COUNTY OF YORK
MEMORANDUM
DATE:

March 12, 2021

TO:

York County Board of Supervisors

FROM:

Neil A. Morgan, County Administrator /

/l

j~

SUBJECT: Citizen Correspondence-Application No. PD-53-20:
Fenton Mill Development
The referenced application to rezone approximately 376 acres located at 257, 30711, and
309 Barlow Road (Route 604); 156 and 188 Fenton Mill Road (route 602); and 1000
Newman Road (route 646) from Rural Residential and Limited Business to Planned Development Residential has generated a large volume of citizens emails and letters. A
compilation of all the correspondence received to date, some of which has been previously provided to the Board, is attached to assist the Board members in their consideration of
this application.
Schott/3 326
Attachment:
• Compilation of citizens emails and letters

ADDITIONAL CITIZEN COMMENTS -APPLICATION NO. PD-53-20, FENTON
:MILL ASSOCIATES
AS OF March 12, 2021

From: hamlin.erin@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, March 7, 2021 9:59 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Cc: stephen.roane@yorkcounty.org
Subject: Re: PD-53-21 Fenton Mill Development - Board of Supervisors public hearing
Thank you, Earl! Unfortunately I cannot attend due to my newborn baby, but I would like to
express my feelings. I am completely against this project. There are too many reasons to type in
an email, but I hope that the BoS will see that it is not in the best interest of the county, and thus
I hope that the BoS follows through with the decision to decline. Overdevelopment is not what
York County is known for, and I would be sorely disappointed if the County approved such a
heinous project.
Please contact me with any questions.
Best,
Erin Johnston

LEAGUE OF
WOMEN VOTERS®

League of Women Voters - Williamsburg Area

Comments - Fenton Mill Project - PD-53-20
Board of Supervisors March 16, 2021
League of Women Voters- Williamsburg Area (LWV-WA):
Origins

For 100 years, since women won the right to vote, the League of Women Voters has
been a nonpartisan, activist, grassroots organization. LWV-WA has proudly served the
area of the City of Williamsburg, James City County, and upper York County for over SO
years. We currently have a membership of 315 individuals.
The League's Land Use Position

The League welcomes the opportunity to provide input to the York County Board of
Supervisors in regard to the proposed Fenton Mill Project. We have sufficient rationale
in our land use position described below to comment on this rezoning case and oppose
the proposed rezoning.
Position: Controlled growth policies for land use are necessary for the orderly

development of land. Continued long-range planning and dialogue are needed to
protect human needs, area resources, and the environment. Furthermore, adequate
funding and enforcement strategies, coupled with cooperation among governing bodies
are needed to ensure that the issues relating to open space, agriculture, transportation,
recreation, shopping facilities, and historical site preservation are addressed. Wide
dissemination and citizen participation relating to the resolution of these land use
issues are essentia I.
Reasons for Action:

a. As stated above we believe that citizen participation is vital to the planning process.
FOIA availability to citizens has been hampered in the past and needs to be rectified.

b. This proposed rezoning is the second largest ever considered and will have significant
impacts on traffic and quality of life. These impacts will be experienced by residents
also living in upper James City County because of the proximity to this project. Thus,
the League would urge more cooperation with James City County in addressing these
concerns. The developer appears to dedicate 68 acres of land for public use but he does
not provide any legally binding language to suggest that will happen or that York County
will not use the land for other purposes.
c. YCPC is currently updating the Comprehensive Plan. Your website states that, "the
long-term best interest of the County is a critical component and the assertion that
there is no current market or use of a property in a particular zoning classification is
insufficient, by itself, to justify reclassification." Accordingly, it does not appear that the
developer brings sufficient economic or quality of life benefit to justify the rezoning
from rural residential. The rezoning would result in a 208 percent increase in units over
the by-right allowed under the current rural residential designation. Further, there is
significant community opposition to the proposed development as demonstrated by a
petition signed by 450 individual property owners and the distribution of 800
opposition signs requested by citizens.
·The elected and appointed leaders need to consider the concerns of the residents that
they serve. Please do so.
Respectfully submitted,

Sudie Watkins
President, LWV-WA
sudiewat@gmail.com
(757} 784-4634

CITIZEN COMMENTS -APPLICATION NO. PD-53-20, FENTON MILL ASSOCIATES
AS OF November 18, 2020

From: Edward Ashley edwardashley@icloud.com
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 6:05 PM
To: Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim; - Planning Division
Cc: Green, Chad; Noll, Sheila S.; Shepperd, Thomas; Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Fenton Mills project
Below are my comments relevant to Fenton Mills development below for the planning commission meeting on
18 November. I have also attached them below and included the June 27, 2020 Daily Press article that
elaborates on the large scale of planned developments in that area. The article pretty well describes why the
citizens of this county feel that they are witnessing a "land grab" by the developers. We have learned over 30+
years of dealing with this county that the citizens have been given no real voice in the development process.
Over and over again we have been ignored and overruled by the greed of those who would enrich themselves at
the expense of those who live here and have to pay the extra taxes to pay for all the development.
My comments:
I am Ed Ashley of ~ 10 Allen Harris Dr, Settlers Crossing. I have included this excerpt from the Virginia
constitution for your information as it is relevant to the issue at hand.
Article I. Bill of Rights: "Section 3. Government instituted for common benefit.
That government is, or ought to be, instituted for the common benefit, protection, and security of the people,
nation, or community; of all the various modes and forms of government, that is best which is capable of
producing the greatest degree of happiness and safety, and is most effectually secured against the danger of
maladministration; and, whenever any government shall be found inadequate or contrary to these purposes, a
majority of the community hath an indubitable, inalienable, and indefeasible right to reform, alter, or abolish it,
in such manner as shall be judged most conducive to the public weal."
Please note that it SPECIFICALLY grants community rights to the citizens of Virginia. York County has been
trampling on those rights since the Virginia General Assembly legislated away those rights of communities to
control their own environment.
For over 30 years I've watched the county board and planning commission betray the citizens wishes by
allowing developers to alter county master plans crafted with the inputs and concurrence of those citizens with
the intent of conserving the character of their community and avoid uncontrolled development. Developers buy
property disregarding its zoning classification, then apply for rezoning to what they want so they can build their
projects. They even get to deduct the cost of doing that and fighting off citizen protests as a business expense.
After a show of due process, the county approves the request. The citizens lose more trees and green space, gain
more pollution, noise, traffic, crime, are saddled with more demands on infrastructure and all the rest that comes
with that decision. As in the case of Marquis Center the taxpayers were left holding the bag when the developer
defaulted. This has happened over and over gradually whittling away at our environment and tranquility. My
property taxes have doubled over our 31 years here to pay for this nonsense.
The York County Comprehensive Plan arbitrarily set our population target at 80,000 people by 2035. Because
of rampant rezoning and over development, we are already near that target, 15 years ahead of schedule. The
County continues to violate the county plan and that will lead to more population growth than originally
planned.
Now Mid-Atlantic are at it again with this Fenton Mills project stealthily sneaking it past the community and
county voters who will ALL have to pay for it. They will erase hundreds of acres of trees, wildlife habitat, and
natural space, replacing it with lawns that will be saturated with chemicals, pollution from mowers, leaf
blowers, driveways and roads that will wash auto pollutants into our streams and the bay and create more traffic
requiring more road improvements, school expansion, more policing, more fire protection, more water supply,
more sewage system expansion and waste management facilities, etc, etc. The board wants the increased tax
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revenues but studies have shown those revenues and proffers have never made up for the continuing
infrastructure expense to all county citizens.
We are fed up with this process. We want our community rights back. We want the County government to serve
FIRST the people who elected them NOT THE CORPORATIONS. These developers have enriched themselves
at our expense for far too long.
We want you to:
• Shut down the Fenton Mill project and deny this rezoning.
• Stick to the county plan!! Maintain the 80,000 maximum build-out target. Insist that only land already
designated as Mixed-use in the 2013 Comprehensive Plan be considered for development. Maintain
ALL resource conservation (RC) areas.
• Remove the Mixed-use overlay in the new Comprehensive Plan.
• Demand all rezoning requires a US Mail notice to all residents of ALL county residents 30 days before
any hearing.
• Ask for a York County "Green Zone" around the Skimino rural lands to prohibit rezoning there.
• It is improper that the developer with the County's largest rezoning request in 30 years, Buddy Spencer,
sits on the county plan Steering Committee. This smacks of conflict of interest and CORRUPTION.
We want OUR county back!!
·
Ed Ashley
110 Allen Harris Dr.
Yorktown, VA 23692
Cell: (757) 561-3615
edwardashley@icloud.com

---------- Forwarded message --------From: dh89l25@gmail.com
Date: Tue, Nov 17, 2020 at 12:57 PM
Subject: Serendipity Inn's approval letter
I will try to keep this short and yes you can go ahead and laugh at that one Earl Anderson knowing Debbie
keeping it short is about impossible.
I won't be attending due to myself and other guests who are booked for their long term stays until March having
multiple immune diagnosis's This letter is intended to serve as my, approval or best wishes for Mr. Lamont
Meyers to receive approval on the revised Master plan for the Boards Approval.
Lamont will tell you we did not meet under the best circumstances as I nicknamed " The Lorax " by my children
stood in front of his backhoes until AES workers had to call him out to meet me and we'll just say it was not
here's your fresh baked cookies new neighbor. And from a Bed & Breakfast owner how rude of me.
A mutual friend spent his Honeymoon at Serendipity loved the place and we spoke a bit about the building of
the adjacent lot and how that would call for a Variance and a variance must not be to the detriment of your
neighbor. The other land on Fenton Mill he and Buddy bought fair and square and always was part of the Steer
the Course for 2020 build out plans of York County. The track next to me was added at the last minute and
never part of the plan. I took retirement, built a business and one that soared to Williamsburg's #2 most
Romantic B&B in less than 7 months. That 25 acres next to me would have a detrimental effect on my business.
And it would take away a secluded romantic much needed unique kind of stay for couples looking to reconnect.
Add to that my love for the nature that surrounds me, the morning song of the birds, and that creek at the bottom
of my property that hold more importance then many of the locals are ignorant to or just don't care about. It's
not crystal clean, it's full of leafy hummus and debris, you can see on the surface oil and pollutant runoff being
trapped by the ugly matts of fallen logs and leafy hummus. But that is a #1 Tributary stream doing it's job!
Filtering out the pollutants from our growing heavy rains from climate change, from suburban build out and
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added impervious surfaces, and chemical runoff from our green because of heavy use of nitrogen and other
poisonous pollutants to the pollinators like Crossfire and other sadly toxic to our pollinators products.
I was concerned about my business, yes. But my heart went out to the mature tree cover and that highly
important stream Carters Creek working so hard to clean our waters for generations to come. Losing the tree
cover and a row of townhomes next to me would create more of those chemicals to reach the creek and
ultimately the mouth of what is just 7 minutes from Serendipity Inn the mouth of York River. In this morning's
paper there was a article by Professor Ben Cuker of Hampton marine and environmental sh1dies who recently
published a book about the Bay and what we do to contribute to its decline and dead zones and now algae
blooms of sargassum seaweed that wash ashore in places like our Riverfront Landing walk ... something you
would never see or have to smell in the past. For those not in the know it is an awful rotten stench of eggs from
2 to 4 ft tall sargasso piles along the beaches. Why? They know now it is excess fertilizer, pesticides, animal
waste reaching the warm waters that cause this type of seaweed to bloom 10,000 fold. Tum a blind eye if you
like but investors in tourism won't be happy when tourist avoid beaches that started about 5 years back in the
Caribbean to what was a 3 month occurrence in Florida to now a 9 month having to deal with sargasso and last
year reports it hit York County's #1 tourist spot" The Riverwalk"
Sedimentation is also a culprit. Adults and kids both drive ATV's right through the banks of that #1 tributary
stream. One argument I have is it's not your property it's mine, and two the damage they are causing out of sheer
ignorance. York needs to do more to educate ADULTS and the kids both on just how damaging what they are
doing is.
Yep impossible for me to keep it short sorry. In the end I want to say I hope Serendipity Inn is here to stay and
here to help contribute to the tourism of York County especially after the county as us small business owners
have been so drastically hit with covid-19.
I have actually come to like my new neighbor Mr. Meyer's and think as a mutual friend said he's not a bad man.
I think he has come very far in trying to meet the residents of York County by reducing the impervious surfaces,
tucking neighborhoods back into the woods for more beautification, and NOT putting a bridge over a #1 highly
important stream! Keeping more old growth tree cover and taking out the dangerous road onto Barlow. He's
even gone so far as to put 50 ft between my Inn and the property next to me and he didn't have to do that. As a
continuing road of Skimino with larger tracts of land here at the end of our quiet street he could have made it 10
ft. because we would be abutting and he is now a continuum of Skimino. Yes I know my codes and Lamont will
be first to tell you on our first meeting Mrs. Lorax gave him the rundown of county codes to the would be
developer and I hope I either blew him away that I DO MY HOMEWORK or he over time did listen in that
boardroom of his. I said "If you want to make the residents of York County happy you should do this ...
this ... and this." He did every one of those things and more. In my opinion he rightfully bought the land, it was
always tended for growth here in York and he had gone more than met them in the middle keeping more trees,
taking out dangerous roads and making York County's corridors beautified with parks and not Wawa's and even
possibly open to hearing a bit more about the rich History of Skimino farmers and how they played a IMP part
in the first freed slaves right here in York County in the place tourist call " The making of America " sits a rural
town not far from Colonial Williamsburg and a colony of Quakers who were the first to free their
slaves ... maybe one of these parks could hold a plaque for the Benjamin Bates and his wife Hannah who in 1785
were quite possibly the ones to provide for the first free black community in the area.
Mr. Meyer certainly has my approval. You can't stop growth but to conform, concede and learn to live with
nature and not do more unnecessary harm is the model we should want. It is Virginia and Maryland that are the
only two states on track to meeting the Chesapeake Bay requirements for the clean water Act. York County
should be proud with it's many efforts with wind and other programs I see them embracing.
Deborah Hoemlein
Owner of The Serendipity Inn

From: Bill & Barbara Byrd byrdwwl@widomaker.com
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Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:28 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: November 18th Meeting
Fenton Mill Re-Zoning
We live in the Fenton Mill area and are very much against the re-zoning. Our physical health & age prevents us
from attending the meeting scheduled at 7pm on November 18th. We would like our voices heard! Having lived
in the area for over 27 years, we moved here because of it's natural beauty and low density. Surrounding areas
in Williamsburg & James City County have ballooned. Traffic is a major consideration, Newman Rd., Fenton
Mill & Barlow have problems with traffic now &- increased traffic will cause more congestion, accidents and
hazards. Having moved here from California where the constant building of homes & commercial property
destroyed our community. We are fighting to keep this area quiet & peaceful. The quality of rural life is more
important that money.
We strongly urge you not to give approval for this re-zoning proposal. The developer should build 288 homes
and NOT REZONE.
Bill & Barbara Byrd
114 Deer Path Rd.
bvrdww l@widomaker.com

From: Cathy Wiley kwiley l@cox.net
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 9:54 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill
As a citizen of Yark County (36years); as a retired teacher of York County (40 years, 3 7 at Bruton High); as a
parent and grandparent; as a senior citizen: I ask that you carefully consider all of the implications of the
proposed Fenton Mill project. We are all subjects of change, and, certainly the landscape of Bruton District has
changed great deal in the past 30 years. However, the roads accessing the project have remained the same as
when they accessed large farms. They were not built nor maintained for heavy traffic. So it goes with other
infrastructures. The subdivisions and properties of taxpayers should not bear the cost of water and sewer lines
for new homes while they wait for a "long-term plan" to service their own homes. I cannot imagine the impact
on the schools in this area, given the devastating impact of Covid 19. Please act cautiously, thoughtfully, and
responsibly. As I currently avoid large gatherings, please feel free to contact me by email or phone. I would be
encouraged by your response.
Sincerely.
Cathy C. Wiley
150 Londonderry Lane
757-869-6125

From: Shewmake, William wshewmake@woodsrogers.com
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 5:06 PM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Anderson, Earl; Cross, Tim
Subject: Fenton Mill case
I would appreciate your forwarding to the planning commissioners this email with attachments. I represent the
leadership of the Preserve Fenton Mill group of concerned citizens. I am a former planning commissioner
myself and have practiced land use and zoning for the better part of 30 years. The Preserve Fenton Mill
leadership retained me along with a former planner, Jane Peterson, to give them advice concerning the Fenton
Mill rezoning and to identify what were the critical aspects of the case that needed to be addressed. Jane and I
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have had extended discussions with the developer and explained at length what we thought was important and
necessary to be included. As the staff report reflects, the proposal violates the Comprehensive Plan, and
unfortunately, the case does not provide enforceable conditions that ensure a high quality development that
creates a sense of place that could justify deviating from the Comp Plan. Much of what is in the Design
Guidelines is simply precatory and not enforceable. As currently proffered, the Developer could build a sea of
cheap almost all vinyl housing on slabs, under substandard roofing material, with flat panel garage doors
sticking out that dominate the streetscape. Clearly not the rural setting the Comp Plan envisions. Attached are
conditions that I have been authorized to offer which the leadership team would support, that would in tum
include allowing the Developer to exceed 1 unit per acre. These quality- standard proffers are the same or
comparable to proffers I have submitted on behalf of any number of my developer clients, and should be no
problem if the homes are of the price points set out in the Developer's fiscal impact report. Unless the case is
substantially amended to address the conditions I have outlined in the attachment, I would urge you to deny the
case if the Developer insists on going forward given the case's current posture. A couple of points I would
highlight in addition to the quality standards conditions. The deficiencies identified by VDOT need to be
addressed, and one intersection cries out in particular: taking a left tum off the 64 east bound ramp during peak
hours. Under the Developer's own traffic study, at build out, it will take 12 minutes to make that left tum. The
Developer absolutely needs to proffer improvements with a phasing plan that will fix that. As it stands, that
intersection is a disaster waiting to happen. It may be fixed with improvements such a "Michigan left"
(essentially a right tum with a subsequent U-tum), but it is critical that they proffer VDOT approved
improvements to fix the problem. In addition, the Developer is touting the preservation of open space to justify
more units. Much of that involves land they proffer to the County without restriction when there is no
identifiable need that the County has. It is critical that such prope1ty be recorded and maintained as open space,
which ensures the land in the future doesn't get flipped for more houses and the area then loses open space that
the Developer argues helps retain a "rural feel."
Thanks for your time, and I would greatly appreciate the opportunity to talk with you about my proposal and
concerns.
Will
William H. Shewmake
Woods Rogers PLC
Riverfront Plaza, West Tower
901 East Byrd Street, Suite 1550 I Richmond, VA 23219
P (804) 343-5035 IF (804) 799-7897
wshewmake@woodsrogers.com
A member of Interlaw, an International Association of Independent Law Firms

