflection of the sun on the blades ( such flickering lights are
known in the medical literature to precipitate seizures in susceptible individuals ),
and these are of course significant, but I have chosen to describe this case because
so little attention has been given to inaudible low frequency vibration.

My patient was fortunate, he and his wife were able to afford to abandon their
home, and they are now living happily far from any wind turbine and feeling quite
well.

As 1 said, I have seen 5 other individuals with similar syndromes, and it easy to
imagine how this state could easily presage more chronic illness .... depression,
anxiety, high blood pressure. chronic headaches, the list goes on ... and all the
pharmaceutical drugs that these maladies might eventually necessitate. I would be
concerned for those whose nervous systems are sensitive and vulnerable .... infants
and small children, children with ADHD or autism spectrum syndromes, those with
preexisting ear problems or prone to motion sickness, and constitutionally nervous
adults. | know you will hear stories this morning from Vermonters who have already
been directly impacted, and they should be taken seriously, not dismissed and
ignored by our politicians and health department. The old saw that a doctor’'s best
teacher is his patient is true and obviously applicable here.

From a purely clinical perspective, the acoustic trauma produced by large wind
rurbines is real and significant, and that this makes the siting of these turbines
especially critical. Keep in mind that the turbine affecting the person 1 described
previously is only 160 feet high, whereas the turbines already spinning in Lowell
and Sheffield are about 450 feet high, and those proposed for the
Newark/Brighton/Ferdinand project are close to 500 feet. 1 note that a minimal
setback of 1 mile from the nearest residence is specified in S.30 , but due to the great
variety of atmaspheric conditions and geography in VT, and after review of the
literature, 1 suspect even this is inadequate to protect health.

I am surprised that in the bill there is no specific mention of the adverse health
effects experienced by people living close to these turbines, though “guality of life”
comes close. These health effects are more than annoyances, an intentionally

Health Problems related to IWT's S. Reider, MD Papge 2 of 3
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misleading descriptor used in much of the industry literature to characterize the
symptoms. A typical annoyance or nuisance might be something like black flies
buzzing around your head, whereas these vibratory and acoustic effects are
qualitatively and guantitatively different. Describing them as an merely as
annoyance intentionally minimizes their significance and is a disservice and
demeaning to those who experience them. What about “chronic vestibulo-acoustic
trauma syndrome” ... we certainly need better science, and more study is needed.
I believe these health impacts should be specifically cited in the bill, with a
recommendation directing the VT Department of Health to adopt a more direct,
transparent, and proactive role in the public health issues raised by these huge
turhines,

I fully support a moratorium on industrial wind development until we understand
clearly the sacrifices we are asking of our citizens, and of the complex ecology of our
sensitive and beautiful ridgelines.

Thank you.
SOME USEFUL ( and brief) LINKS AND REFERENCES :

- e enAm
by-surprise- —the- of-
2 = now-finally-the-truth-laid-bare/

Wind Turbine Syndrome: a report on a natural experiment, by Nina
Pierpont MD, PhD ( not so brief, but informative )

Sandy Reider MD

PO Box 10

East Burke, VT
802-626-6007
sandyreider@yahoo.com
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Subij: Re: Information to submit to BOS i g ~
Date: /1042014 4:58:16 P.M. Eastern Daylight Time [y 48 &e hdﬁf G"F
From: meyersrhffverizon. net
To: HasonBocRanl.com s
Ms. Coker, f;.cm.

il
All documents are correct. Please submit them all for the record and prefaced by the following:

The last information | submitted on the health problem was given to the Chairman of the BOS and
copied to the Administrator one year ago at the same time the planning staff started rewriting the
current rezoning proposal. | was told that the document from Dr. Reider's testimony to the Vermont
Senate Committee on Energy & Natural Resources was placed in the meesting packets for the BOS
but it was never acknowledged in the minutes,

Under the proposed 20, the 571 ft high turbines currently awaiting permits would have a set back of
only 857 ft to a neighbor's property line. That is less than half the setback distance which resulted in
the documented health problems described by Dr. Reider and only 16% of the the generally
accepted minimum safe distance of one mile from residences. The PCB Bank in Eastville is just one
mile from the nearest plannad 571 ft turbine.

The ZO proposed setback has been made by incompetent individuals, who have no basic
understanding of the well documented health problems, worid wide, that result from allowing large
turbines too close to residential dwellings. | urge you to correct this error and use the zoning code to
address the real health risks to many Northampton citizens.

RH Meyers
Exmore

©On 03/M10/14, NasonB9gRaal.com wrote:

Dear Mr. Meyears,

1 will be submitting correspondence on your behalf, to the MNorhampton County Board of Supsrvkmrs as per your request. This
to s you have relatad to the heailth effects of wind turbin

that the wcae that you have that | the foll /il

4/26/2013 Eanull to me mo? '\Niim Turblnaa in \_yalorlcwm NY™ which includes an article sent to Willic Randall on April 23, 2013
=l g a gy project in

2r/2014 Emall from you to Mysell and to Cor ver Fell; r infor from Or. Droz

372074 Email from you to me including comespondence that you had p to Willie on Fab v 5, 2013, titled "Harmful
effects of Industrial Wind Turbines™

A7/2014 Emall to me titled "R Info on infr ind Aug and Sep 2012 Inal You 1o

Benson on October 10, 2012

An article titled “a P =N for ing the F iml of Community Annoynance from Wind Turbine Low Frequency Moise

Emmissions™
Please confirm that this = to submitted, on your behalf, per your request, for the recard.

Martina Coker
Planning Commissioner

MM Aner A fmmals T6 BATA A CWT - BT 00
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Subj: Fwd: A Victory for You

Date: 2/1/2014 10:15:46 A.M. Eastern Standard Time
From: meyersrhffiverizon.net

To: nason8fi@acl.com, sophisandfollv@vahoo.com

Martina, Roberta,

The email below is from Dr. John Droz who has been fighting to insure that wind energy
proposals are responsible and protect the citizans in any area in which they are proposed. This
is centered along the shoreline of eastern NC, about 12 miles from my daughters house.
Regarding the military reference, that area is a center for USMC training as is Wallops to
MNorfolk for the USN

The website Z iseenergy.org/cartaraet-win

contains quite a large amount of information that John has summarized succinctly in his email.

I hope you will find this useful for your planning as you assist the BOS to improve the health,
safety, convenience, and welfare of the citizens that have voted them into office, iaw Va Code
515.2.

Bob
»-_-—oﬁg-lna| l;&‘emgo———

From: "John Droz"

Date: Feb 1, 2014 8:45:18 AM

Subjact: A Victory for You

To: "Bob yers" v VER net=

Bob:
(I apologize for any duplications in my quickly getting out this news alert.)

In October of 2013, a major wind project was targeted for coastal North Carolina. |
decided to use this as a test case for AWED’'s model wind ordinance.

The results were excellent from the get-go.

For example, with no money and no organization behind this, we were able to:

— setup an informative website,

— get the media to oppose the project,

— get the majority of local citizens to oppose the project,

— get several major local organizations (e.g. Chamber of Commerce) to oppose the
project,

— get essentially all our local and state legislators to oppose the project.

— get the two involved communities to draft comprehensive ordinances.

etc.

Note that none of this was easy, as there were numerous substantial obstacles to
overcome. For example the Sierra Club conducted a major statewide campaign to
support the wind profect, and to discredit me and our efforts.

Fridav AAarch 7 2014 AT - Racaaw@0
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Despite the challenges we persisted.

This coordinated effort was too much for the developer, and last night they officially
threw in the towel. (Here is a newspaper article.)... I took just 3% mornths of a
focused campaign fo wir.

This came about because of two fundamental reasons:

1 - the developer realized that the involved communities would impose quality
protections for citizens, businesses, the environment and the military, and

2 - the developer saw that there was very strong community (and thus legislative)
support for those protections.

The protections (and the words for them), are spelled out in AWED's model wind
ordinance:

— 1 mile setbacks to property lines,

— 35 dBA turbine sound limits, at property lines, 24/7,

— a simple but powerful Property Value Guarantee,

— community controlled environmental tests,

— proper decommissioning funds and conditions, and

— an escrow account to pay for town expenses, maintained at $50k for the life of

the project.

Probably the greatest frustration in my 35% years of environmental/energy work, is
that when faced with such intrusions, that almost every community worldwide seems
to basically try to reinvent the wheel.

I'm passing this on to you because | hope you can profit from our experiences. This
was a community victory, and a superior example of what can be done elsewhere,
when citizens work together in a constructive, productive way.

Consider this final thought: NC passed an RPS in 2007 mandating renewable (wind)
energy. A half dozen major wind projects have been proposed since then. We have
aggressively fought each of these, using AWED methodology — with no money. As
of foday there is not a single industrial wind turbine in the entire state.

Draw your own conclusions. See MUCH more at WiseEnergy.org.

regards,

john droz, jr.

physicist & environmental advocate
Morehead City, NC

Fridav Adarch 7 2N14d AMT - NacanlO
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Fram: A.Meyers mayerarn®varzon. net
Subject: Fwd: Harmful affects of Industrial Wind Turbinos.
Date: March 7, 2014 at 7:61 PM
To: nasonfs & acl.com

Original M

From: "R.Meaeyers"

Date: Feb 5, 2013 3:16:38 PM

Subject: Harmful effects of Industrial Wind Turbines. :

To: willle.randall@edwardjones.com, werandall@msn.com, knunez@co.northampton.va.us

willie, o
| urge the Board of Supemlsdrs to seriously move forward in considering the advisability
of allowing industrial size wind turbines anywhere near residential homes in Northampton
County.

I have written to you several times about this problem, providing additional information,
since | sent the article in the ShoreLine Newsletter to you almost a year ago. The
documentation on the adverse effect on citizen heailth grows month by month, not only in
the US but in many countries where IWT's have been installed in an effort to promote
"green energy.”

1 am not aware of any definitive action to date on the part of Northampton County to
address this threat to the health of many of our low income citizens.

FPlease review the written testimony below of Dr. Reider, several days ago, to the
Vermont Senate Natural Resources and Energy Committee on proposed Wind
Moratorium. His medical experiences are extraordinarily compelling.

Attached is the printable Word doc. | have briefly talked to Dr Reider today to verify his
testimony. Please do not igriore this most recent information. The longer the County
government waits to address this, the more difficult and litigious it will become as it
threatens the health of those impacted.

-Bob Meyers
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Another doctor speaks out!

The old saw that a doctor’'s best teacher is his patient is true and obviously applicable
here.

“From a purely clinical perspective | believe the acoustic trauma produced by large
wind turbines is real and significant.”™

Written testimony presented January 31, 2013, to the Vermont Senate Natural
Resources Committee concerning S.20, a bill to establish a 3-year moratorium on
industrial wind development in the state — provided courtesy of Vermonters for a
Cléean Environment. )

SANDY REIDER MD

PO BOX 10

EAST BURKE, VT 05832
802-626-6007

TESTIMONY SENATE ENERGY AND 'NA‘TLIRAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE1/31/13

Good morning, thanks very much for the opportunity to speakabout some clinical
observations regarding the health impacts of living inclose proximity to large wind
turbines.

My name is Sandy Reider _____. since graduation from HarvardMedical School in 1971 |
have practiced more or less continuously in VT invarious capacities, most recently for the
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past 17 years in a primary caresetting in Lyndonville.

In the brief time | have, I'd simply like to share some ofmy clinical observations and
impressions regarding the health impacts relatedto living near these turbines and leave a
review of the available science toothers ( parenthetically, | am delighted you will be
hearing from StephenAmbrose because it was his on site Falmouth, MA study that |
selected to passon to Commissioner Chen when he came to speak in Newark this past
sSummer ).

At this point | have seen 6 persons in my office withsymptoms that seem to stem from
these turbines, but for the sake of clarity andbrevity, | will describe just one case in detail
... keeping in mind that thesymptoms described by all those | have seen are quite similar
andcharacteristic of what has become known, somewhat euphemistically, as
WindTurbine Syndrome.

This was my first patient who turmed out to suffer from thissyndrome, and | must say that
it took a few months for us to connect thedots. He was a healthy 33 yo man who lhad
treated for several years and knew quite well. He had no preexistingmedical problems,
took no prescription meds, was happily married ( no children), and had lived in his home
for several years before a single NPS 162 footwind turbine was installed in the late
autumn of 2011, approximately 1800 feetfrom his residence. At the time of installation he
paid no attention at all tothe turbine and had no particular feelings about it one way or
the other,aesthetic or otherwise. About 3 weeks after the installation he began
toexperience quite severe insomnia, something he had never deahl with before, andhe
had no clue why. He worked at home and spent most of his days as well as allnights
there, unlike his wife who worked in Newport and was gone most days . Hecomplained
of abrupt waking 30-40 times a night, like a startle reflex,associated anxiety and panic.
As a result he was almost never able to fall intoa deep restful sleep, very distressing for
someone used to sleeping soundly for10-11 hours every night. Additionally he developed
a kind of pressure headache,ringing in his ears, and slight dizziness, and nausea. These
symptoms weren't constantbut varied from day to day ( eventually discovered to be
related to wind speedand direction ). His ability toconcentrate diminished and it became

difficuit to get his work as a financialadvisor done, as well as feeling irritable and
somewhat depressed.

On his 3™ visit over 8-8 weeks during the springof 2012, he quite emphatically declared
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that he was experiencing somethingcalled WTS. At the time Linwardly rolled my eyes,
but after conducting someresearch, | decided it might just be possible. To test this
hypothesis, he andhis wife went on a 3 week vacation, and within 1-2 days of being
away fromhome, ALL his symptoms resolved. On return, the same distressing !
sensationsgradually returned. This amelioration when away was confirmed dozens of
times ... he became aware that when the wind was comingout of the north or northwest
he was particularly affected, and so arranged tosleep at a friend’s house on those nights
.... Generally he spent 3-4 nights awayfrom home throughout the spring and summer of
2012, and on those nights feltand slept well.

Interestingly, at no time at home did he actually hear anynoise ... his distress was likely
the reflaction of very low frequencysound/vibration, sound below the audible range.

In trying to compare this to something in my own experience,the closest image that
comes to mind is that of a teenager driving around inthe spring with those big bass
speakers in the trunk of his car .... a rhythmicthumping that can be sensed, and felt, from
over a block away, while the restof the higher frequency musical tones cannot be heard
at all. Most patientshave complsined about audible noise as well as a rhythrmic flickering
shadow asthe turbine blade crosses the sun, also the rhythmic flashing glare from the
reflection of the sun of the blades( such flickering lights are known in the medical
literature to precipitateseizures in susceptibla individuals ), and these are of course
significant, butl have chosen to describe this case because so little attention has been
givento lnaudible low freq uent:y vlbration_

My patient was fortunate, he and his wife were able toafford to abandon their home, and
they are now living happily far from any windturbine and feeling quite well.

As | said, | have seen 5 other individuals W|th similarsyndromés, and it easy to imagine
how this state could ily presage morechronic lliness ._.. depression, anxiety, high
blood prassure, chronic headaches,the list goes on ... and all the pharmaceutical drugs

that these maladies mighteventually necessitate. | would be concerned for those whose
nervous systems aresensitive and vulnerable .... infants and smaill children, children with
ADHD orautism spectrum syndromes, those with preexisting ear problems or prone to
motion sickness, andconstitutionally nervous adults. 1 know you will hear stories this
morning fromvermonters who have already been directly impacted, and they should be
takenseriously, not dismissed and ignored by our politicians and healthdepartment. The
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old saw that a doctor’'sbest teacher is his patient is true and obviously applicable here.

