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compatible with the existing surrounding uses, especially if the existing structure
Is maintained.

The applicant has submitted several proffers to mitigate potential impacts and the
revised proffers address staff's concerns. For these reasons, staff supports the
requested rezoning and the PUP subject to the conditions identified in the staff
report. A motion on the rezoning request would be necessary prior to any action
on the provisional use permit request.

As a reminder, time limits would need to be waived for the revised proffers. This
concludes my presentation. | will be happy to answer any questions.

Mrs. Marshall - Are there any questions by the Commission?

Mrs. Kotula - Mrs. Blankinship, | know that the applicant has been
working with the community up until today.

Mrs. Blankinship - Yes ma'am.
Mrs. Kotula - | know some of them are here this evening as well.

And to the best of your understanding, their concerns have been addressed at
this point?

Mrs. Blankinship - To the best of my understanding, yes ma’am.

Mrs. Kotula - Okay. Can we hear from the applicant as well?

Mrs. Marshall - Mr. Condlin? Good evening.

Mr. Condlin - Good evening, Madam Chairman, members of the

Planning Commission. My name is Andy Condlin here on behalf of Marie T.
Hammer. I'm not going to make a full presentation unless you have any
questions.

But | did want to point out this is a unique property. While the County records
show 1920, Ms. Hammer's property records show 1897 as when the house was
constructed. So it's certainly a historic house, but it also takes a lot of money and
maintenance to keep a 3800-square-foot house going. And this is a great
opportunity for adapti ise for t ilth and wellr ;s practice of a nlical
office. And we want to point out they're really appreciative of the folks that are
working with us. We have a couple of last-minute issues that we were able to
work out. And | think as we continue to go forward we will be able to provide the
protection that they’'re looking for. And | also wanted to thank Mrs. Blankinship
who'’s been really very good about communicating with everybody involved. As
usual, your staff has stepped up. But | think Mr. Gilliam as well wanted to say a
few words about the agreement as we're coming together.
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Mrs. Ma "hall - Mrs. Kotula?

Mrs. Kotula - | just want to thank everybody again for working
together on this issue. | think we've got a good outcome for everybody this
evening. All right. With that | move that we waive the time limits for REZ2018-
00042, Andrew M. Condlin for Marie T. Hammer.

Mr. Archer - Second.

Mrs. Marshall - We have a motion by Mrs. Kotula, a second by
Mr. Archer. All in favor say aye. Those opposed say no. There is no opposition;
this motion passes.

Mrs. Kotula - All right. I move that we approve REZ2018-00042,
Andrew M. Condlin for Marie T. Hammer, with proffers 1 through 14 dated
October 18, 2018.

Mr. Baka - Second.

Mrs. Marshall - We have a motion by Mrs. Kotula, a second by
Mr. Baka. All in favor say aye. Those opposed say no. There is no opposition;
this motion passes.

REASON - Acting on a motion by Mrs. Kotula, seconded by Mr.
Archer, the Planning Commission voted 5-0 (one abstention) to recommend the
Board of Supervisors grant the request because the proffered conditions will
provide appropriate quality assurances not otherwise available and it would not
adversely affect the adjoining area if properly developed as proposed.

Mrs. Kotula - I move that we approve PUP2018-00014, Andrew M.
Condlin for Marie T. Hammer, with conditions 1 through 4 in the staff report.

Mrs. Marshall - Second. We have a motion by Mrs. Kotula, a second
by Mrs. Marshall. All in favor say aye. Those opposed say no. There is no
opposition; this motion passes.

REASON - Acting on a motion by Mrs. Kotula, seconded by Mrs.
Marshall, the Planning Commission voted 5-0 (one abstention) to recommend the
Board of Sup visors ~=~~* {} L ostE ca tt  conditions should minimize

the potential impacts on surrounding land uses and it is reasonable in light of the
surrounding uses and existing zoning on the property.

Mr. Emerson - Madam Chair, we now move on to the next item,
which also appears on page 2 of your agenda, which is REZ2018-00014, Leroy
Chiles for Quality of Life of VA LLC. The staff report will be presented by Mr. Seth
Humphreys.
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feel of the a a. Tk w: the first step u¢ 1 in identifying the futu goals and
objectives for the study.

In an effort to formulate those goals and objectives, staff held an interactive
community workshop on August 3, 2017. A brief presentation was given
explaining how input is used to create goals, objectives and strategies. Attendees
were then asked to collaborate to identify their five most important issues facing
Route 5 and what they would do about them. Each table then reported back,
ideas were transcribed onto large sheets of newsprint and hung on the wall. As a
final exercise, everyone was given a set of dots to vote for those ideas that they
most agreed with.

Based on a tabulation of those dots, the issue with the most support was to
preserve the character of the area. This included promoting the rural, agricultural,
and historic assets in and around the corridor. The second most advocated idea
was the creation of a town center, while an Overlay District to assist in character
preservation was the third most popular issue. Other concerns that garnered
multiple votes were the need for responsible growth, promoting tourism, and
restricting commercial enterprises from growing beyond the designated areas.

Using this input, staff created a draft set of goals and objectives which were then
presented at a second community workshop. That workshop was held in October
of this past year and attended by approximately 115 folks. Over 920 property
owners were notified by mail, while another 240 stakeholders were emailed
information about the meeting. We also used those two variable message boards
to encourage people to attend the meeting.

Attendees were provided with keypad polling devices so they could share their
opinions anonymously. Stakeholders were asked how they felt about a series of
goals and objectives, and the results were displayed in real time. Participants
were also asked to respond to landscaping, lighting, and sign images. You can
see some of those pictures there. As you can see from the screenshots, not all
the goals and objectives, or even the images, had clear-cut support.

During the polling exercise, participants voiced their concern that some of the
goals and objectives were too vague or leading. The most notable concern was
the town center advocated during the previous meeting. Residents indicated they
weren't requesting a new development area, but rather a space where locals
could gather for farmers’ markets and ott  community activif’

In an effort to clarify and simplify the goals and objectives, and to create
corresponding strategies, staff reevaluated all comments received throughout the
public participation process. Over 300 comments were reviewed. Based on the
input, five issues were identified as the most frequently commented upon. They
were character, transportation, land use, recreation, and tourism.
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