From: Robin Bowles irbowlesl@verizon.net
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 5:56 PM
To: planning@yorktown.gov; Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim; Anderson, Earl; Morgan, Neil;
McGettigan, Vivian; Bellamy, Mark
Subject: Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates, LLC
To Planning Commission and Other Interested Parties:
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed rezoning in Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill
Associates, LLC.
I live in the "Oaks at Fenton Mill" subdivision off of Fenton Mill Road. I moved to this area for the rural nature
and environment of the area. The rural nature will be lost if the proposed rezoning from Rural Residential (RR)
to Planned Development Residential (PDR) is approved. The traffic will also be much worse in the area. Fenton
Mill road is not designed for or capable of handling the increase in traffic which will occur if the rezoning is
approved. If! had wanted a lot of traffic, congestion, small lots, crowding, and lots of activity, I would have
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stayed in the City of Newport News, or moved to lower York County, or the City of Hampton. Instead I moved
to Upper York County to a subdivision and area zoned Rural Residential. I wanted the quiet rural life. If the
rezoning is approved I will lose that type of life and moving here will have been a mistake and a waste of time
on my part. I will also incur a monetary loss if the rezoning is approved. For your information, I moved here
from the City of Newport News, Village Green Subdivision, located on Oyster Point Road, near Jefferson
Avenue, so I know about traffic, congestion, small lots, crowding, and lots of activity.
I request that you vote against the proposed rezoning from Rural Residential to Planned Development
Residential in Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates, LLC. Please do not destroy the life I moved
here for and that I have now.
Thank you for your time. I will be attending the Planning Commission Meeting On November 18, 2020.
J. Robin and Alice B. Bowles
408 Marks Pond Way
Williamsburg, Va 23188
757-903-4605

From: Tom Bond tbond203@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 1 :09 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Development
We are writing to you to express our strong opposition to the proposed rezoning of the Fenton Mill tract of land
to accommodate more homes. With rezoning, there will be 836 cluster homes, townhomes, and single family
homes. Without rezoning, there will be 288 single family homes built anyway. An additional 288 homes in our
area of York County will have a huge negative impact, but 836 would be devastating. None of the roads in this
area can handle the additional traffic. The loss of natural habitat will be horrendous. There are other areas of the
upper county that are being developed for new housing. Does the beautiful Fenton Mill area need to be
destroyed? Do we need a development that will raise taxes for all York County residents? Do we need a
development that will negatively impact water quality and contribute to sea level rise?
We fervently ask that you oppose rezoning of this pristine tract of land.
Thank you.
David T. and Felice R. Bond

League of Women Voters - Williamsburg Area
Comments - Fenton Mill Project- PD-53-20
League of Women Voters- Williamsburg Area (L WV-WA):
Origins
For 100 years, since women won the right to vote, the League of Women Voters has been a nonpartisan,
activist, grassroots organization. LWV-WA has proudly served the area of the City of Williamsburg, James City
County, and upper York County for over 50 years. We currently have a membership of 315 individuals.
The League's Land Use Position
The League welcomes the opportunity to provide input to the York county Planning Commission with regard to
the proposed Fenton Mill Project. We have sufficient rationale in our land use position described below to
comment on this rezoning case and oppose the proposed rezoning.
Position: Controlled growth policies for land use are necessary for the orderly development of land. Continued
long-range planning and dialogue are needed to protect human needs, area resources, and the environment.
Furthermore, adequate funding and enforcement strategies, coupled with cooperation among governing bodies
are needed to ensure that the issues relating to open space, agriculture, transportation, recreation, shopping
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facilities, and historical site preservation are addressed. Wide dissemination and citizen participation relating to
the resolution of these land use issues are essential.
Reasons for Action:
a. As stated above we believe that citizen participation is vital to the planning process. FOIA availability to
citizens has been hampered and needs to be rectified before the York County Planning Commission (YCPC)
makes a decision on this rezoning.
b. This proposed rezoning is the second largest ever considered and will have significant impacts on traffic and
quality of life. These impacts will be experienced by residents also living in upper James City County because
of the proximity to this project. Thus, the League would urge more cooperation with James City County in
addressing these concerns. The developer appears to dedicate 68 acres of land for public use but he does not
provide any legally binding language to suggest that will happen or that York County will not use the land for
other purposes.
c. YCPC is currently updating the Comprehensive Plan. Your website states that, "the long-term best interest of
the County is a critical component and the assertion that there is no current market or use of a property in a
particular zoning classification is insufficient, by itself, to justify reclassification." Accordingly, it does not
appear that the developer brings sufficient economic or quality of life benefit to justify the rezoning from rural
residential. The rezoning would result in a 108 percent increase in units over the by-right allowed under the
current rural residential designation. Further, there is significant community opposition to the proposed
development as demonstrated by a petition signed by 450 individual property owners and the distribution of 800
opposition signs requested by citizens.
The elected and appointed leaders need to consider the concerns of the residents that they serve. Please do so.
Respectfully submitted,
Sudie Watkins
President, LWV-WA
sudiewat@gmail.com
(757) 784-4634
League of Women Voters - Williamsburg Area
P.O. Box 1086
Williamsburg, VA 23187-1086

Date: November 12, 2020
From: Linda Rice, President, Friends of Forge Road and Toano, 2394 Forge Road, Toano, VA; e-mail lindarice678@,cox.net
To: The Honorable Members of the York County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors
Re: Statement by Friends of Forge Road and Toano in Opposition to Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill
Associates, LLC
Friends of Forge Road and Toano ("F.O.R.T.") is a nonprofit group founded in 2004 by concerned citizens in
Upper James City County. We currently have 87 members, and some have served on the James City County
Planning Commission, the Chesapeake Bay Board, the Wetlands Board, the James City County Historical
Commission and the Purchase of Development Rights Committee.
We work with other neighborhood associations and various other groups to promote the preservation of rural
lands, enhance awareness of our area's historic significance and support agri-tourism. Our mission is closely
aligned with community organizations and persons in our area, such as those in our good neighbor, York
County. One of these like-minded organizations is Preserve Fenton Mill ("PFM").
We are familiar with the position of PFM in opposition to Application No. PD-53-20 and we strongly concur in
that opposition to this project for several reasons.
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a. Proposed land use and density are not consistent with the current York County Comprehensive Plan. This
proposed higher density project will set a precedent for more intense development of an adjacent Rural
Residential parcel.
b. This proposed project will exacerbate wear and tear on infrastructure in both York and neighboring James
City Counties and likely result in higher levels of traffic congestion. Proffers from the developer alone would
not likely reduce this impact.
c. The proposed project of 599 units (a 108 percent increase over what is allowed under current zoning) will
likely require at least one new school, and possible staff additions to the sheriff and fire departments to meet
this increase in population. Water lines for the delivery of fire suppression would also likely be needed.
d. Upper York County and James City County share the last remaining rural lands. Accordingly, our community
group urges more cooperative efforts between these localities in assessing cumulative impacts on infrastructure
and quality of life.
e. This proposed project has generated significant community opposition. Preserve Fenton Mill (PFM) has
distributed 800 signs and 300 car magnets to people who requested these items. PFM has petition signatures of
450 individual property owners and approximately 1,000 individuals opposing the proposed development.
Respectfully submitted,
Linda Rice, President
Friends of Forge Road and Toano

From: Diana Hutchens dhutchens 16@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 10:17 AM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: green@yorkcounty.gov; Noll, Sheila S.; sheppard@yorkcounty.gov; Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Preserve Fenton Mill

My name is Diana Musick Hutchens, I was raised in Dandy, moved to the Bruton District to go to college, built
my forever home in Old Quaker Estates in 1983 and raised my family here. I have never considered living
anywhere else other than York County because of the rural nature of parts of the county and its long held
excellent reputation for public education. I planned all along to enjoy retirement and my later years enjoying the
rural lifestyle.
I also worked for 40 in local government, more than 37 in a neighboring county. I have tried to look at the land
rezoning from all sides. I fully realize the need for local revenue but also know that developments such as that
being proposed not only disrupt the rural lifestyle we enjoy but can also be costly to the county when it comes
to providing public services.
Residents in this area realized when we moved here that we would have to drive more than 25 miles to get to
our landfill or to visit our social services or sheriffs office, or to conduct business at the county administrative
offices or the courthouse. It was ok with us because we love living in this rural area.
As I recall, when deliberating the joining with the James City County and Williamsburg library system a York
BOS member who opposed the partnership made statements to the effect 'those residents knew what they were
getting when they decided to move to the Bruton District.' Yes we did! We knew there were trade offs for our
decisions to live rurally. While we are grateful for the library partnership, and the temporary branch of the
Election office not much else has changed in terms of bringing county services to us. Yet I believe that this is ok
with most residents as it is a trade off for our love of our rural life.
What is not OK is the breech of the Comprehensive Plan this rezoning creates. Comp plans are contracts that
counties have with its citizens that insures they are heard. The Comp Plan process is based on maximizing
involvement of as many citizens as possible. They are works that reflect the complete dedication of staff and
elected officials. Comp plans layout the future for the residents, plans they should be able to rely on.
To the members of the Planning Commission and BOS who have taken their time to read this email, I am
sincerely appreciative. I know you face complex challenges as you deliberate. I trust you will act to reflect the
best interest of the current residents who have taken extraordinary efforts to ensure democracy in York County
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is alive and well.
THANK YOU AGAIN

From: Terry Hutchens pelicanbay2539@gmail.com
Date: November 12, 2020 at 11 :19:49 AM EST
To: planning@yorkcounty.gov
Subject: FENTON MILL
I have been a resident of old quaker estates since 1990. This end of York county is the last preserved part of
York Co. We lived for the longest time without fire protection and are a distant outpost for the sheriffs dept. We
have put up with this because the beauty of this area was appreciated by all except developers who don't care
about our Fenton Mill corridor, only making money and they will move on to destroy some other beautiful area.
I, we, beg you, DO NOT ALLOW THIS!, preserve the Fenton Mill area.
Sincerely,
Terry Hutchens
106 Penn Dr.

From: Erin Johnston hamlin.erin@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, November 11, 2020 10:55 AM
To: Cross, Tim
Subject: Fenton Mill Rezoning
Hello! As a resident of York County, I wanted to express my opposition to the rezoning of the Fenton Mill area
to PDR. I don't believe this rezoning is in the best interest of the county, and I wanted to share my feelings with
you prior to this evening's meeting.
Thank you!
Erin Johnston

From: mycatcrash@yahoo.com
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 6:35 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Rezoning Proposal
Dear Members of the York County Planning Division,
We are residents of York County and live at 123 Fenton Mill Road and also own property at 121 and 125
Fenton Mill Road. So as you can see we have deep concern and interest in the proposed rezoning of Fenton
Mill.
Our primary issues with this extremely large development are likely the same issues you have heard from our
good neighbors in the area.
1) Traffic
Our mailbox has been hit multiple times in the last year because the road is far too narrow with very deep
ditches to handle any considerable amount of traffic. Adding 599 homes (the newest request) is simply absurd.
There are no documented plans to improve the 100 block of Fenton Mill that does not ensure long term
residents will NOT be forced to give up their hard earned land to widen the road. Many of the homes and wells
are extremely close to the road as it is, and widening is simply not possible. We feel certain you would not want
to force residents who have had property for 60 to 100 years in this area to be placed in that kind of position.
2) Wells and Drainage
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This area already tends to flood and become oversaturated with rain water. Years ago, deep ditches were put
into place to help alleviate the problem, but it only helps to a certain degree. Without a doubt, building that
many homes on current wetlands will put us into a crisis position. We are aware of wells on Fenton Mill and
Barlow running dry after Walmart and Lowes were built and they are much farther away from the current
proposed rezoning. The effect on current resident's wells will probably be disastrous.
3) Questionable Need
We are completely aghast with how many developments are currently in the works for this part of York County.
Not to mention these homes will be in direct selling competition with the many, many being built in James City
County and the City of Williamsburg. There are more homes being built than we have proof we can actually
fill. And an even greater concern is this all being done during a National Pandemic which according to statistics
is not showing any signs of slowing down. And even if it does, employment opportunities will be far bleaker
than before the pandemic. Job loss MUST be considered and incorporated into the previous well thought out
comprehensive plan that does not in any way support this development.
While we realize you have many issues to consider with this development, it is our hope you will listen to the
citizens who live the closest to this area and will be most impacted by your very important decision. Your vote
for no rezoning is crucial.
Thank you for your consideration.
Tracy and Rob Garcia

From: Kelly Long kll359@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, November 8, 2020 7:11 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Rezoning

Dear Mr, Jons, Mr. Titus, Mr. Leedom, Mr. King, Mr. Criner, Mr.Peterman, and Mr.Sturk,
Please recommend a "no" vote for the rezoning of Fenton Mill.
Thank you,
Kelly Long
300 Skimino Landing Dr.
Williamsburg, VA

From: kirtmss@,gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, November 8, 2020 5:35 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Please recommend a No vote on Fenton Mill rezoning
Mr. Jons, Mr. Titus, Ms. Leedom, Mr. King, Mr. Criner, Mr. Peterman and Mr. Strurk-As a resident of
Skimino Landing Estates please recommend a No vote on Fenton Mill and help us preserve our community.
Thank you.

From: Patricia Williams pat. wms l 2 l@cox.net
Sent: Wednesday, November 4, 2020 4:26 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill
We live in upper York County by the proposed development and we urge you to vote NO to the rezoning of the
Fenton Mill property. This will impact our roads, schools and mostly our rural way of life.
Thank you for your consideration.
Pat and Dave Williams
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Skimino Landing Estates.