From a purely clinical perspective, the acoustic traumaproduced by large wind turbines is
real and significant, and that this makesthe siting of these turbines especially critical.
Keep in mind that the turbineaffecting the person | described previously Is only 160 feet
high, whereas theturbines aiready spinning In Lowell and Sheffield are about 450 feet
high, andthose proposed for the Newark/Brighton/Ferdinand project are close to 500
feet.l note that a minimal setback of 1 mile from the nearest residence is specifiedin S.30
. but due to the great variety of atmospheric conditions and geographyin VT, and after
review of the literature, | suspect even this is inadequate toprotect health.

| am surprised that in the bill there is no specific mentionof the adverse healih effects
experienced by people living close to theseturbines, though “quality of life” comes close.
These health effects are morethan annoyances, an intentionally misleading descriptor
used in much of theindustry literature to characterize the symptoms. A typical annoyance
ornuisance might be something like black flies buzzing around your head, whereasthese
vibratory and acoustic effects are qualitatively and quantitatively different. Describing
them as an merely as annoyance intentionally minimizes thelirsignificance and is a
disservice and demeaning to those who experience them.VWhat about “chronic vestibulo-
acoustic trauma syndrome” ... we certainly needbetter science, and more study is
neaeded.

I believe these health impacts should be specifically citedin the bill, with a
recommendation directing the VT Department of Health toadopt a more direct,
transparent, and proactive role in the public healthissues raised by these huge turbines.

I fully support a moratorium on industrial wind developmentuntil we understand clearly
the sacrifices we are asking of our citizens, andof the complex ecology of our sensitive

and beautiful ridge linas.

Thank you.

SOME USEFUL ( and brief ) LINKS AND REFERENCES :
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http:/hwwwovce org/StephenfAmbrose31.0an2013 pdf

hitp://stopthesethings.com/2013/02/03/the-research-projecl-thal-took-everyone-by-
surprise-except-the-residents-of-waterloco/

hﬂm;@gptbaaethlngmmmmmmmnﬂbﬂ;tmlhﬂaldﬂmi

Wind Turbine Syndrome: a report on a natural experiment, byNina Pierpont
MD, PhD ( not so brief, but informative )

Sandy Reider MD
PO Box 10
East Burke, V1

802-626-6007

sandyreider@yvahoo.com
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- Q
Fram: R.Meyers mayarsth@varizon. net
Subject: Fwd: Racent Madical infe on Infrasound Aug & Sop 2012
Date: March 7, 2014 at 7:52 PM
To: nasonBs@Eact com

memamme e Original Maessage.

From: "R.Meayars"

Date: Ooct 10, 2012 10:42:54 PM

Subject: Recent Medical info on Infrasound Aug & Sep 2012
To: shenson@oo. nDrthamptDn VEa.us

Sandra,

#1. More recent technical/medical info on the effects of infrasound: Full dod att as a pdf.
Presentation made at the Inter-Noise Conference at the NYC Marriott Marquis, third
week in August. This is the most current technical paper | have.

#2. September 6th report to Canadian Government on observed medical problems with
turbines sited to close to residences. See summary #2 below & Pdf report attached.

#1 Summary:
August 14, 2072 by Alec N. Salt and Jeffery T. Lichtenhan

Summary:

Dr. Alac Salt, a expert on human ear physiology at the Cochlear Fluids Research
Laboratory of Washington University in St. Louis examined the effect of low-frequency,
inaudible sound, on human health. In particular, Dr. Salt investigated the very low
frequency sounds and infrasound (below 20 Hz) produced by industrial-scale wind
turbines. His paper as presented at the Inter-Noise 2012 conference can be accessed by
clicking on the link(s) at the bottom of this page.

The foll ing is an Pt of Dr. Salt's conclusion as it appears in his paper:

It is well documented that people find noise with prominent low frequency content
annoying. In the context of wind turbine noise it is known that the larger wind turbines
can generate high levels of low frequency noise and infrasound. The concern arising
from the work we report here is that the cochlear apex of people exposed to such low-
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frequency sounds will be stimulated to a far greater degree than is suggested by their
measured A-weightaed sound level. The demonstration that sounds in the range of 40 —
45 dB A may be causing intense stimulation of the cochlear apex has not previously
been appreciated. This may account for why the influence of low frequency noise on
humans is greater than that estimated from spectral measurements and why
consideration of noise crest factors is appropriate. The fact that apical stimulation is
maximal when mid- and high-frequency components are absent from the sound may
also be important to wind turbine noise effects. It is known that people's houses
attenuate sound frequencies in the audible range but have little inﬂLanGE or may even
increase infrasound and low-frequency sound levels. Thus, prolonged perlods of
exposure to wind turbine noise in an otherwise quiet environment (such as a quiet
bedroom) seems to represent a condmon lnwhlch apical stimulation would be
rnammlzed

Intense stimulation of the cochlear apex will certainly have some influence 'on human
physiology. ©On this basis we think that'the concept of “what you can’'t hear ¢an’t hurt you™
is false. Similarly, there are potential mechanisms by which Iow-frequiency sounds céuld
influence vestibular physioclogy which are being ignored by some. OQur measurements
showing that the ear generates large electrical responses to low-frequency stimulation
suggest that the effects of low-frequency sound on-people living near wind turbines
should not be dismissed by those with little understanding of how low frequency sounds
indeedaffect the ear. More research on this topic is necessary to entlighten the scientific,
medical, and legal communities, and the public, some of whom are being chr\onlcai!y
exposed to these sounds. . !

Web link: http:/oto2 wustl edu/cochiea/wind. html
Download File(s): Att :

2012 pdf (1 007.1 kB)

#2 Summary:
Industrial Wind Turbines can Harm Humans

September 6, 2012 by Carmen Krogh, BScPharm
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Summary:

These comments were submitted to Health Canada in reference to the design of the
Health Canada Wind Turbine Noise and Health Study and to inform the Health Canada
study team and others about the serious harm that has occurred to a family exposed to
an industrial wind energy project. The full report attached as pdf.

Purpose of the comments:

The purpose of this submission is to contribute to the Health Canada Wind Turbine Noise
and Health Study design and to inform the Health Canada study team and others about
the serious harm that has occurred to a family exposed to an industrial wind energy
project.

Several turbines are sited close to the family home and with the onset of adverse health
effects, this has resulted in the family having to vacate their home.

Due to my concern regarding the family's deteriorated health and quality of life status, 1
respeactfully request that Health Canada take action to resolve the issues regarding this
family. Resolution would include emergency funding to support the family's relocation
and the restoration of physical, mental and social well being as well as their financial
status.

The information is becoming a cascade as awareness increases!
Bob
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Subj: Re: Re: Wind turbines in Watertown NY
Date: 4/26/2013 7:58:54 A.M. Eastern Standard Time
From: meyarsrh@verizon.net

To: nasonlg9Enanl. com

| have not seen or heard of it Martina. With what | have sent you you should be able to
respond with very meaningful information about the detrimental health effects is sited too close
to residences.

I would definitely would like to see the survey. Is there any chance | could get my comments
included? It would be simple to take all the data | put together for ShoreLine last year and
quote State Code about the directive that our local officials are charged with responsibility for
the health and welfare of its citizens.

All that is in addition to the quote from the President of ANEC that if the State requires them to

use either wind or solar energy, all our utility rates will rise substantially. That will be to support
a technology that cannot efficiently produce electricity and must be supported by tax payoffa to
stay in existence.

I never cease to be amazed at the lengths people will go to line their pockets at the taxpayers
expense. Ho . the incr d utility rates will affect everyone, even those that do not pay
federal & state taxes and vote for the politicians that tout "green energy" and support alectrical
Production Tax Cradits (PTC's). This went right over the heads of those that attended the last
ANEC annual meeating for the "freebie handouts.” As Lynwod Lewis said to me personally,
about two minutes after Vernon Brinckley explained this, "But Bob, it makes people feel good.”

Bob

7516 Prettyman Cir.
Exmore, VA 23350
757-710-0154 (m)
7T57-442-3814

On 04/25/13, John Coker<nason3ggRacl.com> wrole:

Bob,
Thanks for that iInformation. | wanted to let you know that | was part of a sample for a survey conducted by VA Tech on the
noph-\k ions M“Muﬂhamplon County residents regarding wind turbines. Have you seen that? | copled most pages i you would
e to see it
Martina
Sent from my iPad
On Apr 26, 20132, &t 11:02 PM, "R.Meyers” =smeayarsrngfBver=on. net> wrote:
Willie,
From Watertown New York Daily Times on Tuasday 21 Apr 13, link to article in
paper below.

As an addition to information on several other problems regarding industrial wind
turbines | have sent to you, please see the list below for items that are now
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representative of considerations that should be in any plan by Northampton for
parmitting wind energy.

| feel certain these precedents will be subject for serious discussion in the future
and you may head off acrimony and controversy if you incorporate them sarly
rather than after the fact.

FPlease enter this into the public record for the next BOS meeting as you did with
the January 31, 2013 written testimony of Dr. Reider to the Vermont Senate Natural
Resources and Energy Committee.

As | had written to you earlier, it seems that every couple months, there are more
problems surfacing with industrial wind turbines that are planned to be located or
have been located in the proximity of residential dwellings. There is another
compelling video report from a couple in Cape Bridgewater, Australia, about 185
miles west of Melbourne on 4 Apr 2013, that have suffered significantly from the
effects of IWT's close to their home. See this link to the 9 minute video :
http:/fwww windaction.ora/videos/37963

| would be happy, if asked, to summarize the video in several paragraphs if Katy is
too busy to do so for the mesating.

-Bob Meyers

Watertown, New York-—- >State says BP failed to meet several
requirements for Cape wind project

http /e watertowndailyviimes, 7, i J: 2 E tordel)

By JAEGUN LEE
TIMES STAFF WRITER
TUESDAY, APRIL 23, 2013

ARTICLE OFTIONS
BPF Wind Energy has failed to meet several state A A &= =n
requirements in its preliminary scoping statement for the B sHARE WM i Fr ]
proposed Cape Vincent Wind Farm and used a half-century-
old map for its turbine site plan, according to state
Department of Public Service staff.

“The mapping included in the PSS is seriously out-of-date United States Geological
Survey (USGS) topographic quadrangles published circa 1958.” the department’'s
staff said, recommending that BP use the most recent 2012 edition.

The state Department of Environmental Conservation also criticized BP's 222-page
scoping document in a formal response, telling the wind developer that its PSS is
not in compliance “with either the intent or spirit” of the requirements of Article X of
state Public Service Law.

“It also appears to DEC that the PSS is, for the most part, very general in nature,
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lacking in specificity of important local elements to this particular project, and
devoid of ‘as much information as is reasonably available concerning the proposed
facility,”” DEC said. "Many of the applicant's responses to comments and guestions
raised during consultations remain unanswered, or simply state that thay will be
addressed in the application.”

Both state agencies suggest that BP should have listed turbine model and
specifications under consideration rather than keeping the scope of the project
vague.

“The description of the proposed facility as being 124-turbine sites with a total size
range of 200-285 MWV (megawaltt), and individual turbines sizes in a range of 1.7 to
3.0 MW is problematic, in that several of the exhibits required by the rules specify
that data and information for specific turbines or turbine sizes is needed to
complete the application,” DPS staff said.

Furthermore, if the developer proposes to erect 124 3-megawatt turbines, the wind
project’s maximum output would be well over 285 megawatts, state staff pointed
out.

Additionally, Department of Pubilic Service staff makes many more requests and
recommendations in its 60-page response to BP's statement, several of which
closely relate to local concerns raised during the public involvement program phase
and upon the PSS submission.

Moving forward, DPS staff said, follow-up discussions should be planned to
address this and related topics with interested parties in attendance "before the
applicant advances to final scoping or application phases.”

DPS staff's requests to the wind developer include:

= Provide one or more alternative layouts with a reduced project footprint and an
alternative arrangement that avoids locating wind turbines in exclusion zones
identified in Cape Vincent's zoning regulations.

m Conduct noise studies pursuant to Cape Vincent's zoning law and submit noise
mitigation plans.

m Include shadow flicker and land value impacts as potentially having effects on
existing or potential future land use.

m Provide a wind turbine collapse-and-blade-throw analysis.

m Provide an analysis of public health issues due to a potential damage to the
region’s water supply infrastructure during the construction phase.

= Provide an analysis on reported problems of low-frequency or infrasound from
operating wind energy projects.

w Provide a breakdown of seasonal avian and bat mortality rates, in addition to

I T T P
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annual calculations.

m Abide by state requirements for wind turbine setback from electric transmission
facilities of 1.5 times the turbine’'s height, including the blades.

= Prove the “function test program” for each turbine model under consideration and
describe how it will ensure that the entire wind turbine has been thoroughly tested
and all safety systems work.

= Update the list of stakeholders to include the town and village of Clayton and the
town of Brownville.

m Conduct group interviews to identify important landscape characteristics and
values attributed by landowners, residents, visitors/tourists, recreational users and
others.

"The description of the scope of studies anticipated for many of the topic areas
identified are general rather than specific as to methodologies to be employed, the
study area parameters, and other details appropriate for indicating the
meg\odglogy. intended extent and duration of studies proposed,” the department's
staff said. -

Regarding some of BP’'s responses to stakeholder comments, DPS staff said that it
“found that the applicant's responses provide no new information and failed to
adequately address the issue/comment” and that the some of the information tables
were “not well-organized or easy to understand.”

Department staff also asks that the developer's “five-mile radius study area” be
further expanded “as appropriate to address view shed resources that may be
adversely affected by project siting and operation” and include the areas within
Ontario, Canada.

Additionally, DPS staff asks for further discussions on several topics — such as
land use analysis and impact mitigation considerations — between the applicant
and other “interested parties.”

“In a reglon that has a significant reliance on tourism as an economic mainstay, the

potential for adverse impacts on touriam, heritage and tourism resources and
attractions should be undertaken as part of the application,” DPS's staff said.

WIS os M Al TT MU A A ST L RT. . . e
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A PROPOSED METRIC FOR ASSESSING THE POTENTIAL OF COMMUNITY
ANNOYAMNCE FROM WIND TUEREBINE LOW-FREQUENCY MNOISE EMISSIONS
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Ul IDE FOR
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Conocrats Stab Floors Covered with 1.8cm Restlient Carpeting
Figure 5.

FPLAN YIEW SCHEMATIC OF PHYSIC
ARRANCEMENT OF TESTING FAC].LI'I'I'ES

wooler BPBG‘(HI’ system and its md rII'P.lil'iEr Wero
placed in a nuea’: adioining the qltunlﬂg area. The sub-

1 Above L bé"““:m" OVErpressuras oocur
40-63 Hz and 80—12’ I-ocrave bands urder mpﬂ.ﬂslve
londs. Typi-r:al!r. 5-7 da of attenuation cccurs In the
LO-160 H= range for a nonimpulsive source
excitation.

EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

Cur in the experiment re| ted on here
was to simulate a series of LF nolse env nnments that

Le likely 1o exist within a small room of a8 home (8
bedroom =xample) as a resule al the LF acoustic

B cauw sed by wind mrblna emissions. Cur experience
has shown that interior LF annoyance is more likely to
occur and be more severe in rooms with smaill dimensions
and at least one outside wall faci

the ac
Sty Erom the following kh\d-
of emissions:

- A ﬂngle. large, multimegawatt turbine or an array of
aller turbines that ore not producing periodic
pulm (= periodic random sourcalj

= A nearby single bDwbie operating at a shaft speed of
30 rpm  and prcducin%mmpuh-: at the blade passage
frequency {a pericdic impulsive sourcely

= An upwind aray of tucbines that are individually
pr

ar their blade
passage frequencies (a random (mpulsive source).

