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Specht, Jennifer

From: Steve Poteat <cspoteat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 3, 2022 11:48 AM
To: Nick Carrera
Cc: Council Members; Rosencrantz, Ingrid
Subject: Re: Discussion of Zoning change for Angell's PGC property

[EXTERNAL	EMAIL]  

Great work Nick. Maybe this is an item for our attorney review?? 
 
On Wed, Aug 3, 2022, 8:43 AM Nick Carrera <mjcarrera@comcast.net> wrote: 
Dear Council Members,                                     August 3, 2022 
 
On August 1, I sent you comments on Sugarloaf Plan issues, one of which  
was the rezoning of David Angell's Potomac Garden Center property,  
making all of his approximately 20 acres general commercial.  I said I  
was not aware of discussion that supported this change, but I've since  
learned that it was discussed in the January 19, 2022, session of the  
Planning Commission.  The session ran over five hours, and I may not  
have been able to watch the entire time.  I watched the discussion this  
morning, on-line. 
 
Regarding the proposed change of zoning for the Potomac Garden Center  
property, I recommend that you view for yourselves the discussion at the  
January 19, 2022, Planning Commission meeting. The discussion began at  
about 1:56 into the meeting and continued until about 2:33.  The issue  
may have been revisited later, when the Overlay issue was taken up, but  
I didn't watch that far -- you could inquire of the planning staff.     
Power point pages 28 to 30 were employed in the discussion. 
 
The discussion from about 1:56 to 2:33 of the January 19, 2022, Planning  
Commission meeting did not result in agreement to change zoning for the  
Angell property.  It instead, to my mind at least, showed at least three  
of the Commissioners dubious or even opposed to the rezoning proposed by  
the planning staff.  Potential impacts on neighbors adjacent to the  
property and across Fingerboard Rd from the property were minimized,  
even trivialized by Mr. Superczynski.  Regarding the latter neighbors,  
in the Ramsgate subdivision, he seemed to think that their "exposure" to  
traffic noise on distant I-270 had inured them to commercial activity  
that might occur immediately across Fingerboard Rd from them.  I find  
this argument misleading, at best.  Examine the map and draw your own  
conclusions. 
 
 From what I saw of this discussion, it in no way justified the change  
in zoning that appeared in the March 2022 draft of the Sugarloaf Plan  
and which continues in the July draft that you have for consideration.   
I continue to think that zoning the entirety of Angell's property to  
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"general commercial" is not called for and would be a mistake and a  
grievous injury to the Sugarloaf Plan. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nicholas Carrera, 2602 Thurston Road 
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Specht, Jennifer

From: Brandt, Kimberly G.
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 2:10 PM
To: Goodfellow, Tim
Subject: FW: Sugarloaf Treasured Landscape Management Plan

From: Cherney, Ragen <RCherney@FrederickCountyMD.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 1:45 PM 
To: Brandt, Kimberly G. <KGBrandt@FrederickCountyMD.gov> 
Cc: Mitchell, Kathy (Legal) <KMitchell2@FrederickCountyMD.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Sugarloaf Treasured Landscape Management Plan 

Sugarloaf record. 

Ragen Cherney 
Chief of Staff/Legislative Director 
Frederick County Council 
Winchester Hall 
12 East Church Street 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 
301.600.1049 

From: Buzz Mackintosh <buzzmac@prodigy.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 1:36 PM 
To: Council Members <CouncilMembers@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; Cherney, Ragen 
<RCherney@FrederickCountyMD.gov> 
Cc: Gardner, Jan <JGardner@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; MC Keegan‐Ayer <mc4district3@earthlink.net>; Blue, Michael 
<MBlue@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; Donald, Jerry <JDonald@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; Fitzwater, Jessica 
<JFitzwater@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; McKay, Steve <SMcKay@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; Dacey, Phil 
<PDacey@FrederickCountyMD.gov>; Hagen, Kai <KHagen@FrederickCountyMD.gov> 
Subject: Sugarloaf Treasured Landscape Management Plan  

[EXTERNAL	EMAIL]  

Dear County Council,

I am following up with my comments from yesterday's meeting in writing. 
I have brought this up to the Planning Commission when the Sugarloaf 
plan was before them and also during the Monocacy River plan meetings 
and no one has addressed the question WHY??  
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One of the significant justifications for this zoning change and overlay is 
Environmental Significant Areas, (ESA), which are defined by (MDE) 
Maryland Department of the Environment with words, such as, 
"imprecise", "generalized", and "hypothetical". On the Frederick County 
Government website, Link: 
https://frederickcountymd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/310045/Chapter-5 

 it states in the Ecological Environment report pg. 5-2 " ESA .... are not to 
be used in any type of regulatory means either by the Counties or the 
State." 

During the Monocacy River Plan hearings, I called MDE and spoke to 

officials there and they confirmed this and also told me ESA maps are 
not to be published to the public and are only available 
upon request. 
 

Can someone please address why ESA's are being 
used in this plan if it is regulatory?? 
 

Council Workshop #2  

8-9-2022 

Slide # 10 
APPLICATION OF ZONING DISTRICTS § 1-19-5.210. RESOURCE CONSERVATION ZONING 
DISTRICT (RC). The purpose of the Resource Conservation Zoning District is to allow low intensity uses and 
activities which are compatible with the goal of resource conservation to be located within mountain and rural 
wooded areas. Areas within this district include mountain areas, rural woodlands, and cultural, scenic, and 
recreation resource areas. Environmentally sensitive areas within the resource conservation zone, including 
FEMA floodplain, steep slopes, wetlands and the habitats of threatened and endangered species, will be 
protected from development. 

  
Slide # 34 

Additional Requirements in the Sugarloaf Rural Heritage Overlay Zoning 
District All applications for subdivision, site development plan, individual 
zoning map amendments, or floating zones involving a site identified by 
the Maryland Department of Natural Resources as a Green Infrastructure 
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Hub or Corridor or an Ecologically Significant Area shall be referred by 
the County to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources’ Wildlife 
and Heritage Service for comment. Applications submitted for site 
development plan, special exception, individual zoning map amendments, 
or floating zone approval shall include an environmental and natural 
features map at a minimum scale of 1 inch = 100 feet that reflects the 
existing conditions (e.g., pre-development) and features of the site 
proposed for development, including the following: A. Intermittent and 
perennial streams, drainage courses, and flow paths, including stream 
setbacks as required in 1-19-9.400 of this chapter B. Areas of 100-year 
floodplain as depicted by the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) flood insurance rate maps or amendments thereto, including 
floodplain as required in 1-19-9.110 of this chapter C. Topography at a 
minimum of 5 foot contours unless otherwise required by the Division D. 
Moderate Slopes (15% to <25%) and Steep Slopes (25% and greater) E. 
Wet soils and flooding soils, including buffers F. Tree lines, forested 
areas, and rock formations and outcroppings G. Wetlands and their 
buffers, including total acreage H. Any other relevant information as 
required by the Division 35  
 
This plan has serious flaws and should either be rejected altogether or 
"REMAND THE PLAN" back to the Planning Commission. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stephen "Buzz" Mackintosh 
7001 Lily Pons Rd 
Adamstown, Md. 21710 
 
 
 




