From: Sarah Fowkes sefowk(cv,gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2020 2:02 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Strongly oppose Fenton Mill rezoning
Dear Planning Commission Members - Timothy C. Cross, Deputy Director of Planning & Development
Services; Montgoussaint E. Jons, District 1; Glen D. Titus, Vice Chairman, District 2; Mary Leedom, District 3;
Michael S. King, Chairman, District 4; Robert J. Criner, District 5; Robert W Peterman, At Large; Bruce R.
Sturk, At Large.
We are writing in strong opposition to the proposed rezoning of Fenton Mill (originally submitted in March
2020 as Application No. PD-53-20 from Fenton Mill Associates, LLC; recently resubmitted to the Board of
Supervisors with revisions in September 2020). We have opposed this project from its inception and remain
strongly opposed, even after the developer's recent resubmission of their proposal reducing the number of
proposed homes from ~836 to ~588. Even at the original/existing number of ~288 proposed homes with no
rezoning, this project will lead to an excessive increase in traffic, crowds, and congestion in our area and
negatively impact our home value, lifestyle, and natural environment.
Let us be clear- We feel that this entire project is another example of how those in power in our County are
looking out for the interests of developers (and both the developers' and their own pockets) over the interests of
its tax-paying citizens, and taking actions that go against the clear wishes of its residents as provided in the
County's own comprehensive planning and citizen survey documents. We feel that this project was snuck into
the Board of Supervisors meeting agenda without any prior effort to solicit feedback from local residents - this
is a big project that could have an outsized impact on our everyday lives. As the Planning Commission, you
advise the Board - thus we implore you to do a better job of ensuring citizens can provide input 24/7 to their
local government representatives. It is 2020 - as a local government body, you should have an at-will feedback
system where citizens can submit public comments asynchronously on any issues under consideration by the
BOS, Planning Commission, or any other government, Board, Commission, or agency. Limiting public
comment to a mere 1-hour window during meetings and making it so that citizen comments occur at the end is
not indicative of a government that values pluralistic democracy and wants to make meaningful engagement
with citizens easy and accessible. We know you can do better and insist that you make changes to improve these
feedback mechanisms. Citizens should be able to vote on such issues rather than have them sneakily added to an
agenda where only limited, restricted feedback is possible.
So you can understand where we're coming from, we want you to know a bit more about our personal story. We
are both alumni of William & Mary in our early 30s. We have lived in big cities, including DC and Richmond,
amidst the hustle and bustle in our 20s and enjoyed that very much. By 2017 we were tired of the noise, stress,
and crowds of the city and decided to move back to the Williamsburg area in search of a slower, quieter
lifestyle in an area with many things to do but where housing prices and living costs were still affordable. This
led us to purchase a home in Upper York County in 2018. We were amazed by the quiet area with large,
wooded properties, and our psyches were eased by the low amount of traffic, crowds, and congestion.
However, this rezoning application would threaten this quiet, peaceful way of life and would cause undesirable
noise, traffic, and crowds, as well as strains on infrastructure and the natural environment, flora, and fauna. We
are appalled that the developer has already destroyed acres of previously pristine, wooded land - one of the
many things that drew us to this area - when there are plenty of available, underutilized shopping centers much
more appropriate for establishing a mixed-use development. The Walmart/Home Depot/Lowe's/Big Lots
shopping center on Mooretown Rd. comes to mind. This newly dubbed "Victory Village" is largely empty and
the national chain anchor stores are, unfortunately, those that are most busy. Instead of tearing down natural
landscapes and installing more large national chain stores, we would love to see this area revitalized with a
focus on walkability/safe bike lanes and promoting LOCAL and SMALL businesses. Given its prime location at
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the 199/64 interchanges and Mooretown Rd., this would be an ideal location for a walkable, mixed-use
development in which a reasonable amount of infrastructure already exists for drivers, public transit, and even
some foot traffic. It seems that such a location would be much more likely to attract both consumers and
potential future residents than in a more rural, separated area like Fenton Mill.
We are also surprised by this new development in Fenton Mill because of the ongoing projects for mixed-use,
high-density development underway in other parts of the Upper County that at best have had limited success. In
particular, Kenton Station and Waller Mill come to mind. Waller Mill has largely failed, so much so that the
Board recently approved the assisted living center since the developer couldn't fill out the space that they
promised would be in such "high demand". Kenton Station, where trees have already been tom down and
construction has taken up previously open land, is supposedly meant to fulfill this same "high demand" for
high-density housing that has not come to fruition in reality (see Waller Mill) and seems unlikely to do so given
the current constraints of a down economy and vast uncertainty from COVID-19. These existing developments
are already straining our infrastructure and increasing traffic and congestion throughout the year, with even
more strain during summer peak travel season. Even with the expansion of 64, we have frequently experienced
"near miss" traffic incidents with other drivers at the Newman Rd./199/Fenton Mill Rd. intersection and
significant delays during local "in-town" travel. It took us OVER AN HOUR to make what should be a simple
drive to Sal's to pick up a pizza in downtown Williamsburg when there was very minor traffic on 64- no
accidents, just people braking periodically because of high volume. People use their GPS to get off the highway
and take the back roads, not realizing that it creates even more of a bottleneck on the limited, rural surface
roads. These issues of traffic accidents, volume, and congestion would only worsen if the Fenton Mill
development were to move forward.
Finally, we are affronted that the person who stands to profit most from this project - Cowles "Buddy" Spencer,
owner of Mid-Atlantic Realty and the applicant of Fenton Mill rezoning (Application No. PD-53-20) - sits on
the Comprehensive Plan Review Steering Committee. This is a clear conflict of interest and we call for his
immediate resignation from the Steering Committee. We have been informed by the Preserve Fenton Mill - No
Rezoning citizen action group that the county attorney has insisted there is no conflict of interest in this case,
however we believe this assessment is incorrect. While it may be possible to argue that the "letter" of the law
was followed in this case, this is certainly not in the "spirit" of having no conflict of interest: we have a
developer who stands to profit from a new development as a sitting member of the County's Comprehensive
Plan Review Steering Committee, the body which makes recommendations to you on the Planning
Commission, which then makes a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors, who then vote whether to
approve or deny the rezoning. Whatever the text of the law states, simple common sense and a basic
understanding of civics tells us that this is a clear conflict of interest. This is yet another example of those with
power and privilege taking advantage of a system that favors them over its broader citizenry.
We are tired of the County prioritizing developers' interests over those of its citizens. Instead of bulldozing the
limited amount of undeveloped land left in our county, especially in the Upper County where a more rural way
of life is the main attracting feature, we would instead like to see you prioritize making good use of existing,
vacant shopping centers. Provide incentives to developers if you must to ensure that these eyesores can be
beneficial to the community, instead of contributing to making York County into another suburban stripmall
hell like Newport News. If that were the type of environment in which we wanted to live, rest assured we would
have put our property tax dollars to use there instead.
We moved to Upper York County because of the beautiful natural areas and large lots with reasonably priced
homes. If this development moves forward we will be reconsidering our decision to make a home and grow our
family in York County, and perhaps in the Tidewater area more broadly. As a young professional couple in our
early 30s who expect to start a family in the next few years, we know we are in the age group to make York
County an economically sustainable and desirable place to live for many years to come. The "silver tsunami" is
upon us, and as more and more Boomers continue to retire and likely leave the area for warmer winters, it will
be up to young families like ours to keep areas like York County going long into the future. We very
intentionally chose to make our home here with the goal of putting down roots and contributing to our
community for the next 30-40 years. However, if this area becomes just another suburban stripmall megalopolis
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with the same problems of traffic, congestion, and crowds as a bigger city, then we would rather move back into
Richmond or DC to reap the benefits of a more diverse and interesting cultural area. The peace and quiet and
slower pace oflife are what drew us to Upper York County. If that essence of the County changes, there is no
incentive for us to stay here and keep contributing our precious property tax, sales tax, and consumer dollars to
the local economy when there are much more interesting locations close by.
Thank you for what I'm sure will be a significant amount of your valuable time being devoted to this matter of
critical importance to your citizens. We trust that you will advise the Board of Supervisors to vote NO on this
rezoning issue, keeping the best interests of your taxpayers in mind (and NOT those of the developer).
Sincerely,
Sarah E. Fowkes & Matthew R.L. Bonnette
105 Idaho Circle
Williamsburg, VA 23188

From: J Greg 3stsophia@gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2020 1:41 PM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.
Cc: - Planning Division
Subject: Preserve Fenton Mill
Hello, I am a citizen and taxpayer of York County. I am against the continued rampant over development in
Fenton Mill and will join the thousands upon thousands who will fight to preserve our community. I
respectfully ask that you reconsider moving forward with the development. Our voices will come in numbers. It
is your duty to hear our concerns and most importantly halt any development.
Very Respectfully,
Janella Gregoire

From: vicki zoller-crossan nursyl l l@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, October 18, 2020 I 0:55 AM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; green@yorkcounty.gov;
Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas; - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mills Development
October 18, 2020
To Whom it May Concern:
I am a homeowner in Banberry Cross and I object to the huge number of homes that will be added to my area of
Williamsburg. By building the homes on Fenton Mills Road it will greatly impact my ability to travel on the
roads because of the sheer number of cars that will be added to our country roads. The number of people using
the road will make getting on and off the 64 extremely slow.
Our home in Banberry Cross is built on at least one acre of land so it keeps the number of cars and people to a
limited number. I bought this house years ago so that I was in the country and away from the problems of living
in a more populated area. Our peace and quiet will be disturbed by having this many homes built in the Fenton
Mills area.
Please stop this building effort that will impact this area greatly. Williamsburg has had a great growth of homes
in the past few years with the building of New Town and it continues today. Williamsburg is going from a
quaint small town to an area like Newport News. We do not want the problems that come with more housing.
Please vote for no re-zoning of our area.
Sincerely,
Vicki Zoller-Crossan
I 02 Westminster Pl
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Williamsburg, VA 2318 8

From: Pamela Marshall pamela8 l O@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2020 12:59 PM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; green@yorkcounty.gov; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas; Planning
Division
Cc: Carolyn Walkup ctwalkup(a),cox.net
Subject: NO RE-ZONING - PRESERVE FENTON MILL
October 16, 2020
To:
Members of the Board of Supervisors Members
of the Planning Commission
To understand the sentiment of this northern York County Fenton Mill community all one must do is drive
around. Look at the signs. It is obvious that we the residents want it to remain rural-just like it is with
minimal change. Should not we the residents-the taxpayers, the property owners-be the people who direct
its character?
I am a property owner in five states. I understand that the property owner has rights also. However, even the
property owner should live within the bounds of the community at large.
Surely the politicians and government agencies should primarily respect the interests of the
residents.
We are actively seeking your support!!! Do not rezone Fenton Mill beyond current zoning!!!
William H. Marshall Jr. 105
Shady Bluff Point Williamsburg,
VA23188
757-259-0080
C: Carolyn Walkup
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114 Deer Path Rd.
Williamsburg, VA 23188
byrdww1@widomaker.com

.
Michael King
103 Fairfield Dr.
Yorktown, VA 23692
We realize that being a member of the York County Planning Commission is a great responsibility.
Hopefully, you will consider our concerns in the Fenton Mill Rezoning proposal.
We have been residents in this rural area for 27 years. We moved here because of it's natural
beauty and low density. Surrounding areas in Williamsburg & James City County have ballooned.
There are many empty commercial buildings. We are fighting to keep our area quiet & peaceful.
The quality of rural life is more important that money.
This is the second-largest rezoning proposal in York County history!
Buddy Spencer is the developer who recently submitted the county's largest rezoning request
since Kiln Creek. His Fenton Mill Living proposal says that this area is perfect for commercial
business, cluster homes, town homes, arid high-density housing. He is on your advisory board!!!
The entire Williamsburg area has pockets of commerce that flourish and more that fail. York Co.
contains the failing clusters of stores in the Williamsburg area. Look at the HUGE failure of The
Marquis shopping center, and the shopping center on Mooretown Rd next to Home Depot.
Fenton Mill, Newman & Barlow are small county roads and can not handle an increase in traffic a road that VDOT itself says does not meet current standards. Imagine the increased risk of injury
to bicyclists, runners & other vehicles.This rezoning should never be approved without VDOT
traffic studies.
The amount of greed from the builders & politicians is appalling. Money becomes more
important than citizens lives & their well being. Please consider us (the little people) and not the
big developers when you consider this proposal.

~"-'- :r-. ~\"--"Barbara J. Byrd

Willia mt W. Byrd

J.J

From: Deb Leonard otis.ma57@,gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, September 2, 2020 7:07 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Proposed Fenton Mill Project
Dear Planning Commissioners,
Presently upper York County is experiencing unbridled development and the increased traffic is
causing a huge safety issue for the current residents. The Fenton Mill area is proposed for
rezoning to allow 860+ new homes and one of the developers of this project is on the York Co.
Planning Commission. Preserve Fenton Mill is a group of dedicated volunteers who live here
because we chose "rural living" for our families and we are opposed to the intrusion of more
traffic, increased congestion of our neighborhood roads, and the destruction of our natural
habitat. Why do people who don't live here here (York County Supervisors and Planning
Commission ) get to arbitrarily decide that the developers can run rampant in pursuit of more
money? Why don't the residents of upper York get to vote and decide?
Deb Leonard
301 Marks Pond Way
Williamsburg, VA 23188

From: Dina Last NameMcFarland dinamac60@yahoo.com
Sent: Thursday, August 27, 2020 2:26 PM
To: Anderson, Earl; Cross, Tim; Parker, Amy; Linsinbigler, Daria; - Planning Division
Subject: Fw: Vote "No" to the Fenton Mill Rezoning
Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon.
I've recently written to the Board of Supervisors with my concerns regarding the rezoning of Fenton Mill. I felt
it was extremely important to impress upon you the "Planning Division and Planning Commission Members,"
how we in District 1 feel about this proposal.
The Developer of Fenton Mill is offering an informational Open House. https://fentonmillliving.com/openhouse/
They have (apparently) made changes to their original plan and intend to share it with the community. We can
hardly wait to see it...
We would like to invite you to come out and hear what it is we have to say about it...Mr. Zaremba and Mr.
Green get it, they have heard our voices. They have attended our meetings. We are attending your meetings.
Why are you dragging your feet?
Why are the Board of Supervisors in lower York County and the ENTIRE Planning Commission regularly
ignoring us and your surveys? Why are Mr. Zaremba and Mr. Green the ONLY Board of Supervisor Members
listening? Why are you not attending any of the meetings where the people of your Districts are sharing their
concerns for overdevelopment? Read your survey and the telephone survey please. We told you to stop the
overdevelopment. WE FARM up here and you are making it extremely difficult to navigate the roads with our
tractors and hay! The traffic is becoming a nightmare and the Apartments at Kelton Station haven't even opened
yet. We can't wait for that quagmire to start ... the hits just keep coming.
Now you need to get it. Stop ruining our peaceful neighborhoods with this overdevelopment! There is no
"Commitment to Transparency" when you meet in secret and forward constituent emails to the developer. .. we
do see what's going on.
Enough is enough and we have had enough. The Planning Commission should NOT recommend approval of
the Rezoning of Fenton Mill to the Board of Supervisors! The current zoning should stand with no changes.
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Thank you in advance for the courtesy of an email and your thoughts on the subject. I look forward to hearing
from you.
Dina McFarland
245 Skimino Road
Williamsburg, VA 23188

From: Steve Kennedy skennedy l 49@cox.net
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 8:01 PM
To: Morgan, Neil
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.; Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Noll, Sheila S.; Bellamy, Mark; McGettigan, Vivian;
leedoml 773@gmail.com; Cross, Tim; Bpositivel22@yahoo.com; michael.s.king@navy.mil;
dhp3@hushmail.com;
rwpeterman@verizon.net; Ron Struble; Doug Holroyd; THOMAS CHAMBERLAIN; Gerard Denion
Subject: Preview of things to come ...
Fascinating ...
Mr. Morgan,
The favor of your reply is much appreciated. I would have replied sooner but power/cable/TV/phone and
LANDLINES for emergency purposes were out (again). Oh well, I guess this is what happens when you reside
in the "quite limited" part of your County ...
Also, I wrote with the faint hope for more "solutions" , and less glibness from you, so in that spirit:
a) While Cox is in fact "private", Dominion, Verizon, and AT&T are "public companies" ... Symbols
respectively on the NYSE are D, VZ, and T .
b) You are wrong in your assessment that "they have an incentive" to provide magnificent (instead of their
regular mediocre/appalling) service to the "quite limited" crowd. There is NO INCENTIVE whatsoever
for them to do so, because they know that 900 homes (in the new project) is where they'll devote their
time/resources. They could care less about these "outlier" upper York County neighborhoods. Past
performance is indicative of future results ... This is analogous to ALL citizens having an (apparent
false) expectation that the Board of Supervisors was, in fact, looking out for THEIR best interest when
the rezoning issue surfaced.
c) What are the true numbers of citizens "all around Virginia rural areas that have issues"? Surely someone
w/ the power resume from UVA, WVU, and Va. Tech knows this?
d) ... Because, it would be more palatable to educate your constituents on exactly where they stand. This
would be useful & educational to ALL citizens. Your (and Mr. Cross') patronizing messages wear real
thin, at an extraordinary rate of speed ...
e) The message sent to you was NOT a call nor request to "contact" Dominion nor Cox, because I already
know that "local government" cannot help me/my family. Your incentives are detrimental, impractical,
and counter-productive ... AL THOUGH, my offer still stands: Please come here and make that call or
Zoom meeting from this property ... After your call is dropped 3-4-5 times, I simply wonder what you
would do next?? (Especially in a 911 emergency situation)
t) FYI, another contact to Cox yesterday: I asked why their hired Contractor from CHESTERFIELD, VA
was sitting in front ofmy home on Saturday (TWO days after the service app't). Simply wanted to know
if he had legitimate business reasons to be here after dark (from 7:45 PM to 8:30 PM) on a Saturday.
Cox said they didn't know and "would get back to me" after another ONE HOUR exercise in futility .. .I
woulda' called the York County sheriff to investigate but my TWO local landlines were DOWN
(again) ... Maybe you could get answers - because it scared the $%#$%& out of my wife. Also, this
same individual was seen down the street 4-5 houses down w/ his pick-up truck running and lights
on ... Probably just an innocuous joy-ride on his way home, 1 1/2 hours from here ...
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g) Your final note about "if anything" winds up being built there on Fenton Mill is actually a tad
disturbing, Sir. I drive by the heavy equipment on-site everyday, while on the way to seeing your other
see through-office-buildings and residential projects (in Newport News). ARE YOU SAYING that
nothing will be built there? Are the 200 already zoned, and approved, homes dead? Please advise.
Should you have any further questions, comments, or concerns please call me on my Iridium satphone. Thank
you for listening to Real-World York County experiences ...
Warm est Regards,
Steve
From: Morgan, Neil
Sent: Sunday, August 2, 2020 9:45 AM
To: Steve Kennedy skennedy149@cox.net
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.; Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Noll, Sheila S.; Bellamy, Mark;
McGettigan, Vivian; leedoml 773@gmail.com; Cross, Tim; Bpositive122@yahoo.com;
michael.s.king@navy.mil; dhp3@hushmail.com;
rwpeterman@verizon.net; Ron Struble; Doug Holroyd; THOMAS
CHAMBERLAIN
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Preview of things to come ...
Mr. Kennedy,
I am sorry you have had a bad experience with several of the private utilities in your area. It sounds like you
know these services are not controlled by the county. If you would like me to contact Dominion and/or Cox I
would certainly be willing to do so. All around Virginia, more rural areas have issues with internet and cell
phone service. The areas within York County with such problems are quite limited. Regarding the Fenton Mill
property, if anything ends up being built there I would think the private utilities would have to upgrade their
capacity and have an incentive to do so, but none of that has been engineered, of course.
Neil
From: Steve Kennedy skennedy149@cox.net
Sent: Sunday, August 2, 2020 9:00 AM
To: Morgan, Neil
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.; Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Noll, Sheila S.; Bellamy, Mark; McGettigan,
Vivian;
leedom 1773@gmail.com; Cross, Tim; Bpositive 122@yahoo.com; michael.s.king@navy.mil;
dhp3@hushmail.com;
rwpeterman@verizon.net; Ron Struble; Doug Holroyd; THOMAS CHAMBERLAIN
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Preview of things to come ...
. . .for Fenton Mill (new) residents. And, another real-world update for the County Administrator et.al :
Hello Mr. Morgan,
"Just the facts" as Sgt. Joe Friday might say from the last two weeks of living here (Old Quaker Estates) & the
ongoing communication/utility service nightmare in 23188. Will attempt to keep editorializing to a minimum
(although the more that is discovered about your policies, the more difficult this task becomes):
• Dominion Energy - power down again in this neighborhood FOUR times in the last couple weeks. One was a
fallen tree - this is understandable. The other three are "unexplained" from them. Running a whole-house
generator from 7 PM to 2:50 AM next morning. Every heavy thunderstorm knocks out power. This is a chronic
problem. Of course, many of my neighbors do not have the luxury of a generator and are oftentimes dark, and
hot, during 80-90 degree sweltering evenings .

