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There have been half-truths emitted by the applicant and side-stepping of procedures and regulations by the county government since October, ‘07 the inception of this issue.  And tonight, this hearing with its thirty minute time limit is no exception.  Chaney wants to amend their original application instead of withdrawing it and submitting a new one as should be done. As reported by the Maryland Independent Acting Director of Planning Brad Faasen said since the new request for commercial zoning is an amendment to the original request, it is technically..technically.. not a new proposal and still falls within the jurisdiction of the commissioners.  Chaney submitted it as an amendment and the county accepted it for review.  So Chaney actually decided that the original application could be amended.  There is no where in the county code which allows an applicant to change their zoning designation request by amendment.  This would set a horrendous precedent for future applications.
As far as the amendment itself, again, half-truths abound.  I do not think big box stores would in any way enhance Hughesville. We do not need a new development node; we have one.  We need appropriate economic development within the Village core not outside of it.   Rt. 231 is not a major road as incorporated into the Community Commercial zoning description.  It is a secondary road as defined by the state. It should not be subject to the traffic this development will produce.  CC standards are for appropriate highway-oriented commercial uses.  Rt. 231 is not an appropriate highway.  
Chaney has  proven neither a mistake in the original zoning nor a change in the neighborhood.  The ‘92 comprehensive rezoning did provide for business expansion. No mistake. Mr. Bunker’s dialogue during the Planning Commission hearing quite nicely explains this.  He also explains why the traffic patterns are not a change in the neighborhood but a continuing trend. Everything Amish is operating the same as it has been for years and the Harley Davidson business was not a change, it was an anticipated and permissible use of the parcel. The bypass was a long range capital expenditure project and historically these types of projects are not considered a “change in the neighborhood.”  These rebuttals of Chaney’s statements have never been addressed...by anyone.  Am I or am I not correct? 
But one of the biggest travesties is that Chaney is planning to sell the lots as is indicated in all the previous information on record.  By rezoning first, the value of the parcels increase enormously.  If rezoning is approved, Charles County would in effect be acting as an agent for Chaney, increasing their profit.  A disgrace and a slap in the face of every citizen of Charles County.   
This entire process has been very frustrating for many of us.  I have tried, and will continue to try to find some oversight at the state level for actions which I deem inappropriate, unethical and very sovereign-like.  Or maybe, in order to get my questions answered I will, as I have been told to do numerous times, hire my own lawyer.  It is unfortunate that a citizen has to hire his or her own lawyer just to get answers to which we are all entitled.  An open and transparent government would allow us to have our questions answered.  Only if......













