!n addlll.un o these lh'ree basic

or
r bBut with

he periodic
n "pink" no.lu masking level of 40 dﬁ.ﬂ

Bhysical Setup

The physical
in

layout of thee Lesr_mg environment s
diagramed Figure 3. A very low [recgue

ncy or sub-
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t 5 H=.
This ;n-ﬂlnaem:nt nllmlﬂ:d only the dominant LF nolse o
be transmit envir via the

red The
It aiso Tiitared _out éﬁ- hlaher frequency sounds
th the

her:
the table in me Ilsbehm.gp:unm for the evaluator
her comments. Table 1 lists the
ysical and acoustic propercles of the listening room.
concrete slab floor aAns-
of LF to the - Bince we were
trying to simulate the guiet anvironment typical of a
Lamily home, wa did not ask the staff on the other side of
the partition to refrain from talking dur! cvaluation
As a result, the evaluators cccasionally moted
ng conversations from the offices adlacent to the

Table 1. PHYSICAL D ACOUSTIC PROPERTIES
oF mmmm—ﬂmu EMNVIROMNMENT

(25.8 m> or 234 £t

Dimensions 2.9 x 3.3 x 2.7
Walls M il

g B i
material, nominally supported

Floor Concrete slab covered with 1.6 cm of

resilient carpet
35 dBA d L i s

nolse; no attempt to rm. or mask voices
generated on other side of rear wail

B. ‘ound
MNoizse Level

Evaluation P

A series of d [or each type of LF
noise environment in whlc:h tha levels and intensities wera



systematically vnri,ad We found that u-\= coreesponding,

band pressure levals over

r = of Z-ISD I-Iz l:tlu]r.l be ted to better than
ﬂ.! dB for each Lest level. The thres simulated character—
istic wind-turbine-emis=sion envic are  so
The averaged L/3-octave
for each of the source
characteristics, and the incr lavel are
ahown in Flmr.- 7, 8, and 9. 'l"h' room  ba
spectra are Indicated with dashed lines

pressure  leve

Seven volunteer -v-l.u-h*-l ook part in the saxpariment.
The group consisted of three women and [ouw men who
iﬁu‘l in age lfum Lh- early twenties to the early
=i es. AUl clained to have an ﬂﬂ-quﬂ“ hearing aculey.
in this choice of a very

o in what we
dom of the

bo ;.I small, rl.n-

luzati uator =at at the tabbe

The
impressicns of whatr they were
along with the time indicated on the clock.
tion sequence began with the periodic random sirvmln:inn.

i u “ [I Hﬂ “ ﬂ “n n g B R e

Tirvs
D owrvwindg of
E My Impuisive
Wind Turbines
(Rangom rmpulaive)

Time

nwind of
or More
Nﬂ!l lmwl-lv-

wind T
{Random !e-rlndln)

]
it

g 8

Maan Band Pressura Level (dB)
&

=
1 :
1 10 102 103
| 3/3-Octave Center Frequenay (Hz)
Figure .  PERIODIC IMPULSE STIMULI SFECTRA
g’ i
g ©
=
2‘ 45
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g 25
1sl i s
1 10 1 103
1/3-Octave Cantar Fraquency (Hz)

Figure 9. RANDOM IMPULSIVE STIMULI SPECTRA

Thrrve

SIMULATED ACOUSTIC EMISSION
CHARACTERISTICS OF WIND TUR

up thr\uu;h the six intermediate levels, and then
again evel. No lndlcatnm
was given to the qvnlunl.ors of the stimull classes or their

25|
s . . s
1 10 102 103
1/3-Octave Center Fraquency (Hz)
Figure 7. PERIODIC RANDOM STIMULI SPECTRA
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:{mea ol
each inc:romml-l n-p in a 1 e for
later comparison with the cvaluator's opinions. The dwall
or integration time at sach incremental stimuoli smr w:s
heeld at 2 minutes plus c:r mlnu: 20% rnnda variazio

event the husator nges in :h-
test sequence. The llvn jevels of the perlodlc imput-
sive simulation were then sequenced, and this was (ul—

by the five levels of the r
Finally, 2 minutes after the
impuilsive simulation, the %0 dBA pink noise maskin
rom two % In the ruutn‘b col:lln; und !hv
randaom  periodic

entire four-pass process required .ubou: 43 minutes to
complets.

of the r

- ion

were led by of a
slx-lcva{ l'anlcmg in terms of the f ing four
categor

{1} Leoudness or noise level



2 Ovarall B! of ar and displ
{3} Any sensations of vibration or pressure

T (8)  The

of any

Table 2 lists the subjective ranki criteria. The ranked

responses were then correlated by linear regrmlon with a
series of low-frequency nolse dﬂﬂ:r ics.

iptors or metr
These particular metrics or ml w:sh(lng factors
have baen suggnt-d az of LF by =

and they

= The 15O (Intermational Organization for Standardization)
proposed G weighting [7 P_

« The ISO proposed Gy weighting (7]

sound pr tovel
“lghtinl T-S‘l

The LSL or low-frequency sound level weighting (3]

The ISO/ANSL (American »

C-weighting [9])
= The ISOfANSI A weighting [91

Reatve Sound Pressute Level
(d8)

[
-

10 0%
1/3-Octave Center Frequency (Hz)

Figuee 10, LOW-FREQUENCY MOISE METRICS
SPECTRAL WEIGHTINGS

the A—we!ghrlngys_g:‘lg;‘ “eIL?;_] rm—u-.i LSPL mewrics have

et al. ‘or assessing residenciail

lr\wlﬂ' m\'irunr:s i The LSL metric "reflects three
fr ise

-'.I'l.l:[l.l'rﬂl ol
and . physiological,

P E}]. The LSL metri
has been proposed as an appropriate pror for :vnf
in both

i ir thar
Pagu-- 10 plots Lhme i over a tr infra- and low-Er i
rnn“ £ T. g'ﬂrg_l and G, curves have been e
u&:ﬂutll: h= in the ln-l‘rw-r.' mnge (le== than 20 H'SJ RESULTS
dlnsngMSI A\._rrld lavel I i -;:
stan, on =0 measuring equipment. The ranked sponses tre
Plgura L0 sk the C much lower fre— were cntr-l::nd with ‘ulh:: m‘::r -:i;'ﬁ l."::quc:rfgg:‘ﬂg;
ies than does the most common noise description, regression and are summarized in Table 3. Immediately
Table 2 SUBJECTIVE RANKING CRITERIA FOR LOW-FREQUENCY (LF) NOISE ENVIRONMENTS
Stimuli Response Asting
Rank o h =2 3 .l 5
Perception
Rggg uq Can't hear Barely can Wank, but Moderate High noise Vary high
udness; hera dafinitaly loudnesa level, loud noise laveal,
audible very loud
Ann MNonms Barely |- Very Extremaly
Ure awarae of awara of ving.
P pr Soma irritating uncomioriable
irritation
Vibration/ MNone Feel Dafinitely Moderate Very Severa
Brassurs presence teol th b
vibration/ prosstes
presaure ealing
Pulsatigng Mones Baraly o ey Veary hoavy
ol pulses or 19 or g or
pulses bumping thumping thumps thumps
Acceptable TTTTET? Cilaarly unacospiable
s .
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Tab CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS OF EVALUATOR ANNOYANCE
o e RATINGS OF LIF MNOISE STIMULI VERSUS SIX NOISE METRICS
Metric Moise Annoyarief Vibration/ Pulsations Mean
Lewvel Displeasure ressure
G 0.598 0.933 Q.709 a.319 0.840
' 0.033)> (0.01m 0.170) (0.115) (008>
0.873 0.879 9.701 0.76% 0.808
Gz (0.071) (0.053) (0.157) (g.248) @107
LSPL 0898 0.F2% 0.711 0.231 O.2% L
(0.0a5) (0.034) {0.155) {o.207) {0.083)
LSi. 0.935 0.958% a.732 0.860 0.871
(0.021) (0.014) (0.174) (0.097) (0.077)
0.94%0 0.947 0.723 0.BaL 0.863
= (0.030) . {o.co8) (0.167) (0.098) (0.078)
A 0.384 ' 0.269 0413 —0.077 0.247
(0.464) (0.413) (0.137) (0.719) {0.433)
obvious is e superiority of the live metrics that pass teria for the C-weighted scale are 10 dB hi
low freo T =om  with the those [or the I.SL—weisht band pressur

AMIM scale. These results, !illll“ﬁ as

to confirm that (1)} people do indeed reac
noise _and (2) A I

mm are not an nt

ranks the
effic eac| tric for the stl.rnllll lation in
Wmﬂw“hz t:ﬂrr.la:il;ln coefficient and stim E}?;utn-sliml
devi

class standard ation. These rankings, with the
tion of the last two, contain two of the six metrics.

Iy raber of statistical
ees of freedom to differentiate further. Actually, the

they are,
t to a low—

when

= tevel { Pi.}.

PREDICTING AN INTERIOR LSL OR C LEVEL

only statistically significant difference is
five LF merics and uf.A—weighted seale.
o

This experl—
ik hd have to

r-p.atnd with a much larger
confirm Tabies 3 and

& in terms of their indivi

mnlrlx

ESTABLISHING AN INTERIOR AMNMNOY AMNCE SCALE

To assess the ial of LF nolse

nearby communi we must sstimate the LSL or L.

metric levels from

the turbire design. Generallys this will be an nvernged

unweightad (Ih\nr) l.p‘J-cu:t.v- spectru over

5-100 range and, W or p. Imses.

It can the axtarnal
load presant at T‘a hﬂn\e b&!ng E'v:ll.ua(ed. W

noted earlier that the str resp ol

houses alters both the al nnr.l

lll:l of the

ion and that the alter—
depend on whether source s
ve oc mt. To predict an interior LSL- or C-level
or PC), we must ¥ apply the appropriate

'“fé‘..

The ranklngs or the
rized for of the [our aumuh. and f.hr.ﬂ -wnnyanc.-— Table &. APPROXIMATE EFFICIENCY RANKING
hvtl duum wgm demrrnlmd for euch. p-erceptlon- OFF THE SIX METRICS AS
OF INTERIOR, LF NOISE ANMNOYANCE
The evel Stimuli Class
trarily n:!ifwd a rmklng of 2.5, and the e Variance
evel was ;l. a Rani Metric clal Cosfficient
w“tm’. The LSL- and - i
'I.' ﬂu;, - p . = 1 LSL 0.871 B.A%
able or the four stimu “Il\ll“d Az the table
shows, ;h— l'..Sl.( = have ki thr . < a.863 nkindit
perception = an c:—me ted values. It is Interesting
o e that, ewven many lndlvldunl impulsive = LA B kil
Sources are present, thn nat .lfﬂ:t of & rarudo: summihy =2 Gy 0.B40 10.07%
of these contr iL that
from a P-n-lodll: random source. It iy aiso uvld:nt that the 3 Ga 0.306 13.3%
thr ably tower for a single or a few
is is reflected by the “ A O.20r 175%
ereral wrce characteristics listed at the bottom of
able 5. For -Il pracrical purposes, the annoyance level
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[ function magnitudes
plotted in Figure & to the measwed L/3-octave band
trum. Using these we have the
ariginal [regquency umighung chnr:u:nriuncn " of the LSL
metrics in F.gur‘:-;l for both impulsive and non-

Table 5. INTERIOR LF ANMNOYANCE-LEVEL
CRITERIA EMPLOYING THE LSL
AND C METRICS

impulsive sources. Tabl lists the corresponding we.l.;ht—
ing factors for the
ngur‘ .
limited wverification of thL.‘il.. - I- =showmn in
Fl!uﬂ’ 12 The pred or values
measured value for a exclucdrby the
DD—[ im| » The remainin rwnu weare in various
homes axcited by T
. Figure L3 plois the obzerved mﬂur LSL mluu
in relation to ce critéria T
were o from tho residents ot nﬂ
ur homes in which these rooms were ted, we do not

locat
h.-w sufficient mformation to -:ump!etely v-rlly the war-
tical stratification other than was above the
perception level.

ESTABLISHING A REFERENCE EXTERMNAL ACOUSTIC
LOADING

d of tive internal PLSL

or PC value requires a su.lta.hle measure of the sxternal -
are

acoustic loading spectrum. Since most

g

" inmi LSL Waed hllnE Dafinitton
- L bmpuisive i "
« PLSL Randomn Maodification
1:31 ;I:? “‘?‘
1/3-0ctave Center Froquenay (Hz)
b

—Odqln-l 150 Hion
= PC impulsive Modification
< PC Random Modification

1 " 5

101 bl
1/3-Octave Center Frequency (Hz)

Flgure 11.  {a) PLSL SPE: WEIGHTING: (b) 150
AND MODIFIED & SPECTRAL WE!GII’TIN‘G
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Threshold u b
Stimuli LSL L= LSL (=3 LsSL L=
Class {dB) {R) {dB)
periodic random 58 62 63 73 &a 77
Periodic
impulsive source 53 &3 57 &7 &0 L=
Random periodic
BOUrCeE 59 &7 68 76 70 7B
Periodic random
wia0 dBA mask 39 63 63 75 &7 -
< ing Only G Source Characteristics
Nonlmpulsive
source 38 GE 63 75 (-3 7B
BOUrCEe 33 &3 37 &7 60 GRE
Table 6. INDOORJ/OUTDOOR- TRANSFCR
FUNCTION WEICHTING FACTORS
Impulsive MNMonimpulsive
Transler
1/ 3-Oe it e
ave Magnitude
Band Center L
c
S @B @B
2.0 -6l 43
2.5 36 ~40
EWTES —=a —35
5.0 -23
3.0 ~ia
&3 -11
52 33
. -3
12. -2
16.0 o
20.0 -
23.0 -&
31.5 -3
-1
&3.0 -3 : ; 5
ED.0 2 -1 k-
100 a 7
23 -20 -5 _=
160 -30 o -35 -5
a

1/3-octave spectral range.
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Figure 13. OBSERVED LSL VALUES FOR
VE SOURCE
some distance lrorn the wind turbine(s), a
must be devised provide a ref:u—m spectrum that
talkes into account sltua:ion- in which at!nel-ph-rh: refrac-
tlon Ir!ld terrain r r’ il 4[ levels
above those o wer ajone. We
d using are 1 Tom (0.6 riled

‘or calculati a "EI!\“ of merit” PLSL or PC level for a
;lv-an wlnd u:‘i To or Wor
T we also recommend that
IS dB be added to Ihu PLSL or PC values calculated at the
= ‘mhle 7 litts the prnet:ted
tor a home Toqnt-d L km from the MOD-L
2 wind t\.u-hln“ [io

SUGGESTED PROCEDURE FOR ESTIMATING

INTERIOR LF ANMNOYAMNCE POTENTIAL OF A GIVEN
TURBINE DESIGN

The results of this  paper are summarized below as a
a low-—{redq ¥
rigure of mefrlt for a given wnnd turbine design.