••
Question: Will the new Fenton Mill Project residents expect the same level of service from Dominion?

••
Cox - July 25th - lost ALL cable, WiFi, TV (for the grandkids), internet, and TWO Landlines we have for
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emergency purposes (will spare you my wife's health condition). Both July 25th and July 26 th calls/chats w/
Cox: they said they would get to us in SIX DAYS (not kidding)! But they did manage to up-sell a new modem.
When I pressed TWO different svc. people how I could "work from home" during a pandemic, they offered NO
solutions. This problem is chronic. Their service is abysmal & unreliable. We have NO OTHER OPTIONS.
Verizon Fios does not offer service, and when I asked them for a new Landline, the person had NO IDEA what
department to contact! (They said, "I'm not sure we have landlines anymore, and think there's a separate 800#
for that depaiiment" - I hung up)! How does this match up with your marketing slogan, Sir, that states "York
County's excellent tradition of quality customer service"?

••
Question: Will the new Fenton Mill Project residents enjoy the same level of (horrendous, unreliable) service
from Cox?

••

SG - this was truly a laughable moment, when I saw one of the Planning Commission agenda items about 5G

service! We're lucky to get 5K service & "one bar" on a cell phone on a good day. This is an OPEN Invitation:
I will gladly host YOU at my expense (to save taxpayer dollars), your staff, a Planning Commission mtg. or a
Board of Supervisors meeting at my home. Then everyone bring your cell phones and we' II Zoom or Skype.
(We're on 2 1/4 acres, so we can social distance). It would be my pleasure to see your cell phone connectivity
experience, regardless of carrier. We have Verizon and AT&T, and again, on a good day have "one bar" usually it's "no service" or "searching" or "roaming"! My next solution is an Iridium satphone, which is on
order (not kidding). I'm also considering the Iridium Certus Thales system for our neighborhood - would you
(York County) pay for this permanent solution?? What is your solution, Sir, for this chronic problem? I'll spare
you the sanctimonious responses I normally receive on this issue over the last 22+ years at this location ...

••
Question: Will the new Fenton Mill Project residents enjoy the same level of (little or no cell phone reception)
service?

••
Question: What happens when we truly NEED any of the above services for a fire or police or other
emergency?? Or are you genuinely only interested in your "administrative oversight" duties at taxpayer
expense?

••
Finally, I would be glad to help the new Fenton Mill Project's sales & marketing efforts by sharing the above
York County infrastructure testimonials; there are many more experiences to share - this is the abridged version,
and very fresh .. .I'm sure it will sell 900 homes (although, 200 is STILL Rural Residential) ... Please recall the
above REAL WORLD daily living experiences when reviewing your zoning projects & theoretical Venn
diagrams!
With Sincerity and Hope for a York County that works for ALL CURRENT Rural Residential citizens,
Steven F. Kennedy
Penn Drive

From: Bruce J Holmes holmesbrucej@gmail.com
Sent: Saturday, August 1, 2020 7:28 AM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Connie Holmes ckwholmes@gmail.com
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Strategic Thinking for the Fenton Mill Project
Dear Planning Commission,
As neighbors of yours in York County, we would like to share our thoughts related to the subject of rezoning
for the Fenton Mill Project. First, thank you for your service to the citizens of our community.
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Taking a strategic thinking lesson from our COVID-19 experiences, I believe that our zoning laws are in vital
need of modernization. We calculate and measure roadway loading, school loading, water supply loading,
sewage system loading, but not hospital ICU bed loading, the latter being of critical importance to quality and
safety of life - especially in a pandemic. After attending the listening sessions with the Mid Atlantic developers,
I now understand that no such consideration is currently part of the zoning law math. If left unaddressed, this
gap would represent a derogation of civic duty by any responsible public servants. As a retiree from American
Public Service (NASA Senior Executive Service), I understand the nature of the Supervisors' policy and
regulatory balancing act.
We write to suggest that COVID-19 is a "mild" reminder among the plausible spectrum of public health
challenges in our future, illuminating the case for revisiting zoning laws to account for the need for inclusion of
medical care facility loading under the duress of public health challenges. Low Population densities are a first
line of defense. No Rezoning for densities greater than the current "Rural Residential" classification will prove
to be one of the wisest bits of strategic thinking we could implement now and in the future.
Thank you.
Bruce and Connie Holmes
205 Skimino Landing Dr
Williamsburg VA 23188-2251
(h) 757-207-0966
(t) 757 920-5838

From: Bill & Barbara Byrd byrdwwl@widomaker.com
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2020 3 :08 PM
To: - Planning Division <planning@yorkcounty.gov>
Subject: York County Planning Committee
Buddy Spencer is on the York County Planning Committee. He's the developer who recently submitted the
county's largest rezoning request since Kiln Creek. His Fenton Mill Living proposal says that this area is perfect
for commercial business, cluster homes, town homes, and high-density housing. This is the second-largest
rezoning proposal in York County history!
THIS IS A CONFLICT OF INTEREST!!
We have been residents in this rural area for 27 years. We moved here because of it's natural beauty and low
density. Surrounding areas in Williamsburg & James City County have ballooned. There are many empty
commercial buildings. We are fighting to keep our area quiet & peaceful. The quality of rural life is more
important that money.
Mr Spencer should not be allowed on the planning committee and influence others to agree to a passage of this
Fenton Mill Proposal
Barbra & Bill Byrd 114 Deer Path Rd.

From: Alicia Garcia alicia.m.garcia8 l@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 3:59 PM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Fenton Mill and Powell Plantation
Dear Mr. Anderson,
I am a homeowner at 100 Kelsey Rd, Williamsburg, VA 23185. This home is adjacent to Waller Mill Rd. My
neighborhood is often used as a "cut through" for residents further down Waller Mill Rd. who wish to avoid the
traffic light at Bypass Rd. and Waller Mill.
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I am concerned about the collective traffic implications for my neighborhood from the approved Powell
Plantation development as well as the proposed Fenton Mill development, especially once school eventually
resumes and traffic increases. Our neighborhood is generally wonderful. Children play together outside when
times are normal. Unfortunately, we do already have to be wary during school dismissal times as well as at the
end of the work day when people are heading home.
Parents, teachers and others speed through our neighborhood as they travel to and from the school and homes. I
believe that with the increase in students at Waller Mill from the proposed/approved developments, the number
of people cutting through my neighborhood and driving too fast will increase. This combined with new
residents potentially cutting through on the way to Powell Plantation is unacceptable.
I believe York County should place speed bumps in the neighborhood at the intersection of Carrs Hill and
Waller Mill, as well as at Caran and Arden and Caran and Waller Mill. This should limit the nuisance speeding
by slowing vehicles down and making it less convenient then simply using Waller Mill Rd. to access Bypass.
There are already many people in this neighborhood prepared to petition against the Fenton Mill development in
part because of the traffic issue. It would take very little for us to begin rallying together against Fenton Mill
because of the cummulative impact on community resources to include neighborhood traffic levels.
Myself and several of my neighbors are willing to lodge a petition to York County to request these speed
bumps. I understand the county is growing but I don't want the children in my neighborhood to be made unsafe
by careless community planning. Please consider supporting this initial request to place speed bumps in my
neighborhood so it can stay both safe and wonderful, even with more development. Myself and my neighbors
wish for our neighborhood to continue to be a place where diverse residents grow up and can play safely
together.
Respectfully submitted,
Alicia Garcia
100 Kelsey Rd.
Williamsburg, Va. 23185
757-570-3164

From: jhamcf@cox.net
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 2:55 PM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; Green, Chad; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas; Morgan, Neil;
Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim
Subject: Rezoning of the Fenton Mill Tract in York County
To All Concerned:
The purpose of this email is to ask you to vote NO on the rezoning on the Fenton Mill Tract in upper York
County. I am a property owner in Old Quaker Estates and I am opposed to the rezoning of the above mentioned
land. Thank you!
Sincerely,
Mary Carolyn Forrest
151 Quaker Meeting House Road, Williamsburg, Va. 2318 8

From: Fisher, William H whfish@wm.edu
Sent: Saturday, June 6, 2020 12:28 PM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Opposition to Fenton Mill Associates Development
Dear Planning Commission,
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I am a almost three-decade resident of Skimino Hills in Upper York County. I have invested in the county
through my taxes and activities and support of my neighbors. We have lived through hurricane Isabel in 2003
and, over the years, and have seen many neighbors invest in their own properties by partially or totally
rebuilding their house, caring for their property and making sure that the public thoroughfares serve all our
residents. In short, the enjoyment of our homes and neighborhoods is a result of ongoing work and investment
from residents with help from the county that longstanding. This investment is threatened now by another kind
of investment-a developer who wishes to profit from the good work that we have done in keeping the
neighborhood desirable. Make not mistake, it is not just the availability of land that makes the proposed
development possible but the pleasant environs resulting from the money, time, and labor of me and my
neighbors. This not just a question of "adding to the tax revenues." There will also be a corresponding
diminishing of the tangible and intangible values of our existing neighborhoods.
I urge you to oppose any changes that would permit rezoning for this project or construction or implantation of
infrastructure in preparation for this project.
Sincerely,
William Fisher
113 Nevada Circle
Skimino Hills

From: WILLIAM SEVERIN severinwl@cox.net
Date: June 6, 2020 at 10:50:41 AM EDT
Subject: Preserve Fenton Mills - Potential Traffic Disaster that is BARLOW Road
This email is specifically addressed to York County Board of Supervisors and County leadership. We have been
a resident of York County for 20 years, building our home and raising our children here. We have enjoyed the
benefits of living in a rural zoned area. We moved to York County to get away from the high-density and
overcrowding of schools and roadways.
We understand development is inevitable but urge you to reconsider the dangers of increased traffic on Barlow
Road. This road barely supports current residential automobile traffic. Adding to that, many bicycle enthusiasts,
in large numbers, enjoy using the road. Our friends at Williamsburg Area Bicyclist, are on the Cc ... line. With
drivers and cyclist being careful, current numbers of cars and bikes are able use the road. However, adding
significantly more auto traffic, invites disaster. Please do not push our biking friends off this route. Barlow
Road is too narrow, and fast, to handle the traffic that will result from rezoning the Fenton Mill area. Any
rezoning, without first enhancing Barlow Road, invites disaster.
We appreciate the opportunity to voice our concerns and will be in attendance of County meetings to discuss
this development. We again understand development is inevitable and we can live with minimal home
development but home development of 836 is overcrowded home density for this area and any rezoning,
without first enhancing Barlow Road, invites disaster.
Helga and William Severin
301 Pheasant Springs Road
Skimino Landing Estates
Email Sent to:
Board Members Thomas Shepperd, Jeffrey Wassmer, Sheila Noll, Chad Green, Walt Zaremba
County Manager Neil Morgan
Director of Planning & Development Services Susan Kassel
Chief Planner Tim Cross
Williamsburg Area Bicyclist

From: Dina McFarland dinamac60@.yahoo.com
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Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:15 AM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; Green, Chad; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas; Morgan, Neil;
Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim
Subject: Vote NO for the Fenton Mill Rezoning Request!
Board Members, Mr. Thomas Shepperd, Mr. Jeffrey Wassmer, Ms. Sheila Noll, Mr. Chad Green, Mr. Walt
Zaremba. County leadership, County Manager Mr. Neil Morgan, Director of Planning & Development Services
Ms. Susan Kassel and Chief Planner Mr. Tim Cross. Ladies and Gentlemen,
I am writing you today with a deep concern over the rezoning request of the Fenton Mill tract. My parents
moved out of Newport News in 1980 and purchased a piece of property on Skimino Road. My husband retired
from the military and we returned from Germany to purchase our plot of land right down the street from them
on Skimino Road in 1995. It wasn't much at the time but over the period of 25 years we have raised a family,
improved our property and paid our taxes. I am a concerned citizen of District One! We love our quaint, rural
piece of heaven.
With current zoning 270 homes are allowed on the Fenton Mill tract. With successful rezoning, 836 homes will
be allowed. I am asking you to please not allow 310% more homes on land intended to preserve the rural nature
of Upper York County! We do not want city growth in our area.
The development currently under way off of Lightfoot Road is a nightmare. Springfield Road off of Rt 199 in
District One, a development of 213 homes called "Woods at Kings Creek" has been approved by you without a
construction entrance and NO improvements planned. A recently approved York County development on
Waller Mill Road in Upper York. .. utter devastation! Every tree gone and rotting piles to make room for more
high-density homes. Development is out of control in Upper York County and it seems you are not concerned
about the environmental impacts. If Waller Mill doesn't concern you, why should you care about Fenton Mill? I
care, I live here. I do not believe the developers claims of massive green space being set aside. The developer is
actually setting aside only 12.3% of his usable green space. Everything offered as "green space" is unusable
Resource Protected Area and unusable steep slopes.2
A 310% increase in building density in Upper York County is unacceptable. This will be the largest rezoning in
York Count in over 30 years! Please do not allow this rezoning! Stop the out of control development in Upper
York! I can live with 270 homes, but NOT 836. Please vote NO for the Fenton Mill Rezoning request.
Thank you for your time and attention in this matter.
Dina McFarland, 245 Skimino Road, Williamsburg, VA 23188

From: Maria Paluzsay <mariafindshomes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 8:54 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Fenton Mill property - sewer?
Good Morning!
Thank you very much for your quick response. I'd like to switch gears and comment as an upper York resident
instead of a Realtor. I don't know if you live in the Upper County, but our growth is out of control. Most
critically, we don't - regardless of the studies - have the schools and infrastructure for the kids that come with
this much development. As much as a developer can say, "this should bring x number of students", in York the
statistics don't fit the situation. Military families are told specifically to move to York. Military families tend to
have more than 1 or 2 kids. That neighborhood that in theory will have 102 kids may well have 200. Waller
Mill has a few rooms open from the expansion, but Queens Lake is bursting at the seams (listen to my kids, not
the studies) and Bruton has square footage but not workable space, especially since so much is taken up by
SOA.
The "build it and they will come" is not something the Upper County wants - not a single resident I know wants
any more of this.
Thanks for your answer (for work) and listening (to me personally). Have a terrific day!
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Maria R. Paluzsay
757-871-4667
Associate Broker
RE/MAX Capital
1166 Jamestown Road
Williamsburg, VA 23185
licensed Realtor in Virginia

From: Anderson, Earl
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 8:43 AM
To: 'Mariafindshomes@hotmail.com' <Mariafindshomes@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Fenton Mill property - sewer?
Ms. Paluzsay,
Thank you for your request. Mr. Cross asked that I reply back to you since I am the case manager for the
proposed rezoning request called Fenton Mill Associates, LLC. I would note that the proposed development is
currently under the public hearing review and will not move forward to the Planning Commission or Board of
Supervisors until face-to-face meetings can be held. Additionally, there is no guarantee that the proposed
project will be approved by the Board of Supervisors; therefore, any information below is purely speculative
and does not reflect any assurance that it will actually happen.
As far as public sanitary sewer connections, I can provide the below information on Public Sewer Facilities the
applicant has stated for the project:
"Sanitary sewer service is provided to the site by a proposed on-site gravity sewer collection system
which will convey wastewater flows to multiple existing off-site and proposed on-site sewage pumping
stations. The two on-site sewage pumping stations shall convey the wastewater through a proposed force
main to the existing off-site pump station (LS#72) located along Newman Road. A portion of the site
that does not direct flows to the proposed on-site pump stations will be designed to send sewage flows
directly to the two nearby existing pump stations via gravity sewer."
I have placed the URL, below, where we have uploaded all the information from the applicant for the proposal.
I would recommend you look at the proposed master plan for the community so you can see the areas where
development is planned. https://www.yorkcounty.gov/DocumentCenterNiew/24900/Fenton-Mill-Application
As to timing of the development, I looked to the Fiscal Impact Statement, which says the below:
"Assuming a timely rezoning approval, the developer anticipates construction of the proposed
development beginning in the Spring of 2021 with initial infrastructure being put in place. For analysis
purposes, an infrastructure construction start date of April 2021 was used. A six month period was
assumed for site work and initial infrastructure construction. Construction of the first residential units
was assumed to begin in October 2021. Construction was assumed to occur in a continuous fashion. For
analysis purposes, development was assumed to begin at the Newman Road entrance to the proposed
development, with construction on townhouse, active adult and single-family detached units beginning
simultaneously and proceeding in a logical order. Construction of the commercial portion of Fenton Mill
is assumed to begin in the fall of 2023 with the first establishments opening in November 2024.
A five-month construction period was assumed for each single-family detached unit and a six month
construction period was assumed for each townhouse block or quad/patio building. Townhouses were
assumed to be built in blocks of six units. A three-month marketing/closing and move-in period was
assumed for the residential product. Thus, the first residential units were assumed to be occupied in July
2022 and the last units were assumed to be occupied at the end of FY 2032."
As far as a requirement to connect, I cannot answer. I would suggest you contact the Public Works Department,
Utilities Operations at 757-890-3751 to see what the policies are for when connections are required.
I hope this answers your questions, if not please let me know.
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Best regards,
Earl
From: Maria Paluzsay Mariafindshomes@-hotmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, June 2, 2020 12:24 PM
To: Cross, Tim
Subject: Fenton Mill property - sewer?
Dear Mr. Cross,
I have a property listed adjacent to the Fenton Mill Associates property. Prospective buyers have asked whether
county sewer will be available, and if so if it will be required, once the large parcel is developed, and the
timeline on its development.
We are unable to move forward with an offer until I have an answer, so your response is critical.
Thank you for your help.
Maria Paluzsay
Associate Broker
Remax Capital
Licensed in Virginia

