6141 Brandywine Road
Hughesville, MD 20637

May 19, 2009

Charles County Commissioners

P. O. Box 2150

La Plata, MD 20646

Re:  Base Map Amendment # 07-31

Dear Commissioners:
I request that the record be held open for 10 days to obtain written comment from citizens who were unable to make this hearing.

On January 8, 2008 a Planning Commission meeting for Base Map Amendment #07-31 was postponed by the request of the applicant.  A Planning Commission Public Meeting was held on March 17, 2008.  On June 25, 2008 a Public Hearing was held by the County Commissioners.  Here we are on May 19, 2009 at another Public Hearing before the County Commissioners in regard to a revised application by Chaney Enterprises.  A significant period of time has elapsed, wouldn’t you say?  Now I see by the Public Notice that the hearing will end no later than thirty (30) minutes from its commencement.  For the proposed Base Map Amendment process to have taken over a year and then to limit the Public Hearing on the revised application to 30 minutes…What a disgrace! 

I see by a Charles County Property Tax Inquiry that Mr. Chaney has owned Parcels 99 and 47 since 1992. Parcel 217 records were not online.  According to the Maryland Department of Assessments records, Mr. Chaney has been receiving a Preferential Land Value - Special Tax Recapture: Agricultural Transfer Tax.  So it seems Mr. Chaney has been receiving a tax break on the subject property due to its Agricultural Conservation zoning and the land being used as a farm.  If Mr. Chaney believed that there was a mistake in the zoning, why did he apply for and continue to take this tax break over the years?  Why did he not seek the amendment in 1992?  Could it be because now that he has mined the property he wants to cash in on the land value and its highest possible price, irregardless of the impact to Hughesville and its residents? 

In the revised application, Mr. Chaney refers to the Maryland Department of Planning letter of June 25, 2008 noted that the subject property “is located at the gateway to the Village along Md Rt. 231”.  Mr. Chaney states that, “It is the location of this property, adjacent to the Village Center that makes development on this parcel critical to the success of the Hughesville Revitalizations efforts”.   In their letter the State was referring to the Gateway to the Village Core of Hughesville.  It was not in support of the rezoning of the Jenkins property.  And, I sincerely believe if you would contact the state they would tell you that the Jenkins property is not critical to the success of the Hughesville Revitalization efforts.  Furthermore, I believe the State would tell you that CC zoning does not belong in Hughesville.  What is critical to the success of the Hughesville Revitalization efforts is the support of the County Commissioners. Time, as well as your vote on this proposal will tell me and my neighbors in Hughesville whether we have your support.
Mr. Chaney’s request to amend ZMA # 07-31 states that, “The subject property is located along a major roadway (MD Rt. 231). It has substantial depth and size.  Therefore, its development in the CC Zone would not be representative of the discouraged ‘strip’ type of commercial development”.  I checked with the Maryland State Highway Administration and was told that MD Rt. 231 is not a Major road.  It’s not even a primary road, but a secondary road.  In my opinion, the CC zoning would in fact be a ‘strip’ type of commercial development. 
As a member of the Hughesville Revitalization Advisory Committee and a resident of Hughesville I ask that you deny both the original and revised rezoning request.  Support the Hughesville Village Revitalization Plan!  Support the Revitalization of the Village Core!
Sincerely,

Sharon Moore