(1) Obtain

i a senas i
averaged —qcu!ne blrld pressura spectra over a
range of 3-100 Hz for a range of operating con-
ditions. Make the Tom
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Table 7. PREDICTED INTERIOR LSL (PLSL) VALUES
AT L ke FROM THE MOD-1 AND MOD-2
WIND TL/RBINES
PLSL PLSL+15
Turbine {aB) [E=5)
MOD- I Turblne (Severe impulsive characteristic)
33 rpm operation &3 2O
23 rpm.operation ' 54 69
MOD-2 Turbine istic)
17.3 rpm ocperation &1 56
the where a suf ignal i rutla
for this ran; can be o
obtained. Use recocding riods of at luut
2 mirnutes but not more than 10 minutes.
{2 E=stahlish whether the turbine exhibits impulsive
{33 Devecmine  the ivalent near—fleld PLSL- or

PC-weighted level using the contents of Table

for i Isive or rlﬂ\u“puli?'\ﬂa sources to woight the
linear L/3-cctave band spectra.

Lo h= e o PLSL or PC Iavals at the

reference distance of L km by assu spherical
div.rw\c.i-ﬁ 4B per doubling of dlltnrv;.'-s

L&) Add 13 dB to the results of step (#). This rmlt is
the figure of merit for the wars

d‘_ el turhln' design.

v low-
ic emi with

This level or th-s- levels
can now be I:inrrlp-rud with Table 5 to assess the
interior annoyance potentini.
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Page 1 of 1

Subj: Ra: Re: Wind Turbine Low Freq noise documentation
Date: F/28/2013 10:57:52 A.M. Eastern Standard Time

From: meyerasrbdverizon.net

To: z=ophieandfollv@@yahoo.com

Cor nasongsEepaol.com

Thanks very much Roberta. As | read this, X3-040 is simply a connection request between Eastville
& Weirwood with metering. As noted, there are no main transmission line upgrades necessary.
Do you read the same?

t was still amazed at the estimated costs which | presume will be borne by the general population
through tax credits to Poseidon. Did you note the County tax structure favoring IWTs7? Far less tax
than farm equipment. | briefly talked to Ann Sayers about that and her eyebrows are up alsol So all
the County residents will be subsidizing these things that contribute nothing to the County.

Info on the Vestas 3MVV turbines requested:
hitp:/www . vestas comfen/media/news/news-display.aspxPaction=3&NewslD=3250

Rotor diameters range from 112 to 126 meters

These are NOT small turbines and use so far, is planned for on shore only. So is this whole project
of testing for offshore just subterfuge?

I have the feeling that there is some massive lying going on.

But the real problem as | see it, is the potential for adverse impact on the low income housing
immediately adjacent to the proposed sites with Eastville possibly affected depending on the the
turbines and the strength of the infrasound.

Bob

On 072813, Fellam i (=1 LCOM= Wirote:

Here is the PJM approval, dated July 2013. Notice that these are 3 MW turbines. ... not the test
turbines that were proposed.

To: .
Sent: Saturday, July 27, 2013 8:25 PM
Subject: Wind Turbine Low Freq noise documentation

Just found this Dept of Energy report from 1987 regarding acknowledged problems with
low frequency noise and the amplification of it within residential structures. This is for the
turbines of that time, MUCH smaller than now!

The turbine parmits for the Eastville area and still be evaluated by the FAA for aircraft
obstruction. When this hurdie is resclved, the PC will be the next target.

Good luck folksl11]

Bob
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2

Beverly and Mark Cline Sr.
5176 Seaside Road
Exmore, VA 23350

MMarch 11, 2014
To the Northampton County Planning Commission;

“T'his letter is to register our OBJECTION to the proposed REZONING of our property located
at TaxMMap ID 00016-0A-BLK-00-018. The proposcd rezoning would change our zoning from

the current Agricultural zoning and place it in R-5 zoning. We object because of the following:

‘We purchased this land 14 years ago as agricultural land and wish to exercise the uses that come
with agricultural property.

The small cluster of & dwellings being rezoned amounts to what seems like “spot zoning™ — we
are surrounded by agricultural land and in the middle of this agricultural land there will be a little
island of R-5 property.

The proposed rezoning will take the lot immediately south of ourproperty and malke this R-5 —
even though there has never been a dwelling on this land in the history of Northampton County.

Wae have reviewed the restrictions of the proposed R-5 land and object to it’s limitations. For
example, on our 5.7 acres, we would only be allowed to keep 3 goats. This does not make sense
to us — in actuality we are actively exploring the keeping of goats and it just doesn’t make
economic sense to limit us to just 3,

Agpgain, we object to this arbitrary spot zoning and wish to remain agriculturally zoned.

Sincerely,

seoverty S e cAad A A

Beverly S. Cline Mark E. Cline Sr.
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Peter Stit h

From: Marlene Richard =mrichard0l@hotmail.com=
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 3:35 PM

To: pstith@co.northampton.va.us

Subjoct: Rezaning

nMr. Stith,

I'm Marlene Richard and live at

7270 Otter Road

Franktown, VA 23354

I wanted to let you know that | am in favor of rezoning my property (address above) from AG Agriculture to R3
Residential-2.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

MMarlene Richard
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jwilliams@co.northampton.va.us Q) ‘

From: Art Schwarzschild [art.williswharfégagmalil.com)

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 3:19 PM

To: K NMunez; itrala@@oo.northampton.va.us; obennett@co.northampton.va.us

Co: Daryl Hayslett; silvia parez; Sam Negrett; Jane Kafigian;
capipeteRshorathingchartersva.com; Sarah Trachy; Heather

Subject: against proposed zoning changes

Ms. Nuncz,
please forward the following letter to Oliver Bennett and the other members of the

Northampton County Board of Supervisors. I also request that this letter be read into the
public record.

Thanks and best wishes,

Art
TO: MNorthampton County Board of Superwvisors
FROM: Arthur Schwarzschild
4231 Willis wWharf Rd, Willis Wharf
Chairman Willis Wharf village Committee
RE: Proposed zoning changes
DATE : March 11, 2814

The residents and property owners of Willis Whard held their annual meeting on Tuesday
February 25th. During this meeting a motion was made and unanimously approved by all present
to empower me, as the Chairman ot the Willis Wharf Village Committee to speak cut against the
zoning changes being proposed by the Northampton County Board of Supervisors and to submit a
letter stating clear support for the Willis Wharf Vision Statement, the Waterfront Village
Zoning Designation and the current zoning of our wvillage.

As the current Chairman of Che Willis Wharf Willage Committee I would like to clearly state
our opposition to the zoning changes being proposed by the Northampton County Board of
Supervisors. The Willis Wharf Residents and Property Owners present at our recent annual
meeting proclaimed Their unanimous support of the current zoning and re-affirmed their
support Tor the Willis wharf vislon Statement.

We would like to publicly state our oppeositien te the zoning c<hanges belng propesed and our
Ffeeling that the process by which these proposed changes were developed is in direct
contradiction to our understanding of proper procedure, our village vision statement, the

current Northamplon County comprehensive plan and the very splrlt of a representational
democracy .

We would like to remind the BOS of the lengthy and public process used to develop and adopt
the Waterfront Village Zoning designation. A process that involwved dozens of open, public
meetings during which the rzoning tables were examined line by line and consensus was reached
by representatives of the Willis wharf residents, property owners and business interests for
establishment of the Waterfront vVillage Zoning designation. As one of the members of the BOS
representing Willis wharf at the time, Mr. Trala attended several of these meetings and
should recall the overwhelming public suppert for this process. After the draft plan was
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unanimously approved at a village meeting attended by over 48 members of the Willis Wharf
community, Jdncluding residents, property owners and business representatives the draft zoning
plan was then vetted by the Village of Oyster. Minor changes were made that wersa then
approved by the village of Willis wWharf. The draft zoning plan was then put before the
County BOS and Planning Commission at multiple public meetings during which minor changes
were made and again approved by both waterfront village communities. After 2 years of thesea
public meetings the final draft plan was approved and incorporated intoe the County
Comprehensive Plan by the BOS.

Following this process, in 2811 the BOS requested that the residents and property owners of
Willis Whar+ and Oyster review their vision statements. Professional consultants were hired
at tax payer expense and a workshop was held at the former middle school in Machipongo. This
workshop was attended by residents, property owners and business representatives from both
waterfront communities along with members of the BOS, Planning Commission and County Staff.
The results of this workshop are publicly availlable on the County web page and clearly state
the overwhelming consensus of those present to support the village vision Statements as
writien. The people present at this workshop also re-affirmed their support for the
Waterfront Village Zoning designation.

Mow, wilhout seeking any formal input from the Willis Wharf Community, the BOS has
unilaterally proposed eliminating the Waterfront Village Zoning designation and making
massive changes to the zoning tables that would have significant impacts on our village.

We gquestion how Mr. Bannett could support these changes when they are in direct opposition to
the will of a community which he represents. We also wonder how Mr. Trala can support these
changes when he knows, from personal experlience, the amount of time and affort the
communities of Willis wWharf and Ovster expended in the dewvelopment and adoption of the
waterfront Village Zoning designation?

In addition to our opposition to the elimination of the Waterfront village Zoning
designation, we are also greatly concerned by the proposal to eliminate Chesapeake Bay Act
protection Tfrom the sea-side of Naorthampton County. Willis Whar¥ is home to a thriving
aquaculture industry, made possible by the healthy waters of Parting Creelk.

Elimination of Chesapeake Bay Act protection on the sea-side of MNorthampton County threatens
Tthis water quality and the aguaculture industry which depends upon a clean and healthy
Parting Creek.

Forr these reasons, we again state our opposition to the zoning changes being proposed by the
BOS and respectfully ask the Board Lo reconsider these changes. wWe particularly ask that Me.
Bennett or other members of the BOS meet with us to discuss this proposal, explain why the
BOS believes these changes are required and determine, in a public setting 1Ff some
accommodations can be madea.

Respectfully,
Arthur Schwarzschild

4231 Willis Wharf Rd., Willis Wharf
Chairman Willis whard¥ Village Steering Committee.
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Print Page 1 of 2

65

Subject: Zoning

From: Ralph Dodd (rwdodd@verizon.nat)

To: Jwilliams@co. northampton.va.us;

Date: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 5:21 PM
Janice,

| have observed residents, friends and members of the community wrastle with trying to
understand the current county zoning ordinance and the challenges of implementing
beneficial changes to their property. The proposed zoning ordinance is sasier to understand,
allows more uses by right and has a much needed reduction from ocur existing 27 zones. It
also allows for a commercial district not just existing business.

The new storm water management plan, wetlands ordinance and satbacks in the
conservation district will provide more than adequate protection for sensitive coastal areas.

Recent changes in the zoning department have helped alleviate issues with our existing
restrictive zoning ordinance. | feel that it is necessary to go further and give this department
the tools they nead to truly attempt to make a difference in Northampton County.

The number of calls that | receive in the Real Estate office inquiring about business
opportunities has greatly reduced since the adoption of our existing zoning ordinance. | am
sure that flat economic times have helped to contribute to this.

We have several special interest anti-change groups that feel we need to protect their
special interest over the good of the community. With our vast farmland acreage and what
would make up the conservation district a lot of these sensitive areas already have
permanent easements and restrictions.

If you feel that we are headed in the correct direction, it would be casy to leave the existing
zoning ordinance in place. | am sure Lhat the proposed zoning ordinance needs tweaking.
For an example, page 45, section B-2. | think it is a necessary change to add accessory
dwellings but | am not sure that it is necessary to require someone to add separate well and
septic if it is not required by the health department.

| know these decisions are challenging. Thank you for considering this in an attempt to
decide what is best for our county.

Please forward this to the Board of Supervisors.

Sincerely,
Ralph W. Dodd

https://us-mgS5.mail.vahoo.com/neo/launch? partner=vz-acs& ran... 3/11/2014
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ams co.northimptun.vg.us %i ; Q

From: Bill Parr [billparr@parrproperties.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 3:59 PM

To: Larry Lemond; Charles McSwain; Kay Downing; Janice Williams
Subject: Comments for Public hearing

Dear Chairman Lemond & Director McSwain

I am unfortunately unable to attend tonight's public hearing due to unexpected illness. However, I do
want to congratulate the board and its staff on their efforts to create a simplified version of the zoning
ordinance which does a great job of regulating land use in the county. The days of having over 500
pages of zoning text in = different ordinances adopted 10 years apart need to be put behind us. It is
confusing at best, and disrespectiul of private property rights in the county to have such a complex
regulatory system..

ITowever, T note on my 22.67 acre farm in Seaview, being tax map number 9z-5-A, that 3 different
zoning districts have been applied to his one parcel. About 2 acres of The shoreline is Conservation,
about 1= acres on the water side are zoned r-5, and the remaining 8 or so acres of cropland are in
Agricultural. T object to this particular plan. My property has its own road frontage on route 600
seaside road, and is not subject to any covenants or restrictions typically found on 5 acre lot
subdivisions. My property should rightly be zoned agricultural based on its size and historic uses. Tt
adjoins a large area of Ag land owned by Myr. Scott, which is far more similar to the nature and use of
my property. My property appears to be the largest in the area to receive this residential type of
designation as far as I can tell.

The R-5 district appears to apply to 5 acre residential properties such as those in a larger subdivision,
not for 22 acre properties. Respectfully, I ask that my properiy receive an Agricultural district with the
exception of the conservation of my shoreline. At a minimum, I ask that not more than 5 acres of my
property along the shoreline area be included in the I35 district, as this is where my permanent home
will eventually be built. I request that the remainder of my property be left in the Ag district.

Respectiully,

Bill Parr, Owner
Q2-5-MA

Cape Charles Va 23310
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TPETITION TO INCLUDE DOMESTIC HUSBAMNDRY IN THE R-3 ZONE

Declaration of purpose:

As a citizen of Northampton County, | am signing this petition to support and encv.xulup.eadecision of the
Board of Supervisors and the Zoning Board to include Domestic Husbandry in the R-3 Zone. The Eastern
Shore is a farming community and to deny our residents the abllity to have chickens, ducks, and other
small scale farm animals is an injustice to the community. Please consider our request and make this

change to the R-3 Zonea.
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PETITION TO INCLUDE DOMESTIC HUSBANDRY IN THE R-3 ZONE
Declaration of purpose:

As a citizen of Northampton County, | am signing this petition to support and enncurage“‘;ﬂecision of the
Board of Supervisors and the Zoning Board to include Domestic Husbandry in the R-3 Zone. The Eastern
Share is a farming community and to deny our residents the ability to have chickens, ducks, and other
small scale farm animals is an injustice to the cormmunity. Please consider our request and make this
change to the R-3 Zone.
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PETITION TO INCLUDE DOMESTIC HUSBANDRY IMN THE R-2 ZONE

Declaration of purpose:

A= a citizen of Northampton County, | am signing this petition to support and enmurage%ecis!on of the

Board of Supervisars and the Zoning Board Lo include Domestic Husbandry In the R-2 Zone. The Eastern
. Shore is a farming community and to deny our residents the ability to have chickens, ducks, and other

small scale farm animals is an injustice to the community. Please consider our request and make this

change to the R-32 Zone.
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PETITION TO INCLUDE DOMESTIC HUSBAMNDRY IN THE R-3 ZONE

Declaration of purpose:

O
As a citizen of Northampton County, | am signing this petition to support and encourage'decision of the
Board of Supervisors and the Zoning Board to include Domestic Husbandry in the R-3 Zone. The Eastern
Shore is a farming community and to deny our residents the ability 1o have chickens, ducks, and other

=mall scale farm animals Is an Injustice to the community. Please consider our request and malke this
change to the R-3 Zone.
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PETITION TO INCLUDE DOMESTIC HUSBANDRY IN THE R-2 ZONE
Declaration of purpases:

.
As a citizan of Northampton County, | am signing this petition to support and encourage 'decision of the
Board of Supervisors and the Zoning Board to include Domestic Husbandry in the R-2 Zone. The Eastern
Shore is a farming community and to deny our residents the ability to have chickens, ducks, and other
small scale farm animals is an injustice to the communily. Please consider our reqguest and make this
change to the R-3 Zone.