From: Ronald Stark ronniestark@yahoo.com
Date: June 1, 2020 at 1 :08:31 PM EDT
To: "Kassel, Susan"
Subject: I Oppose Fenton Mill Development
Mrs. Susan Kassel,
It is my understanding that you are the Director of Planning & Development Services for York County and
support the development in the 400+ acre "mixed-use" development off of Fenton Mill. I am in opposition as a
resident near Fenton Mill Rd.
My wife and I, and our children, recently moved to Skimino Landing Estates, 3 years ago, from the south side
of York County to specifically get away from the high-density living environment. We only had two criteria 1)
To stay in York County, 2) To live in the most rural area left in the county. Both my wife and I grew up in the
country. I specifically grew up in Amish country before joining the military and serving 25+ years. My wife
grew up in the Virginia Mountains. When we moved to the Skimino area we finally said "We're Home".
Mrs. Kassel, when we discovered this area we fell in love with the farming, equestrians, forestry and wildlife.
We expect growth but not at this extraordinary rate. We have been at peace knowing that we finally an-ived at
our dream home where our children and grandchildren will live and grow. And now, just like that, our rural
community is eroding away.
I know studies have been done to study environmental, economical, safety, and infrastructural impacts. But how
do you measure the loss of families' dreams.
You only live once Mrs. Kassel and our dream is to live in a peaceful rural community. Just to personalize the
affect this development has on one family, we are already discussing selling, what we thought would be our
dream home, only to start over again. My job is here. Our church is here. Our friends are here. Mrs. Kassel,
think of the emotional, financial, physical strain that this is putting on just one family and multiply that by who
knows how many.
The takeaway here is that this is bigger than just about numbers. Mrs. Kassel, this development is removing the
last bit of rural family living off the York County map.
Respectfully,
Ronald Stark
USAF (Retired)
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From: Les leslauramaury l l 6@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2020 4:12 PM
To: Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; Green, Chad; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas; Morgan, Neil;
Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim
Subject: Opposition to Rezoning of Fenton Mill
May 31, 2020
Where do we begin in our opposition to the proposed change in zoning of the Fenton Mill area? First of all, why
was this not brought before the public long before now? We count on our representatives to inform the public as
soon as such a major change in zoning is proposed. Many in the community first learned of this project when
they received a postcard from the developer, announcing it in such a way that it appeared to be a "done deal".
Secondly, we oppose the change in zoning from low density to mixed use because we want to preserve the
unique character and protect the local natural environment. We moved to Skimino Landing Estates 21 years ago
for the rural beauty of this area of the county. The community was developed by Mid-Atlantic, whose brochure
promoted the project in this manner:
Special, because of its natural views, undisturbed nature, and its secluded privacy. Special because it was
developed to allow each individual to maximize the enjoyment of Skimino Landing's extraordinary beauty and
spacious homesites; and very special because it is bordered by approximately 1 mile ofpristine waterfront!
Special because of the two acre lots that allow each owner to customize their lifestyle with a homesite that will
always be inviting to come home to at the end of the day. "
Finally, we oppose the change in zoning because building 836 homes, a 310% increase in building density, is
unacceptable! There is nothing eco-friendly about this proposal and the supposed set-aside of acreage for a
school is clear fabrication, given the county has no plans for a school. Where is the justification for this type of
build, except for greed. How can you possibly consider adding 40K square feet of commercial space, when we
have vacant stores in the immediate vicinity, with likely more to come! Barlow and Newman Roads are rural
country roads and not designed for the volume of traffic this project would bring. According to Walt Zaremba,
there is no plan to widen these roads. Imagine the impact of increased traffic on the residents along these rural
byways? These are country roads, where people cross the road to get their mail, feel free to run or ride their
bikes, and generally do not have to worry about traffic. Let us keep it that way!
Retain the low-density designation and preserve Fenton Mill!
Lester & Laura Lawrence
116 Shady Bluff Pt.
Williamsburg, VA 23188

From: Joe Hause jhause@gmail.com
Date: May 30, 2020 at 2:55:56 PM EDT
Subject: Fenton Mill Project
Hello,
My name is Joseph Hause and I live at 114 Forest Lane in upper York, Skimino Farms. I am writing to implore
you to reconsider the rezoning for the Fenton Mill project. 836 new homes and, from what I understand, a
school and commercial space in this area is unacceptable. This is a rural area and everyone I have talked to in
my neighborhood agrees. There is a reason we moved out here. Our area is rural and we want it to stay that
way. Please vote no when it is time. The residents here DO NOT WANT THIS. It is unfair. We love York
County, but this will be a nightmare for us. Please take into consideration the people's wants and don't just look
at the tax revenue.
Thank you,
Joseph Hause
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From: "byrdwwl@widomaker.com"
Date: May 30, 2020 at 10:43:29 AM EDT
Subject: Proposed Development on Barlow Rd.
We are very upset about the development to be built on 37t acres in our neighborhood. An addition of 836
residential units,+ commercial space+ a school would have a devastating effect on our neighborhood. We
have lived on Deer Path Rd since 1993 for the very reason it was away from the congestion. I am a native
Californian and the constant development has ruined a beautiful state. As a child, I used to play in the Orange
groves, we had a chicken ranch in Redondo Beach - now everything is commercial, no green space left! This
rural neighborhood is requesting your support to keep it that way. Surrounding neighborhoods in James City
County & Williamsmsburg have changed their communities into "city like" and are no longer the charming
place we came to love. We plead for you to prevent this development that would cause a congested nightmare
m our area.
Barbara & Bill Byrd
114 Deer Path Rd.
Williamsburg 23188
757 367-3529

From:
Suzanne Mayberry suzannemayberry@aol.com
Sent:
Thursday, May 28, 2020 6:39 PM
To:
Anderson, Earl
Subject:
Fwd: Rezoning of Fenton Mill Road
I am writing to oppose the rezoning of Fenton Mill Road. I live in Skimino Landing Estates and love the
country feel of our neighborhood and the surrounding neighborhoods. Everyone is so friendly and there is a
pride of ownership. If you allow this travesty to go forward we will have an increase in traffic on our little
country roads that they cannot handle. People will be angry and less friendly. There will be more accidents.
Allowing this to happen is clearly not respecting the wishes of the citizens of York County. Keep the zoning of
this land as rural residential and let the developers respect the rules that have been in place.
Sincerely, Suzanne Mayberry

Anderson, Earl
From:
Thursday, May 28, 2020 9:54 AM
Sent:
'Ron Struble' struble6@gmail.com
To:
RE: Development Questions
Subject:
Mr. Struble,
Here is our response to your questions. If you need further information, please let me know.
1. Can you identify all significant residential developments (over 10 acres and includes homes, condominium,
time shares and apartments) in District One of York County in the last five years or planned in the next two
years? Where are these developments? Can you provide the number of units for each development?
Note: We cannot positively tell you what developments are planned in the next two years. The timing of
development is dependent on the developers, and most of the developments listed below will take longer
than two years to develop, so I don 't want to give you the wrong impression that all of these units will be
built in the next two years. Listed below are projects that are in the pipeline and have obtained some
form of development approval in the past five years and are either underway or likely to get underway in
the next two years.
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PD-52-20 Marlyn Development Corporation (Arbors at Williamsburg)
1915 Pocahontas Trail
150 independent senior housing apartment units
PD-50-18 Whittaker's Mill Associates, LLC
1538 Penniman Road
Addition of eight townhomes to 108 townhomes and 114 single-family detached units, approved previously
in 2014
PD-48-18 Mid-Atlantic Land Management, LLC (Woods at King Creek, fka Tranquility)
2000 Springfield Road
213 independent senior housing units (mix of single-family, duplex, and triplex units)
PD-45-17 Lightfoot Development, LLC (Kelton Station)
206,212,216,220, and 304 Lightfoot Road
204 apartment units, 32 townhouses, and 12 "live-above" units
PD-47-17 Bonaventure Investments, LLC and Bulifants Residential, LLC (Arbordale)
200, 300, and 401 Ashby Park Drive and 401 and 501 Bulifants Boulevard
288 apartments, 151 single-family detached, 85 townhomes
PD-42-16, Marquis Williamsburg RE Holdings LLC (Marquis Hills)
900 Marquis Parkway
418 apartment units and 182 single-family units, reduced previous number of total units from 650 to 600
maximum units approved in 2013
UP-872-16 Commonwealth Assisted Living
236 Commons Way
Increase resident units from 100 to 140 within an existing senior housing facility
UP-868-15 Surber Development and Consulting, LLC
6300 Old Mooretown Road
148 age-restricted, income-restricted apartment units
By-Right Subdivisions Permitted Under Existing Zoning:
Powell Plantation (originally approved in 2007; revised preliminary plan approved in 2017)
409 and 501 Waller Mill Road
326 single-family detached units
Caulfield Manor, Phase 1
1337 Penniman Road
28 single-family detached units
2. Can you provide the population number you all are working from for York County? With the current
underway developments and planned developments, what will the estimated total population be? Is 80 still
the planning target for population?
• Current Estimated Population for York County: Approximately 70,000
• Current Underway Developments Estimated Population for York County: Our rough estimate of the
total increase in population resulting from the completion of all housing developments planned or
underway is approximately 7,000 residents.
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•

One of the Land Use Objectives in the current Comprehensive Plan adopted in 2013 is to "Provide
for residential growth that would allow the County population to reach a maximum of approximately
80,000 residents." According to the official population projections prepared by the Weldon Cooper
Center for Public Service, the County population is projected to reach 80,327 in 2040.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2020 6:11 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Development Questions
Hi Earl - I sincerely appreciate you taking the time for this note and the update. Interestingly, I feel I'm pretty
well informed, but I'd never heard of the Comprehensive Plan until this came to my attention three weeks ago.
Not sure how your department gets the word out, but you may want to reconsider how the public is being
informed. Do you send mailings to each resident? Do you Include the information in bills such as trash
collection or tax bills? To me, those are the things we "have" to look at, vice notifications and telephone
surveys.
IRT the vitriol toward the Division and County leadership, that is based on recent history of development in
District One that is not aligned with the intent or spirit of the 35 Comp Plan. The only way to align this
FM/Skimino project with the Comp Plan is heavy cherry picking of certain sections of the plan and ignoring
others. I am certain Planning will recommend approval, based on the recent history of Planning Division
supported development (overdevelopment) of District One.
I believe to change this perception, your leaders (who we still have heard nothing from at all), should consider
the following:
- Table the largest rezoning in the County in 35 years until the 2040 Comp Plan is approved.
- Hold a specific public listening session on the Skimino development project in District One BEFORE this
goes before the Planning Commission.
- Consider mailings to inform the public, because your current system is not effective in informing the citizens.
- Look at and correct the undue influence developers have with the County Administration.
Our PFM team are happy to discuss more with your leadership at any time.
Thanks for listening. Ron

On Wed, May 27, 2020 at 3:20 PM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Struble,
I should have your first two questions answered no later than Friday.
Thank you for the invite to the Face book page. I was happy to take a look and see the comments from citizens.
However, please know that staff cannot participate in the page. I'm glad that citizens are participating. I would
note that the Comprehensive Plan review and update process is currently underway, so ifthere are things in the
Plan citizens don't agree with, they should get involved. In fact, we had a community outreach meeting at
Bruton High School about a year ago to gather input from area residents, but unfortunately, only a small handful
of citizens showed up. You can follow the current review process here:
https ://www.yorkcounty.gov/ 1965/York-2040---Charting-the-Course.
I would reiterate that no process is a "done deal". Just because staff has not published a recommendation at this
time should not be seen as such. Staff has many things it has to look at as we develop our recommendation,
such as the documents approved by the Board of Supervisors (e.g., Comprehensive Plan, Zoning Ordinance,
etc.), the surrounding area, traffic, environment, the proposed use, and many other items. None of these have
begun to be prepared at this time, as the public hearing has not been scheduled and staff time must be spent
working on other projects that are currently going through the process. My hope would be that the vitriol toward
staff that I saw on the Facebook page could be tempered as we are doing the most we can at this time and
responding to many other demands that go beyond this one project.
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Best regards,
Earl

From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Saturday, May 23, 2020 7:39 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Development Questions
Thanks Earl - Thank you as always.
Preserve Fenton Mill Facebook is I 00% open to the public, it just has to be searched. I suspect someone there is
watching and we welcome your observation and comment. If someone there is not watching the page, the
Division is really missing out on the public sentiments. If I may,just as a few anecdotal data points for you all.
We held listening groups in my lawn last weekend in Skimino Landing Estates and the sentiment was
unanimous against rezoning. Our HOA surveyed our residents (100 homes) in Skimino Landing Estates and
98% were opposed due to environmental, traffic, public health and quality of life concerns. One voted yes as
they thought a school will pop up here in the next year and another voted yes to rezoning as they thought this
included water/sewer to our neighborhood. Our Preserve Fenton Mill site on Facebook has over 30,000 hits, yes
30K in 15 days of existence. That is 2,000 a day and that is before our public awareness signs went up
yesterday. Very respectfully, I hope you, Mr. Cross, Ms. Kassel and Mr. Morgan are listening and consider the
above, against what I believe is a one-sided developer-generated package not in the public interest when your
Division decides whether to support this proposal. As an aside, we are wondering why you, Mr. Cross and Ms.
Kassel have not asked to meet with us as well.
We are near 400 followers on FB and our goal is 1,000 followers before the hearing. We are organized. You
will need a very large space as I suspect we will tum out many of these followers. Sincerely, thank you very
much for hearing me out on this Earl, I was a bit taken aback that you indicated you a lack of awareness of the
FB page and the very heartfelt and passionate sentiments our York County residents, young and old are
expressing. Your Division's recommendation is important to us and while I suspect it is a "done deal",
nonetheless we want Planning to listen to your citizens just as our elected and appointed officials should. Again,
many thanks.
Ron
On Fri, May 22, 2020 at 2: 11 PM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Ron,
I would reach out to Mr. Myers about the changes, because we as staff have not had time to go through them
either, as we have other projects that are being prioritized over the Fenton Mill Planned Development. He
would be able to give you the full break down. As far as the Face book piece, I'm not sure what is going out, as
I'm not part of the Facebook group, so I don't know how I can provide any commentary on any information that
is going out on that media. Sorry.
Earl

From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2020 1:03 PM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Development Questions
Hi Earl - Thank you very much and I am very sincere in that. I know that is a lot of work but we tried to put it
together through the matrices you all publish and we could not sort it out. We are getting asked that question at
almost every neighborhood listening session we hold (outdoors w/social distance of course). We have noted
some changes and are culling through the rest. I don't suppose you could provide me the significant changes so
save us some effort? We do note a townhouse building was added and the cluster homes are now depicted as
single family homes along the Skimino Hills neighborhood, with the option for townhomes. We also noted a
change to setbacks in the developers favor from 25 to 20.
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We began distributing "No Rezoning" yard signs today, just fyi. They are popping up in private yards, we do
not allow them to be placed on any right of ways or public spaces.
Also, at this time I want you to know we are not advocating for anyone to contact Planners, Commissioners or
BoS members. Whatever you or the elected officials are getting is organic from our posts and neighborhood
listening sessions. Speaking of our FB posts, we are truly trying to present factual information from a differing
perspective of the developer and frankly the Planning office. As you are aware, the developers documents are .
highly slanted in his favor. We will present the countering viewpoint. If you feel we have something utterly
wrong that we put out, then let me know and we will correct or post your rebuttal if you desire.
Please have a great holiday weekend and know we appreciate your responsiveness.
Ron
On Fri, May 22, 2020 at 12:49 PM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Struble,
This will take some time to pull together. I will begin work on it and update you as I progress next week.
I also wanted to let you know the June 10th Planning Commission meeting has been cancelled and the Fenton
Mill case will move down to the next meeting July 8th; however, please note that we will NOT put this
application on the agenda ifwe are not having regular face-to-face meetings where all can participate.
Additionally, I will notify you as soon as any schedule has been secured for this application.
Lastly, the applicant has sent me several updates that we have gotten up on the website. You will see that we
added the word "updated" to each item that has been updated by the applicant. If you have any questions about
those changes I would refer you to Lamont Myers.
The new information has been put on our website here: https://www.yorkcounty.gov/161/Planning - under
center area of page, 2nd bullet item.
If I can assist in any other way, please let me know.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble <struble6@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2020 7:40 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Cc: Curtis griffin <g.g. l curtis@gmail.com>; - Planning Division
Subject: Development Questions
Mr. Anderson - Good morning. I hope all is well and I'm sure like all of us, we look forward to getting back to a
normal footing in the coming months. I truly appreciate your help answering out questions to date. Several
questions are being raised that I am having trouble finding answers due to the fragmented nature of the
information. Could you help me with the following questions. If you feel a FOIA request is a more appropriate
route, please let me know.
I. Can you identify all significant residential developments (over 10 acres and includes homes, condominium,
time shares and apartments) in District One of York County in the last five years or planned in the next two
years? Where are these developments? Can you provide the number of units for each development?
2. Can you provide the population number you all are working from for York County? With the current
underway developments and planned developments, what will the estimated total population be? Is 80 still the
planning target for population?
Many thanks. Ron Struble

From:
Sent:

Jan stevensjb@cox.net
Tuesda , Ma 26, 2020 1:46 PM
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To:
Planning Division
Sub'ect:
FW: Fenton Mill Develo ment
Dear Ladies and Gentlemen of the Planning Commission,
I am writing with regards to the Fenton Mill Development.
My husband, Graham, and I do not agree with this rezoning. This leads to our concerns of infrastructure, public
safety, comprehensive planning, noise pollution and more. There are 375 acres to be-built out with no more than
836 dwelling units. That is more dwellings than the surrounding neighborhoods combined. And having a school
system will create more havoc with busses and cars creating nothing but bottlenecks and an increase in traffic,
when people are trying to get to work and this leads to accidents. And, then our property value is sure to drop.
Please consider honestly this proposal which is not needed in this area.
Thank you,

Hubbard, Joshua jahubbard@.wm.edu
From:
Monday, May 25, 2020 8:05 AM
Sent:
Anderson, Earl
To:
Proposed Fenton Mill Development
Subject:
Dear Earl Anderson:
I know there's a vocal opposition to the planned development of Fenton Mill. I wanted to write to let you know
that many of us in the neighborhood, who are busy with our jobs and lives, support the development. My friends
with children are excited about the prospect of a new school. Many of us would welcome the businesses and
green spaces that would come with the housing development. Please don't let a vocal minority keep you from
rezoning. Thank you for all you do for our county.
Sincerely,
Joshua Hubbard
115 Nina Circle, Williamsburg, VA 23188
jahubbard(a),wm.edu

Daniel Lively dlive49@yahoo.com
Friday, May 22, 2020 9:23 PM
Cross, Tim; - Planning Division; Linsinbigler, Daria; Anderson, Earl; Parker, Amy;
Zaremba, Walter C.; Noll, Sheila S.; Green, Chad; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd,
Subject:
Thomas Fenton Mill Project
Dear Members of The Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission,
The proposed development of The Fenton Mill Project is one of great concern to the community of upper York
County. We moved to this area in 2000, after living in Hampton our entire life. We have enjoyed all aspects of
living in this area including the rural environment and less traffic.
We understand there may be reasons for development; however, considerations should be given as to how this
is accomplished. The proposed development is contrary to other developments in this area. A development
similar to the Oaks at Fenton Mill would be a desirable neighborhood to attract newcomers to the area. Also, a
school would increase the traffic on Barlow Road which would impact the current residents. Should a new
school be needed for upper York County, perhaps another location would better suit the needs of the area.
Therefore, we strongly oppose this rezoning application and request that you reconsider.
Sincerely,
Dan and Brenda Lively
202 Creek Point Circle
Williamsburg, VA 23188
From:
Sent:
To:
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From: Teresa Susalis t.susalis(a),icloud.com
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 8:32 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fentonmil development
To Whom it may concern,
I'm a homeowner at the Oaks of Fenton mill,I am very concerned like my fellow nearby neighbors of the
negative impact of this project, and in this area the continued development. My neighborhood asked for help
with VDOT with noise pollution of the 64 highway, and nothing was done! Now with this project although
homes don't concern me to much, having commercial and the size of the development does. where do you draw
the line on what is best for the local citizens, their health and well being, property values over more money! I'm
also concerned especially with the commercial going in the traffic. I specifically brought in this area to avoid
the craziness in Williamsburg, like buying a home in Monticello woods. I wanted a bit of the country, but greed
of the county is diminishing the country. I hope someone with a conscious really considers this.
Teresa susalis

From: Joan Rhines joanrhines@cox.net
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 4:10 PM
To: - Planning Division; Zaremba, Walter C
Subject: Fenton Mill Proposed Development
Have you found any residents of the Fenton Mill area who are in favor of this proposed development disaster? I
see that some of the owners of the property are associated with the Pottery Factory. What a clown show that
looks like on Route 60, except there would actually be cars in the parking lot of a clown show. No, WE DO
NOT WANT THIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT to take the place of the rural environment. We do not want
the increased traffic, the noise, the pollution, the density of the structures. STOP THIS NOW! Joan Rhines

From: Ralph Hutton Ralph.Hutton(a),cox.net
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 1:26 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Associates, LLC Petition for Rezoning an Area of Fenton Mill Rd near Newman Rd
To Whom it Concerns,
I am writing to voice my concerns for the Fenton Mill Associates, LLC petition for rezoning an area of Fenton
Mill Rd near Newman Rd. from rural residential to mixed-use. This change will over-tax the area by increasing
the traffic, added stress on the infrastructure, additional call volume on the fire and emergency services which is
already understaffed, etc. Historically, these large rezoning projects have happened in areas that can support
them. The largest being the 500 acres for Kiln Creek. This area is located near the airport and had access to
major roadways, Jefferson Ave, Denbigh Blvd., Victory Blvd. Already an area that had the infrastructure and
roadways to support this type of development. Itdid not impact residential areas because there were none in
close proximity. Another rezoning project was the 350 acres for Coventry, again in area that could support this
type of development, being located between Big Bethel Rd, Hampton Highway, and Route 17. Again, this
development already had the road system and infrastructure to support it. Comparing these 2 large
developments to what is being proposed on Fenton Mill Rd., there is no comparison. The impact for the
proposed re-zoning of the Fenton Mill Rd. prope1ty cannot be supported by the current infrastructure. One of
the biggest problems is the increased traffic. Not only will there be traffic from the 836 housing units, but also
from the planned commercial facilities. Before this project is even considered, a current impact studied should
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be completed by an independent third party, not one at the request of Fenton Mill Associates, LLC. If one has
been done, then it should be shared with the surrounding communities. I personally would like to request the
most recent impact study in regard to the Fenton Mill Associates LLC Rezoning application for the area of
Fenton Mill Rd. and Newman Rd. The area is zoned rural residential and should remain so as the area's
infrastructure has not been updated to support this type of development. This includes roadways (only 2 lane
roads), public safety, etc. Any update to infrastructure should not come at any taxpayers expense.
I did review a traffic impact study from 2/2020 prepared for Fenton Mill Associates, LLC and I do feel it was
slanted to the benefit of the Fenton Mill Associates, LLC. I do not understand as the study points out; the area is
surrounded by rural two lane roadways. From the Traffic Impact Study, "1.4 Existing Conditions-Within York
County, Newman Road, Fenton Mill Road, and Barlow Road are all local two-lane rural roadways providing
access to the proposed development" and the study states the roads would not need improvements or updating. I
would like to gain a better understanding of how the current state of the roadway system can support the
increased traffic of 836 housing units and proposed commercial facilities. Again, like I mentioned, this traffic
impact study appears to be misleading and understating the
traffic impacts of the new proposed development.
This area of York County is already becoming congested with the current residential and commercial
developments. Now, York County is encouraging increased development of mix-used properties that
encroaches more on residential areas. Not to mention reducing the Green Space that is apparently not a concern
to the York County Government. This is evident by the solicitation by York County to develop this track of
land. I hope the Board of Supervisors and the Planning Commission will consider the cost of the negative
impacts could be considerably higher than the projected revenue. I support keeping the area as rural residential
and allow the developer to develop under those zoning stipulations. I look forward to your response on your
position on this rezoning proposal.
Warm regards,
Ralph Hutton
123 Penn Dr.
Williamsburg, VA. 23188
ralph.hutton@cox.net
757-810-6757

From: Zaremba, Walter C.
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 1:32 PM
To: 'Elaine White' yayalane@cox.net; - Planning Division
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C
Subject: RE: Fenton mill development
Elaine: Nothing is a done deal unless we just let it happen. Opposition is building so please get involved.
Contact Kurt Griffin 206-5678 or Ronnie Smith, 565-7950. I am on your side. Walt
From: Elaine White yayalane@cox.net
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 12:10 PM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Fenton mill development
To whom it may concern
I'm sure this is a done deal since all the beautiful trees have been removed but I want to voice my opinion that
you are now ruining "the forgotten end of the county". Yes that's what bruton district always calls ourselves
and we like it!!! We purchased our homes in this area because it's not built up. You are now ruining it. Why
dont You drive around the whole county and do something about abandoned buildings. There are plenty of old
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homes old buisineses that are not up to code that you could fine owners until something is done with these eye
sores !!!!leave Fenton mill area alone !!! Thanks for listening but I will be moving out of the county soon if this
continues any concerns you may reach me by email or 7575326218. Thank you. Elaine White.

From: Barbara Levine barbara.levine@BHHSTowne.com
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2020 5:06 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Development
As a resident of Skimino Landing Estates and a local Associate RE Broker for 34 years, I am very concerned
about this development. The environmental impact alone is a great cause for concern. When I think about the
situation we are in now - due to Covid19, I am literally in a panic about more congested development in this
rural area. The reason many of us moved to York County was because of the Rural Residential zoning. I know
studies have been done about traffic impact - but that was in January- when there is little traffic. With the
apartments on Lightfoot Road and now this - you and you other Board members are putting lives in danger. Try
turning left onto Newman Road from Barlow in the middle pdfthe summer!!!
I hope you as a representative of our area think twice about your constituents before voting for rezoning this
plan.
Thank you.
WE ALSO WANT AT LEAST 30 DAYS NOTICE FOR ANY COMMUNITY MEETINGS.
FYI WE HA VE OVER 10,000 CONCERNED CITIZENS
Barbara Levine
http://www.williamsburgsearchforhomes.com
Associate Broker, CRS,ABR, SRES, CSP
Licensed In Virginia
4135 Ironbound Road, Wmbg, Va 23188
757-810-8624
Home Is Where The Heart Is

From: Heidi McCue-Gomes Williamsburg hmccuegomes(a),gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2020 3:40 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Preserve Fenton Mill
To The Planning Commission:
We are writing regarding the proposed development on Fenton Mill Rd. We are opposed to this development.
We bought our property at 378 Fenton Mill Rd for this rural area and the scenic countryside. Our children
graduated from Bruton High School, a smaller school, for the purpose of having a community atmosphere. We
take advantage of walking without fear of traffic.
We are horrified to find out that this proposal has been advertised for years for commercial or mixed use
development. It is clear that letters were not sent out to residents in this area to determine how we might feel
and hear our concerns. There is absolutely no reason to develop this area. Money is the motivation and it's a
high price for constituents in this area to pay.
1. Traffic would place a burden on this area.
2. Our schools would be overburdened. At the rate of residential homes planned, trailers would be necessary to
meet
3. There is already a mixed use area in the process of construction on Lightfoot Rd. We fully expect vacancies
there as the precedent has already been set with the current vacancies at Harris Teeter still exist. Increased
traffic there is already a nightmare.
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4. There is relatively new residential construction going on at Mooretown Rd, past Ferguson, by Henderson
Construction. Between Lightfoot Rd and Mooretown Rd, increased residential communities are at hand. How
many more are necessary? York County with a Williamsburg address need not be an overdeveloped area.
We have no desire to live in an area similar to Richmond Rd or route 17 in lower York. I implore you to
reconsider this move. It will dramatically change a peaceful, quiet area and the residents who currently enjoy it.
Sincerely,
Heidi A. McCue-Gomes
James A. Gomes

From: sharon terry stenyl l(a),cox.net
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 7:03 PM
To: - Planning Division; Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Fenton Mill Rd Development
We oppose the development of 836 dwellings at the corner of Fenton Mill Rd.
We moved to this area because we did not want to be in a congested housing area. We have to contend with all
the traffic when 164 backs up and people get off and come thru to get further up the road to get back on to 164.
We also have all the traffic from the other side of Fenton Mill and
Newnan Rd along with all the bicycles. I had to go 10 miles an hour because of the area where a bicycle would
not get over and I could not get around him. The houses if they have to be should be on acre lots just like the
rest of us. Explain how this will effect our wells. We have contended with large trucks just down from the area
where 28 acres were cleared and dirt was removed.
If this was going in your neighborhood would you like it. York County is already doing apartments/ house on
Bulifants Blvd. and the corner of Old Mooretown Rd. When we moved to the area we were told that the only
thing that YC would let be built in that area would be something to benefit the area.
The Monds on Fenton Mill Rd.

From: Ron Struble struble6@,gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 5:36 PM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Please Pass to Mr. Jons
Planning - Please pass this to Mr. Jons, as we are trying to make contact with him in regards to the pending
rezoning issues.
Mr. Jons - Hello. My name is Ron Struble. I am a retired federal law enforcement officer originally from
Poquoson. I was a police officer in Poquoson and James City County many years ago, before a 25 year career as
a Special Agent with the Naval Criminal Investigative Service. I also currently own two small businesses in
Upper York. I live in District One and I am part of a loosely organized group of citizens that are concerned
about the rezoning of the Fenton Mill tract. We recognize development in this particular area is inevitable, but
we want to see less density and more adherence to the rural residential zoning. We are opposed to mixed-use if
that means cluster homes, town houses and single family homes on .2 acre lots. In just one week, our Facebook
Page has garnered 123 followers and growing very rapidly. We want dialogue and we want to distribute facts
about this proposal to our followers. I ensure you I will NOT pass your email address or other contact
information to anyone in the group. Myself and another neighbor in Skimino Landing Estates who is also part
of PFM want to reach out and see if we might meet and discuss your thoughts on the rezoning matter. We have
met with Mr. Zaremba to discuss our concerns and we owe you the same courtesy. Please let me know if/when
you are available to meet and we will obviously ensure social distancing concerns are in place.
Ron Struble
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205 Shady Bluff Pt
Williamsburg VA 23188
757.0912-1070

Anderson, Earl
From:
Tuesday, May 12, 2020 11 :43 AM
Sent:
To:
'Ron Struble'
Cc:
- Planning Division
Subject:
RE: Three Quick Questions from Preserve Fenton Mill
Ron,
Answers are below:
1. No recommendation has been determined at this time. The staff will post their recommendation a week
before the Planning Commission meeting.
2. The last large acreage rezonings were of Coventry (approximately 300 acres) and Kiln Creek (approximately
500 acres, of which 350 were residential). These requests were approved by the Board of Supervisors in the late

SO's.
3. Monte Jons is the District One Planning Commission representative. He has asked that his email address not
be published online. If you email him at planning@yorkcounty.gov we will make sure it gets to him. You can
ask him to reply back to you and that will give him the opportunity to make contact.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6@,gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 11 :02 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Cc: - Planning Division
Subject: Three Quick Questions from Preserve Fenton Mill
Good Morning Earl - I hope all is well. Just a few things we'd like to ask for this week ifl could impose.
1. Has County Planning decided on a recommendation for approval or disapproval of the rezoning application?
I know that decision had not been made as of last week, but was hoping for an update. Can you let me know
when you all make the decision on a recommendation?
2. When was the last rezoning request of this magnitude (More than 350 acres) made to the Planning
Commission? Was it approved? Who requested the rezoning? I can't find anything in my search of the web site
and documents.
3. Can you provide email contact information for our District One Planning Commissioner? I cannot find an
email address when going through the County web-site.
Many, many thanks Earl and again I sincerely appreciate your professionalism and responsiveness. We want to
be respectful and fair as this important decision approaches.
Ron Struble

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anderson, Earl
Friday, May 8, 2020 12:54 PM
'Ron Struble'; - Planning Division
RE: Preserve Fenton Mill: PD 53-20 - Request to Set Fenton Mill Living Public
Hearing
Date for July 2020

Mr. Struble,
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Thank you for submitting your request that the public hearing for the above referenced application be held in
July. We understand your and the group's concerns about participation and staff has the same concerns. Staff
has not scheduled the hearing for any date at this time. Staffs preference would be to not take this to the
Planning Commission for a public hearing until we can have a more normal public hearing process. Therefore,
as our desire is to include everyone's input on the referenced application's public hearing we anticipate holding
the public hearing when we can safely accommodate the presence of the public and not before. Unfortunately,
because we cannot schedule nor can we predict when public meetings will occur, I cannot verify any dates.
However, it is my intention to email you and any others that have emailed comments and concerns to us as soon
as I have any solidified dates.
If you have any other questions, please let me know and I will be happy to assist.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 6:56 AM
To: Anderson, Earl, - Planning Division
Subject: Preserve Fenton Mill: PD 53-20 - Request to Set Fenton Mill Living Public Hearing Date for July
2020
Earl - Good morning. Thank you again for a very productive and informative phone conversation. I highly
appreciate your background knowledge and professionalism. As I discussed with you, my goal is to put out
accurate information and data to our concerned citizens here in District One, via our web site and Facebook. I
would like to formally ask York County Planning to consider setting the date for the public hearing on 53-20 for
July 2020 as a result of the Pandemic and our inability to properly organize. With current restrictions, we are
unable to go door-to-door and safely inform our neighbors who don't have virtual connections. We also cannot
collect written petitions safely as many are hesitant to open doors to strangers, especially in today's
environment. After the Governor lifts restrictions, we ask you provide us with 30 days in order to organize
in-person. Many thanks.
Ron Struble

Anderson, Earl
From:
Friday, May 8, 2020 12:40 PM
Sent:
'Ron Struble'
To:
RE: Green Space Clarity
Subject:
Ron,
I think the confusion is terminology. The County uses the following terminology:
Open Space: An area that is intended to provide light and air, and is designed, depending upon the particular
situation, for environmental, scenic or recreational purposes. Open space may include but need not be limited
to, lawns, decorative plantings, bikeways, walkways, outdoor active and passive recreation areas, playgrounds,
fountains, swimming pools, wooded areas, greenways and water courses. The computation of open space shall
not include driveways, parking lots or other surfaces designed or intended for motorized vehicular traffic.
Recreation Area: A classification of open space that includes land areas specifically providing for opportunities
for passive and active recreational activities for residents of a development. Recreation areas are set aside and
reserved for the common use of the residents of a development. Such areas may include, but are not limited to,
tennis courts, swimming pools, athletic fields, picnic areas, golf courses, beaches, boat launching ramps, docks,
woodlands, paths, trails, and similar facilities. Except as otherwise provided for herein, recreation areas shall
not include balconies, private patios, or any buffer areas not set aside for the convenient use of all residents of a
development. Water areas with specific recreational value may be classified as part of a recreation area only
with the specific approval of the board of supervisors.
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We do not have a definition of green space or use it in the requirements for Planned Developments. Under these
definitions the applicant is proposing the open space and recreation areas and that would be what the County
uses. I think you may be thinking about usability which is only taken into account with Recreation Areas, as
Open Space can be a variety of spaces, as seen in the definition above.
I hope this provides some clarification. I'm happy to discuss further over the phone, if you like, or to another
email.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 7:41 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Green Space Clarity
Earl - I promise my intent is not to inundate you and planners with email, but I wanted to provide you the
results of our analysis of the claim from the developer that 4 7% is set aside green space as your office considers
recommendation/non-recommendation to the Planning Commission.
Preserve Fenton Mill Position: The developers claim of setting aside 47% of the land as green space is
inaccurate and therefore misleading to York County Planners, the Board of Supervisors and the public.
The actual developer set aside green space is 12.34 %.
This developer claim is on their web site and I believe was also cited in the Daily Press article. We had one of
our representatives, an engineer with geo-spatial experience analyze this claim. Here are the findings along with
a supporting graphic with our overlay. We will also provide supporting digital SHAPE files if requested. We'll
be posting this to our web site and FB page but I very much welcome your insights, especially if you consider
our data inaccurate.
Actual Development Size: 448 Acres
Actual Developer Set Aside Space: 55.3 Acres (12.34%)
Supporting Data:
Steep Slopes: 16.3 Acres (3.6%)
Actual Usable Preserved Space Set Aside by Developer: 39.0 Acres (8.7%)
Notes:
-The developers claim that he is setting aside 72.8 acres (or 16.2% of Resource Protection Area is
disingenuous. RP A is undevelopable by definition and cannot be considered "developer set aside" space. The
developer has no choice to set this aside, its in law. Even if you accepted the claim as developer set aside space
that brings the number of set aside space as 28%, far from the claimed 4 7%.
- The only way the developer's math remotely works is if stormwater facilities, the "farm space" (whatever that
is), and the school land is included as "Green Space".
- When discussing these numbers note they are accurate, but approximate (the developer could come up with
numbers a few percentage points above/below what has been worked up).
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Regards, Ron

From:
Andrew Smith smithswidomaker@gmail.com
Sent:
Friday, May 8, 2020 5:53 PM
To:
Anderson, Earl
Subject:
Re: Fenton Mill Project
Dear Mr. Anderson,
I know the coronavirus is affecting the timing of meetings, but do you have any idea of what kind of timetable
we're looking at? We have to bring my mother-in-law up to live with us, and before we take on the significant
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cost of expanding our house to accommodate her we want to have some idea whether our home is going to stay,
well, home. Looking at the plans, the timing for potentially years of construction, the traffic, and what I'd expect
is the decline in our property values as those things become apparent to potential buyers, I'd like to get some
sense as to whether it would be better for us to just move. I appreciate any information you can provide to help
with my decision.
Andrew
On Thu, May 7, 2020 at 11 :53 AM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Smith,
You sent the email to our main email account and that is fine. This is the main account for citizens trying to
reach out Planning Commission or Planning Division staff members. I am the case manager for Application No.
PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates, LLC, so I'm responsible for assisting the public with any questions or
concerns. The information for the case is on our main Planning Division website at
www.yorkcounty.gov/planning. The link to the .PDF documents is located in the center of the webpage and is
the second bullet.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Andrew Smith smithswidomaker@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11 :47 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Fenton Mill Project
Did I send it to the wrong place? Sorry!
You were my next stop. How can I get all the relevant materials?