ﬁ‘m%nﬁ‘% 2.-22-1 m)’-}\/w a__\;\g = }L;)

Date | Mame Date

MName

B i 3,5 1}/

Date Marry Date
2-24- 19 %,f g s
Date Name Date
Q,Juqllvj o S zfifi
Date MName Date
B2k z)zs]iy . e
Mame Date Mame Date

Lézb’_/ e
MNape Dat MName Date

21061

arne Dat Name ‘Date
MName Date . MName Date

ame Date Name Date

152



General Farms & Land Co.

Reflections 1
2809 S. Lyminmbhaven Road, Suitc 110
Virginia Beach, VA 23452
TE7-486-54494 offices
TE7-486-5224 fax
prettymanre@aocl.com

This fax and all its attachments are considered confidential.

To: Charles McSwain From: William Prettymnan

Date: March 11, 2014 MNumber of pages
Including cover: T

Re: property zoning Fax MNumber: 757-678-0483
> Urgent [ For Review O Please Comument O Please Reply
Comments:

Mr. MoSwain:

Please accept the attached letters for vour review and considaration in regards to the
proposed zoning change the county is considering. | will be at the meeting tonight,
howeaver if you wish to talk to me you can reach me at the sbove numbers or on my cell
TET7-842-1700.

Thank you again.

Bill Prettyman
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General Farms & Land Co.

Reflections 1
2809 5. Lynnhaven Road Suite 110
Virginia Beach, VA 23452
Office 757- 486- 5444
Fax 757-486-5224

March 10, 2014

Mr. Charles McSwain
Director, Northampton Co. Dept. of Economic Development
16403 Court House Road

FP.C. Box 66,

Eastville, VA 23347

Dear Mr. McSwain;

I request that under the Proposed 2014 Northampton County Zoning text and map,
following parcel now shown on the Draft Zonina’ Map as (A) Agriculture be reclassified under

the proposed zoning text and map as (R1) Res|

ential or (CTCM) Cottage Community:

MNorthampton Co. Tax Map Parcel 12-A-14, located on and between Long Point
Rd and Prettyman Circle; neighboring and adjoining the community of Silver
Beach

MNorthampton Co. Tax Map Parcel 18-A-4E, located on Occohannock Neck
Road and Prettyman Circle, neighboring and adjoining the community of Silver
Beach

| believe that reclassification of these parcels from (A) Agriculiure to (R1) Residential
or (CTCM) Cottage Community is equitable for these reasons: .

-

-

These parcels are an intimate part of the Silver Beach community in which the
adjoining parcals are all zaned (CTCM) Cottage Corramuniby .

These parcels adjoin state roads Long Point Road, Prettyman Circle and
Occohannock Neck Road

Both these parcels are adjoining the established community buy extending the

zoning to thase parcels the Silver Beach community can expand and bettar
serve the whole county .
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Mr. Charles Mc Swain
March 10, 2014
Page Two

Classifying these parcels from (A) Agriculture to (R1) Residential or (CTCM) Cottage
Community is both financially fair to me as the owner of this property and fair to the
surrounding residential community of Silver Beach. The rezoning could positively impact the
county as = whole by bringing an increase to the property values for adjoining and
surrounding properties and allowing an expansion to the neighborhoods. The increase of the
::;?p‘erty values will increase the tax base of the properties and will bensatit the County as a

ole.

Reclassifying these parcels is a logical maneuver because of the intimate community
connection. It allows tha costs for continuing the neighborhoods to be kept low and
maintains the atmosphere the Shore residents in the area enjoy. Reclassification is also a
smart growth opportunity for Northampton County by allowing these residential communities
to expand and grow while keeping the preservation of opaen space.

Reclassifying Lhis parcel as (R1) Residential or (CTCM) Cottage Community is
consistent with good land planning and beneficial to the continual growth of the communities
as salid, stable neighborhoods, which in tlurn benefits the rest of Northampton County.

| would appreciate your assistance in reclassifying this parcel.

Very truly yours,
General Farms & Land Co.

oy: ] (m\»c*“

Willizarn VW, Prettymy‘l, Prasident
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William W. Prettyman

Reflections 1
7809 5. Lynnhaven Road Suite 110
Virginia Beach, VA 23452
Office 757- 486- 5444
Fax 757-486-5224

March 10, 2014

mMr. Charles McSwain

Director, Northampton Go. Dept. of Economic Development
18403 Court House Road

P.O. Box 66,

Eastville, VA 23347

Dear Mr. MacSwain:

1 request that under the Proposed 2014 Northampton County Zoning text and map,
following parcel now shown on the Draft Zoning Map as (A) Agriculture be reclassified under

the propoaed zoning text and map as (R3) Residemtial:

Morthampton Co. Tax Parcel 18-5-A, located on Warehouse Creek and

frontage on State Road Bayford Rd.

i believe that rec
equitable for these reasons:

v
adjoining parcels are zoned (R3) Residential.

ation of this parcel from (A) Agriculture to (R3) Residential is
This parcel is an intimate part of the Gull Point community in which the

in the past this property had four residential waterfront parcels separated from

the farm, each lot was about tweo acres. The previous owners, kept two lots for

themselves.

All four lots were sonnecting and expanding the Gull Point

community. The remainder of tha farmm could continue the community.

unrecorded plat attached hereto as “Exfubil 1°.

This parcel adjoins state road Bayside Rd (817)

benefit the cormmunity with additional waterfront neighbors.
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M. Charles Mc Swain
march 10, 2014
Page Two

Cilassifying this parcel from (&) Agriculture to (R3) Residential is both financially fair to
me as the owner of this property and fair to the surrounding residential community of Gull
Point. The rezoning of this parcel could positively impact the county a= a whole by bringing
an increase to the property values for adjoining and surrounding properties and allowing an
expansion to the neighborhoods. The increase of the property values will increase the tax
base of the properties and will benefit the County as a whole.

Reclassifying this parcel as (R3) Residential s
community connection. It allows the costs for continuing the nelghborhoods to be kept low
and maintains the atmosphsre the Shore residents in the araa enjoy. Reclassification of this
property is also a smart growth opportunity for MNorthampton County by allowing these
residential communities to expand and grow while keeping the preservation of open space.

Raclassifying this parcel as (R3) Residential Is consistant with good land planning and
beneficial to the continual growth of this property’'s communities as solid, stable
neighborhoods, which in turn benefits the rest of Northarmpton County.

logical because of the intimate

I would appreciate your £ it

oo in reclassifying this parcel.

Very truly yours,

William VW, Prettyman

N
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General Farms & Land Co.

Reflections 1 7
2809 S. Lynnhaven Road Suite 110
Virginia Beach, VA 23452
Office 757~ 4B6- 5444
Fax 757-486-5224

March 11, 2074

Mr. Charles McSwain

Director, Northampton Co. Depl. of Economic Development
165403 Court House Road

P.O. Box 66,
Eastville, VA 23347

Dear Mr. McSwain;
I request that under the Proposed 2014 MNorthampton County Zoning text and map,
following parcel now shown on the Draft Zoning Map as (A) Agriculture be raclassified under

the proposed zoning text and map as (R1) Residential:

Northampton Go. Tax Parcel 21-4-27, located behind Riverside Shore Memorial
FHospital with direct road frontage on Bayside Rd, Rodger Drive & Branch Lane.

1 believe that reclassification of this parcel from (A) Agriculiure to (R1) Residential is
equitable for these reasons:

v The properly was, in the past, zoned for several units per acre; o) Village
under the current definition of the zoning, before a county wide zoning change
moved the property to (A) Agriculture zoning.

The adjoining and surrcunding properties are currently baing zoned (H) Hamlat
(V) Village or (R1) Residential.

v This parcel adjoins two state roads Bayside Rd and Rodgers Drive
Prior to the downzoning in 2009, 26 acres of the property was zoned multifamily

The Town of Nassawadox has formally requested no downzoning of
surrounding properties as show in letter 'Exfibit 1°

This property connects the incorporated Town of Nassawadox with the village
of Franktowr.
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nr. Charles Mc Swain
March 11, 2014
Page Two

Classifying this parcel as (A) Agricuiture is both financially unfair to me as the owner of
this property and unfair to the surrounding residential and business communities. Actual
restraint, or even the appaarance of restraint, on the use of such ecommunity-conneacted
properties, like this parcel, negativity impacts the county as a whole by bringing decreased
property value and restriction of ision to th neighborhoods.

Reclassifying this parcel as (R1) Residential is both logical, bacause of the intimate
community connection, and is smart growth land planning by “infilling” these residential
communities with reduced conversion of agricultural land, a sensitive habitat, and
preservation of open space while reducing costs to build and maintain expensive
infrastructure because of the access to the state maintained roads.

Land planners have long held that infill development prevents sprawl and is critical to
properly accomwnodating growth both in urban and non-urban settings. Reclassifying this

parcel as (R1) Residenlial is consistent with good jJand planning and beneficial to the

continual growth of this property’s communities as solid, stable neighborhoods, which in turmn
benefits the rest of Northampton County.

| would appreciate your assistance in reclassifying this parcel.

Veary tl-‘uly yours,

General Farms & Land Co.

By: :/U\ /QQX*\—“‘“'-&

William vV. Prettyman, &ragident
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Exhoe: 4 TOWN OF NASSA WADOX
arcel SA-6-F3 <Land Between Two Waters®

A e : Post Office Box o4
:g \ L_\._.-w-—"-"‘"-_ Nassawadosx, VA 23413
-

Estelle J. Murpifiy, Mayor
Talepfione (757)-442-2025

Ernetif Paula Mills, Towrn Clerf
Councif Members: P
Stephere W Braliey Jer acob Filoy
‘EfJo:m—d.'M GibE Jofin “w. Halett, Sr.
Claude F. Jones “Willard B. Nicolls

October 8, 2009

Mrs. Katie Nunez.
County Administrator
Northampton County
P O Box 66

Eastville VA 23347

Re: Zoning of Parcels near MNassawadoix

Dear Katie:
Attached please find o Resolution that the Town C il of I dox
passed at their Sep ber 28 i The

Town Council wonld appreciate your
presenting the Resolution to the Board of Supervisors for their consideration at their
next meeting. T will also forward a copy to Sandra Benson for consideration by the

Pl g C ion as well. The Town feels very strongly regarding the zoning of
these parcels which are surrounded by residential neighborhoods.

Thanking yvou in advance for your assistance in this matter.
WVery truly yours,
Ceo e

Estelle 3. Murphy

Mayor
EdS v
Enclosure
ess Handra Benson, Diractor of Planning and Zening
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WHEREAS. on September 28, 2009, the town il of M Ao di d the pr 4
i ﬁnrthn s of land © ¥ A , Frank Road, Rogers Drive and

WEEREAS, it appears that thess parcels are ded by idential nei hoods; and

WHEREAS, the C y of Morth has proposed to zooe these parcels to the

Agri R | Busi Disirict (A); and

WHEREAS, the Town C il of ﬁdstmﬂﬂsmﬁngwwbdb:ommwﬂw

comprehensive plan for the C Y, favors g . in and arcund the town

edge; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council of Nassawadox feels that these par hould be d town

eﬂgainmdermal.‘luwmmﬂhvins.ﬁdlmesormtypeofhonmngmb:hdhﬁwuiﬁmof
ﬂwwumywhnmmneednfmﬂouﬂutmldhswwdhyﬂmdmmm-tycfuuwm

ith the of ing to 1 preat di: these services; and
TOW, TlﬂmBEHRESOLVBDhyﬁnTm" il of d TO veq the
Board of § visors of North their req to have these parcels of

1and zoned as vown ndga rather than saﬂc-nlmml.

ATTESY:
mgﬂy%ﬂa Mayor

Town Clerk
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Robert C. Prettyman

7200 Long Point Rd.
Exmore VA 23350

To: Charles MoSwain From: Robert C Prettyrman

IDate: March 11,2014 TMuwuber of pages
& Imcluding cover: 3

Re: propesty zoning, Fax MNumber: 757-678-0483
X Urgent 0O For Review 0 Please Comment [0 Please Reply
Comments:

Mr. McSwain:

FPlease accept the attached letters for your review and consideralion in regards to the
proposed zoning change the county is considering.
Thank vou agalin.

Robert Prattyman
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Robert C. Prettyran

7200 Long Point Rd
Exmore VA 23350
Office 757- 486- 5444
Fax 757-486-5224

March 11, 2014

Mr. Charles McSwain
Director, Northampton Co. Dept. of Economic Development
16403 Court House Road

P.O. Box 66,

Eastville, VA 23347

Dear Mr. McSwain,

1, along with co-owners Timothy Prettyman and William V. Prettyman, reqguest that
under the Proposed 2014 Northampton County Zoning text and map, following parcel now
shown on the Draft Zoning Map as (A) Agricutture be raclassified under the proposed zoning
taxt and map as (R2) Residantial:

Northampton Co. Tax Map Parcel 18-A-4A, located on Prettyman Circle;
naighboring and adjoining the community of Silver Beach

I believe thal reclassification of these parcels from (A) Agriculture to (R3) Residential
is agquitable for these reasons:

v

This parcel is an intimate part of the Silver Beach community in which all the
parcels are all zoned (CTCM) Cottage Community and is adjoining other
waterfront lots along Nassawadox creek all zoned (R3) Resldentlal.

The adjoining Prettyman Circle is a state road that fronts the whole property
and any lots.

The adjoining established community of Silver Beach can expand and better
sarve the whole county.

This parcel was originally zoned for 20,000 sqft lots before the county zoning
changed the property to Agriculure.
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Mr. Charles Mc Swain
March 10, 2014
Page Two

Classifying this parcel from (A) Agriculture to (R3) Residential is both financially fair to
me as the owner of this proparty and fair to the surrounding residential community of Silver
Beach. The rezoning could positively impact the county as a whole by bringing an increase
to the property values for adjoining and surrounding properties and allowing a desired
expansion to the neighborhoods. The increase of the property values will iIncrease the tax
base of the properties and will benefit the County as a whole.

Reclassifying this parcel is a logical maneuver because of the Intimate comimunity
connection. It allows the costs for continuing the neighborhoods to be kept low and
maintains the atmosphere the Shore residents in the area enjoy. Reclassification is also a
smart growth opportunity for Northarmpton County by allowing these residential communities
to expand and grow while keeping the preservation of open space.

Reclassifying this parcel as (R3) Residential is consistent with good land planning and
beneficial to the continual growth of the communities as solid, stable neighborhoods, wiich in
turn benefits the rest of Northampton County.

| would appreciate yvour istance in rec ifying this parcel.

“eary truly yours,

Robert C. Prattyman

By:
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Melissa Kellam é? q

From: Katie Nunez =knunez@co.northampton.va.us:=

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 8:03 AM

To: Kellam Melissa

Subject: Fwd: Important Public Meeting temarrow for Bay Ridge homecwners
Melissa:

Please respond on my behalf., Thanls.

Katherine H, Nunez, County Administrator
County of Northampton
(757) G78-0440 ext. 515

Bepin forwarded messape:

From: kseefeld@verizon.net

Date: March 11, 2014 at 7:04:23 AM EDT

To: lauramontvi@earthlink. net, knuncz@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Re: Important Public Meeting tomorrow for Bay Ridge homeowners

Hi Laura and Katie,
We own a lot in Bay Ridge. We hawve not bullt a home on the ot yet. wWill any of the proposced
changeas affect building a single famlily home in the future?