On Thu, May 7, 2020 at 11 :45 AM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Smith,
Thank you for your email. I will forward it to the Planning Commission. If I can assist with your research or
answer any questions, please let me know.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Andrew Smith smithswidomaker@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11 :37 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Project
Gentlemen,
I have some serious concerns about the Fenton Mill project as I understand it at this point. I'm going to be doing
some research, but wanted to register my strong objections to a development of the size I'm hearing about.
Andrew Smith
I 02 Tampa Circle
Williamsburg VA 23188

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Ron,

Anderson, Earl
Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:21 AM
'Ron Struble'
RE: Draft Email to Preserve Fenton Mill
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Sorry for the confusion. The Planned Development lots would not be restricted to a certain size, so there could
be smaller lots. The hard part about this type of master planning is that it does not state what lot sizes will be. In
my statement I wanted to provide clarify that the average density equates differently than actual lot sizes, which
we do not know. After more thought and after what I just said above I think that I would suggest you include
the density calculation as an addition to your statement, though I cannot confirm the 0.2 lot size is correct, as at
this point we do not know. Yes, the lots could still be smaller if they used clustering. It would be less residential
lots that the Planned Development, but would probably have a similar design to what they are showing now,
except there would be no townhomes or quadraplexes, only single-family homes. They would stay out of the
steep slope areas, just like they are in the current development, but without all the parks, clubhouses, and other
recreations spaces.
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6(@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:07 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Re: Draft Email to Preserve Fenton Mill
Earl, Thank you. So to be accurate, zoning would not allow for single family units to be built on lots any
smaller than .45 acres or 19,800 s/f if this were to pass? Understand your point on the second paragraph and I
will include that as well. Does your second paragraph mean the developer can build on lots smaller than .46
acres if green space is set aside?. Many thanks. Ron

On Thu, May 7, 2020 at 9:55 AM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Ron,
It was a pleasure speaking with you, too this morning. The only change I would provide is to clarify the density.
The density would be 2.2 dwelling units per acre which is approximately 19,800 square feet per dwelling unit.
The 0.2 acre calculation is about 8,800 square feet per dwelling unit. One thing we did not talk about was that
the Zoning Ordinance does allow cluster developments in by-right developments, which would allow smaller
lots, if the subdivision kept environmentally sensitive areas as open common space. I imagine if it was
developed as Rural Residential the developer would take advantage of the clustering to make smaller lots and
stay out of the steep slope areas. Looking at the current master plan I imagine the development would fall along
the same lines as they are showing and staying out of the steep slope areas.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6(@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:26 AM
To: Anderson, Earl
Subject: Draft Email to Preserve Fenton Mill
Earl - Great talking today. Here is a draft of what I want to send. Ifthere is any other point you want to make,
feel free to add. Regards, Ron

DRAFT
All - I had a productive and informative conversation with Earl Anderson with York County Planning this
morning. I wanted to get accurate information before I put it out in the public domain on our sites. Key
takeaways.
- PD 53-20 (Fenton Mill Rezoning Request) is not on the schedule at the moment. If its on the 10 June Planning
Commission Agenda we will know by 18 May. Earl agreed that two weeks notice, at minimum, will be given if
its put on the agenda. As previously agreed, no virtual public meetings on this will be held, all will be in-person.
- Once its on the agenda, Planning will notify adjacent landowners by mail and orange public notice signs will
go up on right-of-ways.
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- York County Planning still holds PD 53-20 as "in review". Planning has not made a recommendation whether
to support or non-support this rezoning request. There is no mechanism for the public to comment on
influencing their recommendations, that public comment will be at the Planning Commission hearing.
- York County Planners were officially notified of this desire of the developer to rezone in March 2020, but
there were earlier informal discussions. The developer clearly had plans to develop this for a while, but York
County only learned of the full scope in March.
- Definitions:
Rural Residential zoning which is what we desire the land to remain is defined as property that has public water
and sewer holds a minimum lot size of one acre. This proposal (53-20) seeks a change to that one-acre lot size
for townhomes, cluster homes and single family residential lots of less than one acres (Note: We calculate most
single family homes in the developers plan to be on lot sized of .2 acres (Two-tenths of one acres).
Limited Commercial zoning is defined by daylight use, low external impact (low noise, traffic). Limited
Commercial will prevent things like 24 hrs gas stations, truck stops, etc from going in. Mr. Anderson is
checking to see if the developer desires to change that designation to higher impact in this rezoning request.
Ron

From: Andrew Smith smithswidomaker@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11 :37 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Project
Gentlemen,
I have some serious concerns about the Fenton Mill project as I understand it at this point. I'm going to be doing
some research, but wanted to register my strong objections to a development of the size I'm hearing about.
Andrew Smith
I 02 Tampa Circle
Williamsburg VA 23188

From: cndfmn@gmail.com cndfmn@gmaiI.com
Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4:55 AM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Proposed Fenton Mill Associate development
Ladies and Gentlemen.
My name is Chris Madden and I reside at 114 Nina Circle. It is 0400 and I'm getting ready for work. However,
I find it necessary to send a quick note to this body. The answer is no!!! I strongly appose the the Fenton Mill
project. And why you may ask, one word .. HAMPTON! I lived in Hampton VA for 6 years when I was
stationed at Langley AFB in the 80's. Look at it now. It has all the wonders of development and urban sprawl.
Drugs, murder, rape, traffic and for what? Who has this benefited? Certainly not the local homeowner. For this I
will go door to door and protest any more development in this area. They've already screwed Lightfoot with
those" 4 Plexes, Town Houses etc. Please do not approve this proposal. We have enough people, traffic and
commerce in the area.
Respectfully,
Christopher Madden
114 Nina Circle
Williamsburg, VA 2318 8

42

Reale, Phil N PReale@usg.com
Tuesday, May 5, 2020 6:57 AM
Planning Division; Anderson, Earl; Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Wassmer,
Jeff; Noll, Sheila S.; Zaremba, Walter C., onreale(@ITTTiail.com
Hello York County Planning/Board of Supervisors,
My name is Phil Reale, I live at 111 Indiana Lane 23188. I'm writing to oppose the virtual meetings that have
appeared on the county Website. The proposed Fenton Mill Development on the planning agenda is to be June
10, 2020 at this time. There is a lot of opposition to this development, especially the proposed re-zoning. All of
the surrounding neighborhoods want to be sure voices are heard! A virtual meeting will not be able to
accomplish this. The Proposed Development (Application# PD-53-20) will IMPACT this area for many years
to come. therefore, I'm requesting the public meeting for the proposed Fenton Mill Associate's development be
postponed until 30 days after the Governor's order is lifted.
Thank you for your attention in this matter!
Phil Reale
From:
Sent:
To:

From: Joseph Tychonievich engeizuki(@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2020 8:36 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Proposed Fenton Mill Associates Development
I live in the neighborhood immediately next to the proposed new Fenton Mill Associates Development.
Someone in our neighborhood has been putting fliers in all of our mailboxes asking us to write in to you and
oppose the development, but after reading about it, I wanted to let you know that I think it sounds like a good
project. It sounds thoughtfully designed and an asset to our comm.unity. I'm particularly happy that it is to
include some commercial space. I hope some of that is retail -- it would be nice to have a grocery store,
restaurants, or a coffee shop so nearby.
Joseph Tychonievich
115 Nina Cir, Williamsburg, VA 23188

Curtis griffin g.g. lcmiis@gmail.com
Sunday, May 3, 2020 8:06 PM
- Planning Division; Anderson, Earl
Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Wassmer, Jeff; Noll, Sheila S.; Zaremba, Walter
C.
Public Meeting
Hello York County Planning/Board of Supervisors,
This is Curtis Griffin, of 110 Indiana Lane 23188. I'm writing to oppose the virtual meetings that have appeared
on the county Website. The proposed Fenton Mill Development on the planning agenda is to be June 10, 2020
at this time. There is a lot of opposition to this development, and we want to be sure our voices are heard! A
virtual meeting will not be able to accomplish this. The Proposed Development (Application # PD-53-20) will
IMP ACT this area for many years to come. Therefore, I'm requesting the public meeting for the proposed
Fenton Mill Associate's development be postponed until 30 days after the Governor's order is lifted.
Thank you for your attention in this matter!
Curtis Griffin
Direct line: 757-206-5678
E-mail: g.g. lcurtis@gmail.com
"Live your best, act your best, and think your best each day, for there may be no tomorrow!
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Anderson, Earl
From: george mahone skiminoenterprises@verizon.net
Sent: Sunday, May 3, 2020 7:19 AM
To: - Planning Division
Subject: Fenton Mill Development
Hello York County Planning,
This is George Mahone, Jr. of 129 Skimino Rd. 23188. I'm writing to oppose the virtual meetings that have
appeared on the county Website. The proposed Fenton Mill Development on the planning agenda is to be June
10, 2020 at this time. There is a lot of opposition to this development and we want to be sure our voices are
heard! A virtual meeting will not be able to accomplish this. Therefore, I'm requesting the public meeting for
the proposed Fenton Mill Associate's development be postponed until 30 days after the Governor's order is
lifted.
George Mahone Jr
757-565-1422

From:
THOMAS CHAMBERLAIN tchamberlain7@cox.net
Sent:
Monday, May 4, 2020 11 :15 AM
To:
Anderson, Earl
Sub_ject:
RE: Planning Commission Meetings
Earl, thanks for your reply and comments. We are putting together an organization of neighbors who oppose
this development and will likely have questions after we get together which is difficult given the stay at home
order. But, we are working on it. Has the planning staff developed an opinion on this proposal yet? I don't see a
position paper from planning staff in the package unless I missed it. Thanks again for your feedback.
Tom

On May 4, 2020 at 10:48 AM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Chamberlain,
Thank you for your email and for submitting your request that any public hearings on this proposal be in-person
and no virtual public hearings should be attempted on this matter. We understand your concerns about
participation and we have the same concerns. Please note the applicant postponed until the June 10th meeting,
but staff has not scheduled the hearing for that date. Right now, staffs preference would be to not take this to
the Planning Commission for a public hearing until we can have a more normal public hearing process. Please
know that I am available to answer any questions you or others have about this proposed development. I can be
reached at 757-890-3497 or by email at andersone@yorkcounty.gov. You can also contact the applicant to ask
your questions directly by calling Lamont Myers at 757-880-8424 or by email at
lmyers@midatlanticcommercial.com. If you have any other questions, please let me know and I will be happy
to assist.
Best regards,
Earl
From: tchamberlain7@cox.net tchamberlain 7@cox.net
Sent: Saturday, May 2, 2020 1:22 PM
To: - Planning Division
Cc: Green, Chad; Shepperd, Thomas; Wassmer, Jeff; Noll, Sheila S.; Zaremba, Walter C.
Subject: Planning Commission Meetings
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Dear members of the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors. These are trying
times and we all understand that governments must continue to operate. However the current
process with video link output and only public audio input makes public input very difficult. While it makes
sense for non-controversial issues, the public deserves to be heard for any significant new ordinances or zoning
changes. There currently is a proposal by Fenton Mill Development to rezone and develop 376.8 acres of land
and build some 800 plus new homes in that area. This development is of great concern to me and many of my
neighbors. We have a right to be heard in person. I am requesting that any public hearing on this proposal be
delayed until 30 days after the restriction on in person public input at Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors Meetings has been removed. We also request that at some point prior to the Planning Commission
Public Hearing that a meeting be held with concerned citizens and members of the Planning Staff so we can
understand the basis of the development and may ask specific development questions that would be impossible
at a Public Hearing. Such a meeting would not be possible until after the governor removes his 10 person
gathering limit. It could be held with participants spread out maintaining required social distancing. Thank you
in advance for your service to this community and for your consideration of this request.
Thomas Chamberlain
270 Barlow Rd.
Williamsburg, VA 23188
757-903-5075

From: Elizabeth Gray elizabethnicolegray27@gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2020 9:14 PM
To: Webmaster (Admin Acct)
Subject: ref: york development
This is to the county of york,
Do not under no circumstances allow Lamont myers to buy or build on Newman Road. Do not clear the land.
Let me explain why. He poorly cleared the land over here at turtle creek and homes are sinking and he did not
build the homes correctly they are defective he cleared permits without passing code the homes were supposed
to be energy star they are not they handed out fake certificates. I am working with the Senator Tim Kaines
office now to sue him and the developers Ryan homes over defective home building. My home is upside down
due to this developer. Right now they have violated laws over in chuckatuck by not going through historical
society to put up a model home. There is and will be legal ramifications by building with this developer. Also
he will not hand over the hOA to the residents he has secured profits by holding on to the HOA and not
releasing it back to the residents he refuses to hand over financials and be transparent in it. He also is nasty to
the residents our residents over here paid premium for a lot against trees were told they were not going to clear
those trees he cleared them and then would not refund the money. He is dangerous and there is a bad storm
coming with this Ryan Homes Builder and this developer is aware of it. He is about to be sued. Do not agree to
this project and I am asking on behalf of the Virginia Residences who dont want that property over there. I want
it on record that we do not support this project and we do not want any more building in york
county or newport news or any where that violates wet lands and tears up our trees and water properties. I dont
care about your tax revenue I care about the land the wildlife and the people who live in york and we dont need
this builder here. Ive dealt with him and trust me you do not want this builder in your area developing land.
Please contact me as I have video engineering and emails from energy star that state he did not properly get
permits and did not get clearance and was able to bypass by relationships. With local politicians. This right here
needs to stop. We do not need any more building and development if you want tax revenue find another way
stop this madness. Do not allow this builder developer to do anything to this land. Thank you for your
time.
V/R
Elizabeth N. Gray
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Ryan Home Owner
newport News VA

Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Monday, April 27, 2020 11 :31 AM
Anderson, Earl
Re: Request for Assistance - Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates,
LLC
Mr. Anderson - No other questions. I sincerely appreciate your responsiveness and thank you and the
Commission for the support for in-person meetings. I will direct future emails if needed to the collective
address. Have a nice week ahead. Ron
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

On Mon, Apr 27, 2020 at 11 :22 AM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Struble,
Thank you for submitting your request that any public hearings on this proposal be in-person and no virtual
public hearings should be attempted on this matter. We understand your concerns about participation and we
have the same concerns. Right now, staffs preference would be to not take this to the Planning Commission for
a public hearing until we can have a more normal public hearing process. Also, please know that the best way to
email the Planning Commission members is to use the planning(a),yorkcounty.gov address, since emails to that
account are forwarded to the Commission members and staff. If you have any other questions, please let me
know and I will be happy to assist.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2020 1:09 PM
To: Anderson, Earl
Cc: Kassel, Susan; Cross, Tim
Subject: Re: Request for Assistance - Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates, LLC