Thank you,
Kim Seefald

FO02-447-0549 (Ceall)
On 031014, Laura Monty-==lauramonty@aarthlink nel> wrote:
Dwear Bay Ridage homsowners,

©On Jan 21, all homeowners received a letter from Chardaes MeSwain autlining the proposed zoning changes for
MNorthampton County. The link for the proposed regulations as well as olher information is
- htp:/feww.co.northampton.va us/depariments/planning.htmil

A publle maating Is baeing hald tomarrow, Mar 11, at 7 pm at the Morthampton High School auditoriom (18041
Courthouse Road, Eastville VA) to consider the proposed changes. Since the impacts of the proposed changes are
quite broad, | would urge you to attend the meseting if at all possible. If you eannot attend, you an amail your
concarns lo Katie Munez, lhe County Administrator, and ask that yvour comments be read into the public record at
tomorrow's mecting. Katie's email is knur T co. otk 1, L

Thank you for your atlention-
Laura Monty
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Peter Stith

From: Jwilllams@conarthampton.va.us
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 2:32 PM
To: ‘Peter Stith'

Subject: FwW. Development Dept.-

From: Eileen Kirkwood [mailto:eileenkirkwood@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 1:56 PM

To: info@co.northampton.va.us

Subject: Development Depl.—

Dear Northampton County Board of Supervisors,
I suppott the new zoning document to encourage economic growth whole heartedly and
increase the tax base to reign in the high taxes being imposed on the residents of our county.

Eileen Kirkwood
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Peter Stith

From: Mary Jane Dodsan <maryjanedodson@verizon.net>
Sant: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 4:49 P

To: Mellisa Kellam; pstith@ co.northamptonowva.us
Subject: zoning questions/comments on map 13-A parcel 38A

Would appreciate it if the questions and comments below could be passed on to the appropriate parties for
consideration in connection with the pending revisions of our zoning ordinance:

1 just spoke at length with Wayne Lee Smith regarding his Chesapeake Marine parcel (and life in general . .

). We've had our usual very friendly conversation, and it became clear that he has not been pushing the great
expansion of business activities which would be possible on this parcel if it is re-zoned full Commercial, as is
being proposed in the zoning revisions. | expect this proposed re-zoning is simply the result of several indoor
businesses having been conducted there over the years, leading to Existing Business zoning status the last
time around. So | thought I'd write in with some questions, as the expanded list of potential activities is of
concern, to us and we think to some other neighbors.

When business activity was first permitted on this parcel years ago, County officials made clear that it was to
be very limited in scope, given its location in the middle of residential waterfront areas. It was not even
allowed to be a marina, because of the impact such outdoor activities could have on neighboring

properties. in the years that have followed, the area residents have happily coexisted with this parcel and its

limited business activities, to this day. Chesapeake Marine and its related businesses and owners have been
good neighbors.

Now, the County Is proposing to re-zone it full “Commercial”. BUT -the parcel is centrally located in a wide
area of Nassawaddox Creek, so viewable, and within earshot, of at least 25 homes. A number of waterfront
properties in this area of the creek have listed for sale recently al prices between $700,000 and $1.4

million. Because of the curves in the shoreline, quite a few homes, including ours, look directly at this parcel,
and there are six homes within a few hundred feet. So, we’re puzzled why the County would suggest Tull
Commercial zoning of this parcel in the middle of all this residential waterfront. Affording commercial zoning
status, with the activities proposed by this draft ordinance as allowed by right (i.e. without any analysis of the
actual impact of the particular activity on these residential uses), doesn’t really seem right. The other Existing
Business parcels from the current zoning ordinance classifications are not in high value residential waterfront
areas, but rather out on, or very near, Route 13. Whereas the expanded list of activities allowed automatically
by the zoning ordinance in a Commercial category may be more appropriate for those business parcels, given
their locatien, this very broad list of commercial and some industrial activities really doesn’t seem to fit this
walerfront parcel on Nassawaddox Creek.

This parcel is the only one proposed for Commercial zoning for many miles, the only one on the entirety of
Occohannock Neck. The draft zoning erdinance proposes to allow many more business activities than is
currently allowed, either 1} because the activity simply wouldn’t have been allowed at all under prior zoning,
or 2) because it would anly have been allowed after a special use permit was filed and the impacts of the
proposed activity could be analyzed specific to that site, and publicly, with input of all affected persons in the
area, and potentially certain conditions imposed for the conduct of the activity consistent with the
neighborhood.

1
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While quite a number of the business activities listed as to be allowed by right far the commercial district are
not objectionable, there certainly are some that would be. There are some activities proposed to be allowed
that | suggest should not be allowed on this parcel, given its location and history of limited business use,
without at least the opportunity for neighbors to be required to be advised of, and able to discuss with the
owner and the County, the facts of the activity in that location. And there are some which simply should not
be allowed in this residential waterfront area at all. These two groups of objectionable activities include
large wind turbines, telecom towers, wasle-related activities and wastewaler treatment facilities,
warehousing, utility distribution plants, self-service storage, restaurants with outdoor sealing, RV parks, pool
halis and adult entertainment facilities, heliports, and vague, undefined, other “commercial” and “industrial”
services.

Probably the business activities in this location should have been carried forward in our zoning code as a
nonconforming use, which would have better fit the character of the neighboring area. It is worth noting the
following excerpts from the Existing Business zoning classification in our current code: “The intent of this
special zoning district and its secondary districts (CM, CG, M1} is to recognize caommercial uses and zones
outside of rural village and community development areas which exist at the date of adoption of this chapter
but which are not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan for the future development of Northampton
County (emphasis supplied). The existing business designation shall be granted to all actively operating
businesses . . . which will be outside the rural villages and community development areas. . .The presence of
an existing business zone shall not serve as justification for future commercial zonings outside these rural
villages and community development areas . . The County’'s Development Director noted in public
information sessions that this latter concept will no longer be true in the new draft code, if adopted, thus
leading to the possibility that a much more significant area immediately surrounding that parcel could also be
zoned Commercial in the future, which, again, seems inappropriate, in a high-value residential waterfront
area. And | note that re-zonings typically do not carry conditions, they simply afford the entire list of
permitted uses that carry with the zoning district, so the potential is there for a considerably increased
amount of inappropriate commercial activity right next door in a residential waterfront area.

The proposed Commercial zoning district class for this parcel also does not limit residential development in
the way all the other zoning districts do, which reflects the reality that Commercial zoning is for properties in
a commercial area where people would not choose to live — clearly, that is not the case here with this parcel,
another example of how the zoning classification for this parcel should get more thought.

We certainly are not waorried that Wayne Lee will rush out right away and pursue any of the above list of
objectionable business activities; we know him and his wife and trust that he is not going to. That is not the
standard for whether the parcel is being zoned appropriately, however. Circumstances could change, and in
any event a future owner of the parcel probably would look at the parcel differently. We also note that it is
difficult Lo turn the clock back, so to speak — indeed, the history of this parcel shows that, it shows the
potential for zoning “creep” over time, as it started out as a limited business use. Thus, we ask that the
County reconsider the appropriateness of this zoning classification, given what we've mentioned above. Ifit
were proposed to be Agricultural, that seems a more logical starting point, as the new Ag district, as
proposed, would allow a number of additional business activities compared to currently. Howaever, we note
that some of the potential business activities that concern us (listed above) would be allowed by right even in
the proposed Agricultural classification, which is troubling in this case. Wae ask that the list of business
activities allowed in Agricultural zoning be fewer, to submit the more objectionable ones, noted above, to a
conditional use category, allowing site-specific analysis at the time of a proposed change in use.
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We appreciate your considering our questions and concerns.

Mary Jane Dodson,
for myself and husband David Handzo, 5419 Bice Lane, Jamesville, VA 23398 tax parcel map 132, lot 40A
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Open Letter to Board of Supervisors, Northampton County: March 11, 2014

We request that this letter become part of the public record of this Hearing.

Citizens for a Better Eastern Shore would like to clearly state our opposition to the
MNorthampton Board of Supervisors new zoning ordinance proposal. As we pointed out
in a recent editorial in our Shoreline publication, we all agree wholeheartedly with the
need to make changes to the ordinance. It is supremely disappointing that the Board to
date has chosen not to follow established county procedure for revising the entire
county zoning ordinance. We continue to believe that the public has not been adequately
included in the process and that the exclusion of the Planning Commission in the process
is wrong. The basis for our zoning is established in the goals, and especially in the

strategics, ot the adopted Comprehensive FPlan and the required Future Land Use Map.

The current Northampton County Comprehensive Plan was formulated following
workshops and many community meetings to solicit public input and direction; and then
two separatc public hcarinés were held. Every five years, the Comprehensive Plan must
be reviewed to assure that the plan still reflects the communities nceds and desires in
present day conditions. This process began some time ago and many of us attended the
preliminary input mectings. Apparently that process has been abandoned in a rush to
bush through new zoning. The Board of Supervisors has a legal obligation to consider
revisions to the Comprehensive Plan, but only after those revisions have been submitted

to them by the Planning Commission. This process has not yvet been completed.
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We arc aware that the Code does not require Comprehensive Plan revisions in advance
of zoning changes. However, we are also aware that the Code does require “reasonable
consideration’ be given to several specific factors affecting the locality before zoning
changes are proposed. We do not believe that has been done. We cannot support the
wholesale rewriting of the county's Zoning Code before the Comprehensive Plan review
process, including extensive input from the public, has been completed and used to lead

the zoning deliberative process.

Thank you again for your consideration of our organization's position on this issue.

Sincerely,
Axthur L. Upshur

President, Citizens for a Better Eastern Shore

1. § 15.2-2284. Matters fto be considered in drawing and applying zoning ordinances
and districts.
“oning 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 usecs, 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, 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 preservalion 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.
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Northampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation ; l

Dear Shorekeeper Parnition rive, Virginia Eastern Shorekecper,
We are pleased (o present you with this petition affirming this statement:

"We call on Northampton officials to follow the intent of the law by allowing for the development of a
new Comprehensive Plan before proposed Zoning Ordinances can be adopted. Northampton County
has an obligation to provide a road map for the future before making major changes to the code. By
following proper procedures they would ensure the highest degree of public participation in this
process. '

Attached is a list of individuals who have added their names to this petition, as well as ad. nal comments

written by the perition signers themselves.

Sincerely,
Iay C. Ford

MoveOn.org

174



Northampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Isabella
COmancock, VA 23417
Mar 11, 2014

Wirginia
Cape charles, WA 23310
Mar 11, 2014

KRISTIN WEEBR
MNASSAWAIDOX, VA 23413
Mar 11, 2014

Why the rush? The elimination of the Chesapeake Bay Act on the seaside of the County should not occur until
ordinances have heen written to replace the Act.

Richard L. Drury
Jamesville, VA 23398
Mar 11, 2014

1 particularly do not wish to have the protections of the Chesapeake Bay act removed from the seaside of
Morthampion Countly

Mancy Wells Drury
Jamesville, VA 233908
Mar 11, 2014

maryann resky
machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 11, 2014

Drarlene Cian
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 11, 2014

I own land in MNorthampton County. Keep the Bay Act on the Seaside- protect the water quality and the
aguaculture industry!

Grayson Siver
Virginia Beach, WA 23451
Mar 11, 2014

Claudia Underwood
Onancoclk, VA 23417
Mar 11, 2014

Suzan R Enzastiga
L

(3]

MoveOn.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

I own property in Northampton County. Keep the Bay Act on the gseaside - protect the agquaculiure industry
and protect the water gquality!

Rebecca P Kellam
WVirginia Beach, VA 23451
Mar 11, 2014

Catherine McCarthy
Nassawadox, VA 23413
Mar 11, 2014

Berkley L. Kelley
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 11, 2014

Donna App
Suffolk, VA 23435
Mar 11, 2014

Stephanic Smith
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 11, 2014

Jean Mariner
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 11, 2014

What happens on the Shore affects all of us.

andrea mason
Parksley, VA 23421
Mar 11, 2014

Don't change the Comprehensive Plan in any way detrimental o our waters.

James H. Joycc
Jamesville, VA 23398
Mar 11, 2014

lwle
chesierfield, VA 23832
Mar 11, 2014

Charles Lowvelady
Winchester, V.A 22601
Mar 10, 2014

MoveOn.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Diana ¢ Bowen
MNassawadox, VA 23413
Mar 10, 2014

Can we work together to solve the problems?

Roger A Lund
Trehernerville (Blrds MNest), VA 23307
Mar 10, 2014

Sherry Burns
Painter, VA 23420
Mar 10, 2014

Micholas Shaffer
Franktown, VA 23354
Mo 10, 2014

Daniel M Weeks
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 10, 2014

David Handz=o
Jumesville, VA 23350
bMar 10, 2014

Lynda Whitehead
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

R. Jelfrey Poulierer
exmore, VA 23350
Mar 10, 2014

Joe Vincent
Onley, VA 23418
Mar 10, 20144

recall these bums and get better people in there

anthony p. succo
cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

Cynthian B, Trower
Virginia Beach, VA 23464
Mar 10, 2014

MoveDn.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Erin (¥Brien
MNorih chesterfield, VA 23236
Mar 10, 2014

Caroline Trower
Virginia Beach, WA 23155
Mar 10, 2014

Kelly Ames
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 10, 2014

carolyn jones
franktown, VA 23354
Mar 10, 2014

Hannah Kellam
Mappsville, VA 23407
Mar 10, 2014

Kelsey Gaskins
Machiponga, VA 23405
Mar 10, 2014

Elizaheth carpenter
Quinby, VA 23423
Mar 10, 2014

Stacey Simpson
MNewark, MI> 21841
Mar 10, 2014

Tyler Kilmon
Belle Haven, VA 23306
Mar 10, 2014

Mirisa lewis
norfolk, VA 23508
Mar 10, 2014

Kristen Dize
Onancock, VA 23417
Mar 10, 2014

Kelsie spencer
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

Moveln.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and

FEnsure Public Participation

Dryvlan Orlando
Melfa, VA 23410
DMar 10, 2014

Abby Taylor
Edenton, NC 27932
Mar 10, 2014

Rulh sumners
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 10, 2014

MNicale Taylor
MNassawadox, VA 23413
Mar 10, 2014

Meriwether Payne
T.ocustville, VA 23404
Mar 10, 2014

Amy M Stauffer
Reston, VA 20190
Mar 10, 2014

Allison Rutledge
FEastville, VA 23347
Mar 10, 2014

Rebecca Hopkins
Cheriton, VA Z3316
Mar 10, 2014

slow down

Frank Wendell
cape charles va., VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

Harmony Hancock
Effort, PA 18330
Mar 10, 2014

David Silvia
Painter, ¥V.A 23420
Mar 10, 2014

MaveOn.org
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Morthampron County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Please make responsible choices for the Fasterm Shore! Plan for future use and environmental impacts!

Shannon Alexander
Painter, VA 23420
Mar 10, 2014

Thomas Richardson
Onancock, NY 23417
Mar 103, 2014

Lynne Rogers
Wachapreague, VA 23420
Mar 10, 2014

Michele Whitaker
Onley, VA 23418
Mar 10, 2014

Clifford W Mendel
Belle Haven, VA 23306-1701
Mar 10, 2014

Juyce Mendel
Belle Haven, VA 23306
Mar 10, 2014

Mere Savage
Parksley, VA 23421
Mar 10, 2014

taura labai
Tndianapolis, I 462005
Mar 10, 2014

Rebeacca Turner
Belle Haven, VA 23306
Mar 10, 2014

I am a municipal planner with lots of family on the eastern shore. Please do the right thing and allow public
participation before changing land use palicy!!

Amanda Stearns
Cumberland, ME 04021
Mar 10, 2014

Lindsay Jester
Chincoteague, VA 23336
Mar 10, 2014

MoveOn.org
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Morthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Eugene hampton
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 10, 2014

Fhilip Simmpson
Exmore, VA 33350
Mar 10, 2014

We moved to Fastville just a month ago and are very concerned about the proposed changes which, at first,
sccmed innocent enough to the newly arrived. Further reading bas certainly altered that asscssiment and we
plan to attend Tucsday's meeting.

MNadine Costenbader
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 10, 2014

David L.. Costenbader
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 10, 2014

Catherine Chaddic
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 10, 2014

India W. Birch
Capc Charles, WA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

M. And Mrs. 1D.W . Faubes
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

Garrison Brown
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 10, 2014

Joseph Fauber
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

karen thompson
jamesville, VA 23398
Mar 10, 2014

MMoveOn,org
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MNornthamption County Slow Down and Ensures Public Participartion

While I agree with Northampton County efforts to encourage new business, I don't agree with whole sale
abandonment of clean air and water regulations. Californina, Oregon, and Washington states have managed to
hawve both new industries and clean enviraonments, and think we can, too.

Terrence Bdwin
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 10, 2014

The BOS must puuse and allow full velling of the implicatons of this massive reroning eflfoct that favors
development at the expense of many other values, and which is NOT consistent with the current
Comprehensive Plan, commenis of certain public officials notwithstanding. There has not been a balanced,
informed presentation of the impacts of the changes, and a great many citizens are unaware of them. The
Planning Commission must be afforded a reasonable amount of time to analyze and revise this proposal, afier
completion of lts current revision of our Comprehensive Plan, with advice of knowledgeable zoning counsel.
The wholesale removal of most site-specific bases 1o challenge activities on neighboring properties, in all
zoning districts, is a major concern, as is the huge increase in waterfront density that this proposed ordinance
would allow. With the upheawvals in insurance markets in East Coast waterfront arcas, including our own, and
the significant future public costs to communities of allowing continuing waterfront development where sea
lavel is rising, encouraging significant waterfront develaopment is bad public policy.

Mary lane Dodson
FJamesville, V.A 23308
Mar 10, 2014

Smdy the zoning carefully with careful and thoughtful consideration for our environment.

Tirm Hollowsay
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 10, 2014

Carol See
Bedford Heights, OH 44146
Mar 10, 2014

rachel attenberger
cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 9, 2014

Dickic Tayloo
Charlottesville, VA 22003
Mar 9, 2014

We are current land owners in Zone 47

Kenneth & Janice Allen
ashburnham, A 01430
Mar 9, 2014

MoveOn.org ?
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Morthampton County Slow Down and  Ensure

: Public Participation

Caroline Goffigon
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 9@, 20014

Smige Goffigon
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 9, 2014

Mauarjorie Briden
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 9, 2014

domnald brennan
Machipongzo, VWA 23405
Mar 9, 2014

The proposed changes in zoning could have far reaching effects and therefore require careful consideration

and input from Morthampton County residents.

Ruth Boettcher
Machipongo, V.A 23405
Mar 9, 2014

Meg Widgen
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar &, 2014

Kemper Goffigon IV
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 9, 2014

m.harris
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 9, 2014

1cd the county's stalled economic recovery by ordering an expensive and unnecessary
on of the zuning code. Their effort would be more productive focusing on the existing economies of

agriculture. agqugeulinre and tourism and the ripple down supporting small businesses of the shore. our curvrent

zoning code is not the problem.

Elizabeth Brown
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 9, 2014

denys wright
Chincoteague Island, VA 23336
Mar 9, 2014

MoveOn.org
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Northampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Deb
Weirwood, VA 23413
Mar 8, 2014

Mary Anne Wells
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 8§, 2014

Christopher Sturgis
Bastville, VA 23347
Mar B, 2014

Sheri Reynolds
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 8, 2014

Thomas . Giese
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 8., 2014

1 live in Norfolk but my 18 and 21 yr old live on the shore, and 1 would hope that our government will sct the

example for our future that taking pride in where you live is just as important.. We necd 1o be leading by
example with some commaon Bense...

Shannon Mugrage
MNarfolk, VA 23518
Mar 7, 2014

Robert Fountaine
Townsend, VA 234473
Mar 7, 2014

MNancy Tucker
Crawfordville, FL., FL. 32327
Mar 7, 2014

When people put their heads together and assess situations calmly and completely, with intentions that are for

the highest good of all, one voice can emerge with the sweet sound of common sense toward a more
productive and beautiful future.

Mar 7, 2014

Harry W Crancdall
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 7, 2014

MoveOn.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

mitchell hafer
cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 7, 2014

William P Hilton
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 7, 2014

Thomas Savage
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 7, 2014

virginia c. savage
cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 7, 2014

terry m krall
Exmore, VA 23350
Mlar 7, 2014

George Annon
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 7, 2014

Rhonda Annon
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 7, 2014

penslops &, lusk
cheriton, VA 23316
Mar /, 2014

bowdoin wise lusk
cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 7, 2014

Louis A Barlow
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 7, 2014

Linda Barlow
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 7, 2014

- ]
Mar 7, 2014

MoveOn.org
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MNorthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Kathleen Weiner
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 7, 2014

Charles Bou
Jamesville, V.A 23398
Mar 7, 2014

Churis
Exmore, WA 233350
Mar 7, 2014

Joe paschall
Machipongo, VA 23405
Nlar 7, 2014

Anne Howell
Accornac, VA 23301
Mayr 7, 2014

Ray Ducscr
bMachipongo, VA 23405
bMar 7, 2014

Eva Winlers
Hampton, VA 23664
hMar 6, 2014

Catherine Suraci
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 6, 2014

James 5. West
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar &, 201

Etta Robins
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar G, 2014

Linda K Goldstine
EXMOKRE, VA 23350
Mar 6, 2014

James Barch
Cape Junction, VA 23310
Mar 6, 2014

MoveOn.org
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Morthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

Richard M. Hatch, M. D,
FRAMNKTOWN, VA 23354
Mar 6, 2014

Sarah kellam
Cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 6, 2014

Larry J. Brindza
Burke, VA 22015-4116
Mar 6, 2014

James Murray
Charlotesville, VA 22002
Mar 6, 2014

Meredith Restein
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 6, 2014

katherine mears
eastville, VA 23347
Mar 6, 2014

Micha=l Wells
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 6, 20014

Cynithia Dempster
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 5, 2014

Jennifer hume
Exmore, WA 23350
Mar 5, 2014

Oin Aug. 27, 2012 the Board of Supervisors approved a Strategic Plan They agreed o the following, in this
order: A. Complete the Comprehensive Plan Update. B. Review the zoning ordinance for consistency and
compliance with the updated Comprehensive Plan, So who decided to put the cart before the horse?

M E Miller
Eastville, VA 23347
Max 3, 2014

Caroline Ballard
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 5, 2014
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Katherine S fountaine
townsend, VA 23443
Mar 5, 2014

Joseph paul acerra
exmore, VA 23350
Mar 5, 2014

sharon renshaw
Exmore, YA 08034
Mar 5, 2014

Technically, 6273 Narow Channel Dr, is Cape Charles, VA 23310, but we get our mail and show our address

as 6273 Manrow Channel Dr., PO Box 969, Cheriton, VA 23316

Lou Gladden
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar S5, 2014

Technically, 6273 Narmrow Channel Do s Cape Charles, WA 23310, but we get our mail and show our address

as 6273 Marrow Channel Dr., PO Box 969, Cheriton, VA 23316

MNorman Gladden, Jr.
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 5. 2014

Tames Arnobd
Franktown, VA 231354
Mar 5, 2014

Susan Linfert
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 5, 2014

Hans Gabler
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 5, 2014

Frank Renshaw
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 5, 2014

donald s. clarke
vrginia beach, VA 23451
Mar 5, 2014
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Amnd to think thar we/fcitizen taxpayers of Northampton County are paying for this perversion of process and
wrongful allocation of county funds. We need 1o hold the County accountable!

price clarke
eastville, VA 23347
Mar 5, 2014

Jack Willis
cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 5, 2014

Jack Willis
cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 5, 2014

Pauy Kellam
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 5, 2014

Luke Kellam
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 5, 2014

Stop telling the residents of the Eastern Shore what we need and start listening to us tell you what we want

Daryl Hayslewn
Willis Whart, VA 23486
Mar 4, 2014

Sonya Peretti-ITull
Williamsburg, VA 23185
Mar 4, 201

WILLIAM A HUGHES
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar <4, 2014

Marie Fair
Cheriton, VA, VA 23316
Mar 4, 2014

Bonnie Riggan
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 2014

Muark R Shaflfer
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 4, 2014
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Matalie Rinker-Good
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 20141

Why would we take protections off the seaside? We worked 10 get both protecied for decades.

Richard Ayers
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 4, 2014

Shannon Gordon
Marionville, VA 23408
Mar 4, 2014

Mary Watson
Richmond, VA 23221
Mar 4, 2014

Kate Tayloe
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 2014

Elliot Scou Butler
Bellhaven, VA 23306
Mar 4, 2014

WVic Schmidt
Cheritonr, VA 23316
Mar <4, 2014

How can a local governing group supersede a state mandate such as "the Chesapeake Bay Act”

Charles 5. Donnell
Cape Charles / Oyster, VA 23310
Mar <4, 201 4

Denise Lewis
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 4, 2014

J Lewis
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 2014

Gina Brunk
Jamesville, VA 23308
Mar 4, 20014
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Wade Walker
Fxmore, VA 23350
Mar 4, 2014

Kenneih Walker
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 4, 2014

Molly Walker
Willis Wharf, VA 23486
Mar 4, 2014

Revel Walker
Willis Wharf, VA 23486
Mar 4, 2014

THERE ARE MANY THINGS ST STO BE CONSIDERED SUCH AS AFFORDARLE LOW INCOME
HOUSING AND WATHER QUALITY ESSENTIAL 1O THE FUTURE OF EVERYOMNE 1IN OUR COUNTY

BEMNIAMIN LUSK
MACHIPOMNGO, VA 23405
Mar 4, 2014

Cathy Bell
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 4, 2014

Lisa Weber
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 4, 2014

Robert Gustalson
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 4, 2014

Leave present CBT sethacks on the east side of Rt 13 as they are,
preston m o white

Birdsnest, VA 23307

Mar 4, 2014

Adrlia Pettus Gustafzon
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 4, 2014

Thomas Haney
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 2014
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Erin Haney
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Mar 4, 2014

Caraline Bott
Jamesville, VA 23308
Mar 4, 2014

While I believe the current ZO could use some tweeking, the prposal currently before us is faally Mawed in
both process and content. Let the citizen stakeholders provide input.

Pater Kafigian
HExmore, VA 23350
Mar 4, 2014

Mammie S, Gaskill
Capae Charles, VA 23310
Mar 4, 2014

Thornton Tayloc
Cape Charles, WA 23350
Mar 4, 2014

JToan Corcoran
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 4, 2014

" Waterfront Village” designations "WW-1", "WWV-2", "WWVNE", and "WV WC" should remain. Current WV
zoning and uses are: |)structured o retain water qu ry for our watcrfront industries; 2jtake into

deration low-lying areas ("W WV 1") near the water and the affects of storms and flooding; 3)allow
1esses while rmaintai g walerlront gquality; 4iapply densitics for residential in keeping with existing
structures. Other Villages in Northampton Co. have different necds and geographic considerations. The
"Willage" zoning and uses are not appropriate for Waterfront locations. The WV was written by Sharcholders
and County staff, with input from experts, and adopted by the BOS...a process utilized by good government.

June Kaligian
Exmore, VA 23350-2548
Mar <4, 2014

Rus
Tume . VA 23308
Mar 4, 2014

Marlene A, Donnell
CAPE CHARLES, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014
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anna
exmore, VA 23350
Mar 5, 2014

Emma E. Rhyne
Frank town, VA 23354
Mar 3, 2014

Charles F. Rhyne
Frank town, VA 23354
Mar 3, 2014

Ewvelyn Finili
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

Cean Irminger
Machipongo, VA 23405
Max 3, 2014

Of the people,.for the people BY THE FEOFLE |

Judith C. Brunl
Jamesville, V.A 23398
Mar 3, 2014

David A. Brunk
Jamesville, VA 23308
Mar 3, 2014

Ryan Rouelle
Franktown, VA 23354
Mar 3, 2014

I can't be at the meeting but will eagerly sign this petition.

John J McCormiclk
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

Elen E. Lusk
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

BEill Payne
Capec Charles, WA 23310
Mar 3, 2014
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Christine Williams
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

Will Jones
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

My wilfc owns property in Oyster. | have always admired the foresight Northampton used in extending the bay
acl to the scaside in 1989, T serve on the Accomack County board and T am well acquainted with the pressures
your board is under but, T am afraid hasty decisions will be made adversely effecting Northampton residents
and property owners for generafions to come. Please think. ... before you act.

Grayzon Chesser
Temperancevle, VA 23442
Mar 3, 2014

T own property in Northampion County. | am very concerned abour the direction Northampton seems o he
taking.

Dawn Chesser
Temperancevle, VA 23442
Mar 3, 2014

The BOS should respect the expressed will of county residents instead of listening 1o select special interests
and proposing a massive alteration to the county wide zoning. The waterfront village zoning district was
created through a lengrhy process of public meetings building consensus among residents. propesty owners
and businesses. The proposed changes were developed byu the BOS, behind closed doors, without secking
any input by village residents who will be greatly impacted by these changes. Northampton County residents
should not have to continually fight (o keep zoning changes from being foisted upon them. Instead, the BOS
should refrain from suggesting changes unless there is a majority of public support or legitimate public nead.

Arthur Schwarzschild
Willis Wharl, VA 23486
Mar 3, 2014

It is imperative that we stop this rezoning. Once the door is open a crack the beauty of this area will be
destroyed and look like Ocean City, Md. Greed iz driving this whole thing.

William
Onancock, VA 23427
Mar 3, 2014

We know the value of keeping the shoreline in its natural state,

Antoinette Califano -
Belle Haven, VA 23306
Mar 3, 2014
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Dan Dabine
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Miar 3, 2014

Austin Riopel
Machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 3, 2014

Matt Ramah
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 3, 2014

James
Omnley, VA 23418
Mar 2, 2014

Charlotte Scott
Wirginia, VA 25354
Mar 2, 2014

thelma spotten
exmore,va., YA 23350
Mar 2, 201

Zail drebes
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 2, 2014

Why do you want to loot the shore. Some change maybe, but not this rescinding of everything the shore
stands for 11

FRoger L. Mune
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 2, 2014

michasl potter henderson
machipongo, VA 23405
Mar 2, 2014

FParker Doolay
Melfa, VA 23410
Mar 2, 2014

Vincent Mariner
Painter, VA 23420
Mar 2, 2014
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John Ficge
Onancock, VA 23417
Mar 2, 2014

1 hope you can do what youn are promising,

Sandy Storherr
Willis Wharf, VA 23486
Mar 2, 2014

ANMN D ACKEERMAN
MACHIPONGO, VA 23405
Mar 2, 2014

Carl Murray
melfa, VA 23410
Miar 2, 2014

Dreloris Carstens
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 2, 2014

MNouw Erawceel
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

Tim Krawczel
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

Marthew Lanterman
Keller, WA 23401
Mar 1, 2014

Kearn Schemm
Cale Charles, VA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

ann hayden
Jameswville, VA Z3398-0072
Mar 1, 2014

Kristin
Eastville, VA 23347
Mar 1, 2014

chrigtine hughes
nassawadox, VA 23413
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Mar 1, 2014

ruta vaskys
quinby, VA 23423
Mar 1, 2014

Patricia Murray
Machipongo, VA 23347
Mar 1, 2014

Marie Mauge
Cape Charles, VYA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

Let's slow it down and plan properly, put the brakes on and think it out together as a small area. That is what
we arc.

Mathan Travis
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 1, 2014

We manage several properties in the county that will be affected if the rezoning goes through. They are trying
to @mke away some peoples homes by doing this.

Michelle M Maoses
Wachapreague, VA 23420
Mar 1, 2014

Absolutely tired o Northampton County, as a whole, not just the Zoning Board, doing absolutely anything the
want and not respecting it's citizens. You've done this at least ever since I've taken more interest in the County
processes. Yes, you have meetings. But to what avail. You always seem to get what you want.

Lorraine P. Edmonson
Willis Wharf, VA 23486
Mar 1, 2014

How can the present BOS method even pass legal muster?

Richard Tanlkard
Staunton, VA 24401
Mar 1, 20141

Beverly S Cline
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 1, 2014

Dawvid & Suzanne Tankard
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 1, 2014
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Alexandra Wilke
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

what is a hamlet 7

charles churn
cape charles, VA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

Anne Hallerman
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Mar 1, 2014

Mable Harrizon
Cheriton, VA 23316
Mar 1, 2014

MLE. Cline
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 1, 2014

Steve Bergman
Exmore, VA 23350
Mar 1, 2014

Follow proper procedures allowing the public to participate in all zoning changes.

Wayne J Frocke
Jamesville, FIL. 23398
Nar 1, 2014

Slow down and give the voters a chanee to review and approve any changes.

Maria Frockeo
Jamesville, VA 23308
Mar 1, 2014

Miriam Ely Riggs
Onancock, VA 23417
Fchb 28, 2014

Lenore Savage
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 28, 2014

Kevin Minga
Exmore, VA 23350
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Feb 28, 2014

This is an important quality of life issue thar should not be taken for granted. We should not be apathetic,

Iaura kern
belle haven, VA 23306
Peb 28, 2014

Doug and Peggy Charnock
EXMORE, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

i support the adoption of a comprehensive plan as a road map for Northampton County BEFORE any further
changes are made to the Zoning Ordinances. Officials would be derelict in their duties to the citizens of this
connty (o change any zoning before it is clear what path the County’s residence want 1o fallow for the futare,
comprehensive plan for action.

ellen grimes
franktown, V.A 23354
Febh 28, 2014

a

Josh Pearl
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

Pat & Steve Boyer
Franktown, VA 23354
Feb 28, 2014

Kim Miles
Onancock, VA 23417
Feb 28, 2014

Shall we look into the special interest group who is pushing for the change? They don't appear to have the
interests of the county in mind, just their pocketbook.

John Cleaveland
Franktown, VA 23354
Feb 28, 2014

Fric Dodge
Onancock, VA 23417
Feb 28, 2014

1 support the development of a new comprehensive plan before proposed zoning ordinances can be adopted

Thelma Peterson
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feb 28, 2014
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john davis
exmore, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

I'm extremely concerned by the way these proposed zoning changes were promulgated and ask that they he
denied OR at the least deferred until such time as the Comprehensive Plan is updated,

Joe Fehrer
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 28, 2014

Gail pearl
Exmore, VA 23350
Fah 28, 2014

Josh Pearl
Glen Burnie, MID 21061
Feh 28, 2014

Helen 1.. Walker
nassawadox, VA 23413
Feb 28, 2014

Jeffrey K. Walker
nassawadox, VA 23413
Feb 28, 2014

Elliott Pearl
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

Very concerned about the proposals to remave protections to Waterfront IHamlets and the Chesapeake Bay
Act protections from the Seaside. It is exwemely important 1o protect our fragile Shore. We are the stewards
and nesd to takes our responsibility to future generations very seriously. This is not a time o be shortsighted
and careless.

Peg Snowden Valk
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 28, 2014

Dravid Pearl
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

kenneth sutton
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feb 28, 2014
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Taylor Mapp Bryan
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 2B, 2014

Megan .. Krour
Arlington, VA 22207
Feb 28, 2014

Lo truth, o oot faumniliar with the issues, but more input is a good thing. Lord knows, we've got the time hers,

Pete Baumann
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 28, 2014

Joan M Bryan
Exmoaore, VA 23350
Feb 28, 2014

Jay Davenport
Omancock, VA 23417
Feb 28, 2014

tony picardi
Belle Haven, VA 23306
Feb 28, 2014

Polk Kellam
Frankiown, VA 23354
Felb 23, 2014

. Harris
Exmore, VA 23350
Febh 23, 2014

5. Diawn Goldstine
Exmore, WA 23350
Feb 27, 2014

Donnae Lawson
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 27, 2014

Judith Rulison
Exmore, VA 233350
Feb 27, 2014

Ken Rames
Machipongo, VA 23405
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Feb 27, 2014

Veronica Raines
Machipongo, VA 23405
Fab 27, 2014

Jeffrey Jay
onancock, VA 23417
Feb 27, 2014

Stephen Rulison
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 27, 2014

Mary Schoolfield Dufty
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 27, 2014

George W. Bryan
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 27, 2014

Eugene Hnmpton
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feb 27, 2014

David Tankard, JTr.
Exmore, VA 23350
Felb 27, 2014

Stephen Parker
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feb 27, 2014

Wan Tankard
Exmaore, VA 23350
Facb 27, 2014

Bonnie DeAngelis
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 27, 2014

David Handschur
Eastville, VA 23347
Feb 27, 2014

Joanne L. [Iumphreys
Eastville, VA 23347
Feb 27, 2014
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Joan W. Smith
Jamesville, VA 23398
Feb 27, 2014

severn a nottingham 11
frunktown, VA 2
Feb 27, 2014

stephen ¢ bunce jr
Franktown, VA 23354
Feb 27, 2014

Way over duel The water situation is atrocious!

Angela Albrecht
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 26, 2014

Robert B. Toner
Exmore, VA 23350
Feh 26, 2014

Rurth Meyers
Jamesville, VA 23398
Feb 26, 2014

The proposal opens the possibility of devaluing our homes with reduced setbacks and creating animosity
between neighbors by allowing unpleasant activities and noise without regard for a neighbor. The higher
shareline density will guarantee decreascd water quality in the creeks and Bay.

RH
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 26, 2014

Avthurupshur
Muchipongo, VA 23405
Feb 26, 2014

Ann Gallivan
nktown, VA 23354
Fcbh 26, 2014

Woody Gasking
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feh 26, 2014

tom cardaci
onancock, VA 23417
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Feb 25, 2014

Jim Direbes
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 25, 2014

Suzanne Anglim
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Foch 25, 2014

Brenda Ennis
RBelle Haven, VA 22306
Fab 25, 2014

Marion MNaar
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 25, 2014

FProtect then only body of water on the East Coast that a local government fully controls the watershed. Protect
your 30 million dollar sustainable shellfish industry and the United Nations Biosphere Reserve we arc very
fortunate to have!

Tom Gallivan
Frankiown, VA 23354
Feb 25, 2014

Preseve the Chesapeake Bay

David Limos
MNorfolk, VA 23509
Feb 25, 2014

Part time VA resident. Full time at 914 Greene Counwie Dr West Chester, PA 19320

ed capobianco
Willis Wharf, VA 23486
Feb 25, 2014

Amy Ellis
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
Feb 25, 2014

nathan k snyder
nassawadox, VA 23413
Feb 25, 2014

James Hdward Clark
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 25, 2014
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FRuthAnn Baker
Onancock, VA 23417
Fecb 24, 2014

Kimberly Ham
Anthem, AL 35026
Feb 24, 2014

Fublic participation is a critical and necessary pasrt of the zoning process.

Patrick L. Calvert
Charlottesville, VA 22903
Feb 24, 2014

Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 24, 2014

The current proposed zoning ordinance is totally counter to the County Comprehensive plan developed in
2007, which determined development should be in the towns, not on 13. Many people made o great deal of
effort to communicate this desire in meetings spread over 1 1/2 years back in 2006-2007, please respect the
effort put into the development of that comprehensive plan. Scecondly, the proposed zero foot setback for all
properiies other than conservation lands would be n huge step hackwand For protecting our waters. A great
deal of the shore™s population depends on clean, healthy waters to make the 1. Please respect that
heritage, as well.

David Boyd
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014

Donna Carlson
Willis Whaut, VA 23486
Feb 24, 2014

Elvin Hess
Machipongo,, VA 23405
Feb 24, 2014

Beatsy Mapp
Jamesville, VA 23398
Fecbh 24, 2014

Court Van Clief
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014
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I have several properties in Morthampton County VWa and would definitely like 1o know more.

Sherry Collins
Melfa, VA 23410
Feb 24, 2014

Robert L.. Rankin
Norfolk, VA 23505
Feb 24, 2014

Feb 24, 2014

The letter T received from Northampton County informing property owners of this intended zoning change
contained no pertinent information and was essenfially incomprehensible. T fully support the intent of this
petition.

Larry MM Williams
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Fehb 24, 2014

Timothy Marshall
Cape Chaules, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014

Mary Ann Cox
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014

Mary Ann Cox
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014

Megin van der Spuy
Omancock, VA 23417
Feb 24, 2014

Robin Simms
C '.:Ipl‘_ arles, VA L
Feh 24, 2014

Laura Pare
Cape Charles, VA 23510
Feb 24, 2014

Timothy brown
Cape Charles, YA 23310
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Feb 24, 2014

Austin C. Davis
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 24, 2014

So Important!

Ann Hess
Muachipongo, V.A 23405
Feb 24, 2014

Matthew Foley
Machipongo, VA 23405
Feb 24, 2014

Lillian Haines
Eastville, VA 23347
Feb 23, 2014

Graham Driscoll
Cape charles, VA 23310-4033
Feb 23, 2014

Jeremy Tarwater
Weirwood, VA 23413
Feb 23, 2014

Adly Tarwater
Weirwood, VA 23413
Feb 23, 2014

Michael I Pollio
Nielfa, VA 23410
Feb 23, 2014

Karen Jolly Davis
pe Charles, VA 23310
b 23, 2014

MNancy Vest
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 23, 2014

Arlene CC Rock
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 23, 2014
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Miriam Elton
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 22, 2014

We should never move to fast as to over look the best for the bsy.

bill manning
cupe charles, VA 23310
Fcb 22, 2014

sara baldwin
sxmore, V.A 23350
Feb 22, 2014

william thomas
exmore, VA 23350
Feb 22, 2014

MNancy Holeomb
Frankliown, VA 23354
Feb 21, 2014

Miaw Strickler
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

My mailing address is P.O. Box 134, Eastville, VYa 23347,

Chelsea A, Baylis
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

My mailing address is P.O. Box 134, Eastville, Va 23347,

Timolthy W. Baylis
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Paul Driscoll
Eastville, VA 23347
Feb 21, 2014

April Free Kennedy
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Chip Dodson
Eastville, VA 23347
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Feb 21, 2014

Kimberly Murphy
Txmors, VA 23350
Feb 21, 2014

FPatricia Abrabham
Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 21, 2014

sandy mcfall
Capec Charles, WA 23310
Fecb 21, 2014

Deanna Kleyla
FPainter, VA 234320
Feb 21, 2014

Andrew Buchholz
Cape Charles, VT 23310
Feb 21, 2014

John Coker
Cupe Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

George Proto
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Why remove the Waterflront Village designation? Extensive planning and public input went into that. Years
and years. County, community, developers, watermen. Review, sure. But where is the workshop and
comumunity participation/validation of the current Waterfront Village Comp FPlan? It's been a positive

experience in the past and residents have worked with new land owners flor compromises. OVER AN OVER

AGATN. Dollars and hours. Hours and dollars.

Donna Fauber
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Junice Rivell
Cape Charles, VA 233210
Feb 21, 2014

Christopher Buck
CAPE CHARLES, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014
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Jean Flynn
Machipongo., V.A 23405
Felr 21, 2014

Beverly Watson
Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 21, 2014

Maria Fahlsing
Lorton, VA 22079
Feb 21,2014

Dan Bowen
Massawadox, VA 234135
Feb 21, 2014

Scott wivell
cape charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Gay Frazee
Jumesville, VA 23398
Feb 21,2014

Dot Ficld
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 21, 2014

Take your time and to it right for the sake of our futures in Northampton county...

Angic Pleifller
capc Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21,2014

Melanie Moore
Exmore, VA 23350
Febh 21, 2014

Keith Smith
Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 21, 2014

Rich Terry
Willis Wharf, V.A 23486
Feb 21, 2014

Helene Doughty
Cape charles, VA 23310
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Feb 21,2014

Robin L. Brownley
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 21, 2014

Karen Hatch
Franktown, VA 23354
Ifeb 20, 2014

Although I live in Accomack County, I am a property owner and taxpayer in NMorthampton.

Roland Lusk
Quinby, VA 23423
Feb 20, 2014

EATHY HANBY
MACHIPONGO, VA 23405
Feb 20, 2014

Charles G. Ward, Jr.
Exmore, WA 23350
Feb 20, 2014

My Mother has property in Capeville and 1 have other family in the Seaview area.

Pameln A. Parris
Virginia Beach, VA 23454
IFeb 20, 2014

Lisa Stiles
Cape Charles,, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Georgeile Press
nassawadox, VA 23413
Feb 20, 2014

Roxane Ward
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 20, 2014

Junius J Neville
cape charles, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Joames L. Rivers
Hampton, VA 23664-1115
Feb 20, 2014
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Charlene Brady
CAPE CHARILES, VA 23405
Feh 20, 2014

Tracie Van Dorpe
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Janet Maday
Belle haven, VA 23306
Feb 20, 2014

Ay drummond
Cape charles, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Sandra Wyalt
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 20, 2014

Wickie Campbell
Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 20, 2014

Lisa tunkard
Exmore, VA 23350
Feb 20, 2014

Richard C antwell
Frank town, VA 23354
Feb 20, 2014

Meetings held during holiday periods when the public is distracted are a favorite time [or special interest
groups o advance their cause.

Slow down!

Paige Fillion
Pasadena, CA 91105
Feb 20, 2014

Carolyn Dow
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014
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Morthampton County Slow Down and Ensure Public Participation

The area of Northampton County that I live in is very rural, why is the zoning changing?

Beverly Walker
Cape Chrales, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Richard M Leal
Cape Charles, WA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Brian bogan
cape charles, VA 23310
Feh 20, 2014

Drooke Rodgers
Cheriton, VA 23316
Feb 20, 2014

Ran Wrucke
Cape Charles, VA 23310
Feb 20, 2014

Hearther Lusk
Quinby, VA 23423
Feb 20, 2014

Robert Meehan
Temperanceville, VA 23442
Feb 20, 2014

Elisa cantwell
ranktown, VA 23354
Feb 20, 2014

Edgar Mayse
Fincastle, VA 24090
Feb 20, 2014

This is my private opinion and does not necessarily reflect the opinion of The Nature Conservancy

David F. Harris
MNassawadox, VA 23413
Feb 20, 2014

Lisa MacGarvey
Franktown, VA 23354
Feb 20, 2014

MoveOn.org
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