Mr. Anderson - Thank you very much for your response. Any consideration is sincerely appreciated. Have a
great weekend. Ron
On Fri, Apr 24, 2020 at 12:57 PM Anderson, Earl wrote:
Mr. Struble,
Thank you for your email. I have corrected Mr. Cross's email address, so that he is getting this and future
emails. We have begun discussion of your request and any implications as it concerns the County's Zoning
Ordinance and the Virginia State Code requirements. We will reply back to you no later than Monday, once we
have addressed all considerations. If you have any questions before then, please let me know.
Best regards,
Earl
From: Ron Struble <struble6@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2020 9:49 AM
To: Anderson, Earl; Kassel, Susan
Subject: Request for Assistance - Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates, LLC
Ms. Kassel, Mr. Cross, Mr. Anderson - I am a resident of Skimino Landing Estates and the former President of
the Skimino Landing Estates Owners Association. I am not acting as a representative of any HOA at this time.
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As you may be aware, residents south of I-64 and east of Camp Peary are currently actively organizing
opposition to this planned massive variation from the current county zoning. This includes my efforts to bring
these groups together. Our efforts will be a collaborative effort between all HOA's, smaller non-HOA
neighborhoods and individual homeowners impacted by this proposal. We are deeply concerned. I have met
with my Board of Supervisors representative and will be scheduling appointments with the remaining board
members. Request: As you are well aware, organizational meetings are exceptionally difficult and currently
hindered by the Governor's Stay at Home mandate. I am requesting in writing that any public hearings on this
proposal be in-person and no virtual public hearings should be attempted on this matter. Please let me know if
this is a reasonable request.
Regards,
Ronald Struble
205 Shady Bluff Pt
Williamsburg VA 23188
757.912-1070

David Barr davidebarr@gmail.com
From:
Sunday, April 26, 2020 11 :28 PM
Sent:
Anderson, Earl
To:
Subject:
Re: Fenton Mill
Good evening Earl,
Having given it some more thought, I realized that my previous questions were largely about what Fenton Mill
Associates may or may not have proposed in the past. While that is still of interest, I suppose my primary
interest is really in understanding the changes inherent in the rezoning, whether the buffers and other
protections afforded residents under the current zoning will be maintained, and whether additional studies along
the lines of environmental and traffic impacts will be done in addition to the ones commissioned by the
developer. My understanding is that these are the same folks who built out Skimino Landing, and that residents
in that area were less than pleased with some of the ways things were handled for that effort.
Pax et bonum,
David
On Sat, Apr 25, 2020 at 4:29 PM David Barr davidebarr@gmail.com wrote:
Good afternoon Earl,
This is David Barr (from St. Bede). I have recently become aware of the community being proposed/planned for
the properties south and southwest of Skimino Hills (where, as it happens, I live) and I see that they are
proposing a re-zoning from RR/LB to PDR, and hope to build somewhere in the area of 800 dwellings. I have
heard a lot of grumbling from neighbors about it, but for the most part I have always been of the opinion that
folks should have the right to do with their land what they will, within reason. My writing you today is just to
ask whether there were previously established understandings regarding the intended use of this land (i.e. did
they at one point say they were interested in building more/fewer/different dwellings, with more/less buffer
between existing neighborhoods, or different environmental impacts) and information along those lines, and to
inquire as to whether there is somewhere such information could be found without bugging you.
I got your email from https://www.yorkcounty.gov/1394/Planning-CommissionAgenda as the POC for this
effort, and thought I would drop you a line. I hope you and your family are doing well even with with all the
COVID-19 craziness taking place.
Pax et bonum,
David
BCC: Ginger Barr, Stephanie Barr
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Ron Struble struble6@gmail.com
Friday, April 24, 2020 9:49 AM
Anderson, Earl; crosst@yorkcounty.gov; Kassel, Susan
Request for Assistance - Application No. PD-53-20, Fenton Mill Associates,
LLC
Ms. Kassel, Mr. Cross, Mr. Anderson - I am a resident of Skimino Landing Estates and the former President of
the Skimino Landing Estates Owners Association. I am not acting as a representative of any HOA at this time.
As you may be aware, residents south of I-64 and east of Camp Peary are currently actively organizing
opposition to this planned massive variation from the current county zoning. This includes my efforts to bring
these groups together. Our efforts will be a collaborative effort between all HOA's, smaller non-HOA
neighborhoods and individual homeowners impacted by this proposal. We are deeply concerned. I have met
with my Board of Supervisors representative and will be scheduling appointments with the remaining board
members. Request: As you are well aware, organizational meetings are exceptionally difficult and currently
hindered bythe Governor's Stay at Home mandate. I am requesting in writing that any public hearings on this
proposal be in-person and no virtual public hearngs should be attempted on this matter. Please let me know if
this is a
reasonable request.
Regards,
Ronald Struble
205 Shady Bluff Pt
Williamsburg VA 23188
757.912-1070
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

From:
Charles Mule cmule07@icloud.com
Sent:
Wednesday, April 22, 2020 10:53 AM
To:
Anderson, Earl
Subject:
Fenton Mill project
just wanted to weigh in on my objection to the Fenton Mill development as it would completely change our
neighborhood make up. I moved here 30 years ago because of the quiet nature and laid back living it would
provide me and my family. This project would completly change all that by adding over 850 residences.
Environmental, social, traffic among many things would change our current community.
Please note my objection and thank you. Charles Mule'

From:
Curtis griffin g.g. l curtis@,gmail.com
Sent:
Wednesday, April 22, 2020 6:24 PM
To:
- Planning Division
Subject:
Fwd: Proposed Fenton Mill associates Development
Hello Planning commission,
Forwarding the below email to all members. Mr. Jons has received it.
Thank you, Curtis Griffin
Hello Mr. Jons,
I am writing you today, to let you know about and share with your Fellow Commission members
concerns about the above Proposed Development. According to the planning division map and
information. The Proposed development will run from Fenton Mill Rd to Barlow rd. It will be
constructed on approximately 375 acres and have no more than 836 residences. It is proposed to
have 5 entrances/exits, 2 on Fenton mill rd, 2 on Barlow rd, and 1 Main entrance on Newman rd. Also, it is to
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have a 40,000 sq. ft commercial area, 2 club houses, 5 parks, 1 pool, 1 rotary/tum around, 2 sewer pump houses,
and be donating 16 acres for a school or other public use through proffers. The proposed plan states that Fenton
Mill associates is requesting a zoning change for the property from zone Rural Residential/Light Business to
Planned Development Residential with proffers. The proposed development is to utilize Newport News
waterworks by boring under 164 to connect with a 12 inch line located at Rochambeau and Oaktree. It also
proposes to connect with the existing public water system in Skimino Hills. My main concerns about the
proposed development are as follows:
First would be infrastructure:
This area of upper York county does not have wide enough roads, enough public services, or enough schools to
support a development of this size. This statement also includes the other 4 active developments in progress, 2
of which are not far away at all. Those being the single family homes at Arbordale, Ryan Homes on Mooretown
just past Fergusons supply, and the Townhomes going up on Old Mooretown and Lightfoot rd. The 3rd active
development is the townhomes going up near Waller mill rd. There is also a 4th, which is at the end of
Penniman rd. which I'm told the same Developer Fenton Mill associates is building.
Second has to do with traffic flow and Public safety: The development plans state that the
developer will consider putting up a traffic light on Newman rd. after the 450th residence has been constru_cted.
Simply put, This is Too little Too late! This should possibly be considered after the 100th residence is done, by
the time you hit the 450th the damage has already been done. How about the 1 fire station we have in this area
are they equipped to handle a mixed development with 4 plexes, townhomes and single family residences on top
of the Townhouse/single family residences already being built?? There are many other concerns that we all
have!! In closing, Me and my family have lived her for approximately 28 years. We chose this area to raise our
family in a good school system, with a rural feel to it and not a city feel. We didn't want to live in a city like
Williamsburg, or Newport News and still don't. We are hopeful that upper York county does't become them, or
even become like James City county. We have seen James City counties wrong projections, and adding schools.
It is my opinion that York County should Not follow the Misguided paths of others! Thank you for your time
and attention in this matter!
Sincerely,
Curtis Griffin
Curtis Griffin (Associate Broker)
Welcome Home Realty of VA.
Owner/Resident 110 Indiana ln. Skimino Hills
Direct line: 757-206-5678
E-mail: g.g. lcurtis@gmail.com
"Live your best, act your best, and think your best each day, for there may be no tomorrow!"

From:
_ george mahone skiminoenterprises@verizon.net
Sent:
Tuesday, April 21, 2020 8:08 AM
To:
Anderson, Earl
Cc:
Noll, Sheila S.; Wassmer, Jeff; Shepperd, Thomas
Subject:
fenton mill llc prnject
To all below is a email I sent to Walter Zaremba and copied Chad Green.
My name is George Mahone, Jr. I live at 129 Skimino Rd Williamsburg Va. which is in District 1. It has come
to my attention that a new development is being planned by Fenton Mill LLC. I have several concerns about
this project concerning public safety in our area and I will List them one at a time.
1. Fire and EMS service the Skimino fire station currently has 5 people per shift, that is if the 5th person is not
sent to another station to fill in, they cover the Walmart area down to the reserve and Lightfoot Rd my concern
is that with current development these good folks will be stretched very thinly. As with the reserve assisted
living on Mooretown Rd the constant fire alarms at the governors green, the addition of the apartments and
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elderly apartments both on Bulifants Blvd. also the Ryan homes that have gone in off Mooretown Rd. and now
the big complex on Lightfoot Rd.
2. Barlow Rd. the increase in traffic on a country road that has no shoulders in the development area were now
have problems with getting around bike traffic as there are no bike lanes, the curve at Skimino Rd the proposed
school would block the vision of oncoming traffic such as com does there now. the other entrance off Barlow
Rd is just over a blind hill. The intersection of Newman Rd and Barlow Rd is dangerous with the traffic now as
it has very limited sight in each direction down Newman rd.
3. Fenton Mill Rd at the Barlow Rd end again you have road with no shoulder. when the interstate stops this
.road becomes a bypass which causes traffic backups and accidents. there was even a fire truck that went in the
ditch trying to get by a tractor trailer this was in the area with no shoulder. It took 2 rotator heavy wreckers to
get it out and back on the road.
4. law enforcement I believe most of the time there are only 3 deputies in the whole upper end of the county.
It is not uncommon to wait 1 hour for state police to come a work a accident on the country roads.
George Mahone, Jr.
757-342-6371

so

Ingram, Diane
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Morgan, Neil
Friday, March 5, 2021 5:15 PM
Green, Chad; Noll, Sheila S.; Shepperd, Thomas; Zaremba, Walter C.; Roane, Stephen
Bellamy, Mark; Woodward, Brian; Kassel, Susan; Barnett, James
FW: [EXTERNAL] Tabb Pressure Reducing Station and Offline Storage Tank

Members of the Board,
I received this message from HRSD Executive Director Ted Henefin this afternoon. I am pleased to share his main
message, which is that HRSD is pausing design work on the idea of the Tabb pressure station and has committed to
reviewing other options. You can see that he promises to reengage with the county once they have a better
understanding of the possibilities. I will, of course, let everyone know once they get to that point, but no further activity
is taking place with previously discussed concepts at this time.
Neil
From: Henifin, Ted <EHenifin@hrsd.com>
Sent: Friday, March 5, 2021 2:21 PM
To: Morgan, Neil <Neil.Morgan@yorkcounty.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Tabb Pressure Reducing Station and Offline Storage Tank
Good afternoon Neil,
After hearing about the challenges our project has created for the County, we are going to take a pause to evaluate
potential alternatives. In the end we need to build the PRS and storage in that general area but we will look for creative
options that could minimize the impact on the community and provide some ancillary benefits. No promises but we will
leave no stone unturned.
Once we get through this process I will schedule a time for us to debrief you and your staff on the various options we
evaluated and the recommended path forward.
I value the support HRSD has received from York County over our history and do not want to erode that relationship
over one project. I am sure we can find a solution we can all live with.
Have a great weekend.
Ted

WARNING: This email originated outside York County's email servers. Please verify the sender's
identity, and use caution when clicking any links or opening any attachments.
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Ingram, Diane
Dean Lynch <dlynch@vaco.org>
Monday, March 8, 2021 2:33 PM
Dean Lynch
_
[EXTERNAL] American Rescue Plan - NACo Analysis of County Aid
NACo Analysis of State and Local Recovery Funds Bill March 8.pdf

. From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

VACo Board of Directors,
County Administrators,
Please find attached NACo's updated analysis of the final Senate language for the $65.1 billion in direct federal aid for
counties. As part of the final Manager's Amendment, Senate Democratic leadership put back the $5 billion into the pot
for counties that was taken out last week. The final language also amends the eligible use of funds. VACo staff will be
continuing to analyze the Plan and will report in County Connections.
see county
estimated allocations through
:i-Please
'
- see below .or this link. tor----·-·-- ------------· . Senate Plan. 'State
. . .. and. Local
. .Coronavirus
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Fiscal Recovery Funds (naco.org)
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Alleghany County.:
Amelia County
Amherst.CoUllty
Appomattox County
Arlirtgton County · .
Augusta County
..
Bath County ..
Bedford County
ijlarid- Comity . ,
Botetourt County
Bristol city
'
Brunswick County
Buchanan· County. ·· '.
Buckingham County
Bue11a Vista city >
Campbell County
Caroline County ,_ . ·Carroll County
Charles City CoU11ty
Charlotte County
Charlotlesvifle city·
Chesapeake city
Chesterfield County ..
Clarke County
Colonial Heights city·
Covington city
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· $46,343,796
$14,784,728
$811;460
$15,457,650
. $1,228,832
$6,539,226
$3,279;886
$3,175,983
·: $4,109,934
$3,355,416
$1,167,575
$10,739,562
'$6,012,080
$5,829,321
,$1,362,477
$2,324,606
-$9,248,'.722
$47,907,817
$69,034,140
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Culpeper County
CU;mberland County ..
Danville city
Dickenson County
!Dinwiddie County
.
!Emporia city
!Essex County
,,
[Fairfax city
Fairfax County
[Falls. Ghurch'city ,·,
Fauquier County
[Floyd' County ,,, ,·,
Fluvanna County
!Franklin city
Franklin County
lFred~rick County · .·.
!Fredericksburg city
Galax.city,
Giles County
Gloucester County
Goochland County
Graysoff County
Greene County
dreer1sviUe County··
Halifax County
HamiJton 'city ·
Hanover County
Har.d.sonburg city ,
Henrico County
Henry County '
Highland County
Hopewell city
Isle of Wight County
James.City, County
King and Queen County
King George County ·
King William County
Lancaster County :
L,ee County
L,exirigton city:
uOUdoun County
Louisa County · .<i .
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Madison County
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!Virginia
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Virginia
!Virginia
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!Virginia
!Virginia
!Virginia
[Virginia
!Virginia
!Virginia ,.,
!Virginia
. [v.irginia
!Virginia
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!Virginia
!Virginia
!Virginia
. . !Virginia
!Virginia
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.'
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Virginia · ~!Virginia
Virginia ·.. · '
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Virginia
"
Virginia
Virginia
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$10,293,425
$1,94~,433
$7,835,565
,$2,801•;659
$5,585,316
;$1,046,073
$2,143,216
. $4,699,891
$224,542,053
$2,860,165
$13,936,286
$3,081,668
$5,336,027
$1~558,934
$10,965,956
$17,476,222
$5,681,587
$1,241,942 .,
$3,271,667
$7,308,029
$4,647,842
$3,042~729
$3,878,061
,$2,218,159
$6,635,497
$26,320,095
$21,086,993
$10,373,847
$64,732,446
$9,892,685
$428,526
. $4,408,337
$7,261,262
$14,973,553
$1,374,609
'$5,251,105
$3,355,416
$2,074,730
$4,583,270
· $1,456,-988
$80,918,590
. $7,355,577
$2,386,439
$16,078,132
$2,594,831
.$8,039;262
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!Manassas Park city
.·
Martinsville city , "
Mathews County
- :·:
..
Meck.lenburg County
Middlesex County
Mon.igomery County
.
Nelson County
NewKent County
.
Newport News city
Norfolk city - . ..
!Northampton County
.
Northumberland· County
Norton city
!Nottoway County
Orange County
..
Page ·c::ounty
Patrick County
•'
Petersburg city · \ ·.. ·
Pittsylvania County
. -.
Poqu9son city
Portsmouth city
Powhatan County.
!Prince Edward County
. .
Priri,ce George County ·
. .
!Prince William County
<:;
;
Pulaski ·county
[Radford city
Rappahanriock C::dunty ·
:
<
[Richmond city
lRiclunond. County ,
Roanoke city
..
.
Roanoke County
Rockbridge County
[Rockingham County ·.
... ..
Russell County
Saleni city
·Scott County
..
Shenandoah County
Smyth County
Sot,1mampton County
Spotsylvania County
·.
Stafford County , ,
:
Staunton city
Suffolk city
.
Surry County
. ,, ,.
Sussex County ...
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[Virginia
KTirginia
!Virginia
KTirginiaVirginia
Virginia !Virginia
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..
Virginia
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$3,419,988
$2,456;490'
$1,728,583
$5,985,077,
$2,070,621
Sl9,280,727
l,2,921,411
N,518,306
l,35,069,653
l,4 7,498,272 _
l,2,291,341
$2,366,676 $778,978
. $2;980,505
$7,249,913
$4,676,997
l,3,445,426
. l,6,13'3,594
SI 1,809,702
$2',401)14
$18,471,224
$5,802,122
$4,461,756
$7,504',681
l,92,032,280
. l,6,658, 196
l,3,570,853
S1A42,117
l,45,090,309
Sl,765,566 .
l,19,399,697
Sl8,429,741
£4,416,947
Sl6,035,084
l,5,202,186
l,4,950,745
l,4,219,903
· l,8,534,512
l,5,890,567
. l,3;449,926
$26,653,719
l,29,915~016
$4,878,541
Sl8,023,13 l
Sl,256,618
$2,183,525
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Tazewell County
Virginia Beach city ',
Warren County
Washington County
Waynesboro city
Westmoreland Cqunty
Williamsburg city
Winchester city
Wise County
Wythe County
York County

ESTIMATED A

STATE

NAME
"'

Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
·. Vi,rginia
Virginia
Virginia·
Virginia

'

',

$7,943,382
$88,048,164
$7,859,046
$10,515,515
$4,428,100
$3,525,065
$2,926,107
$5,494,132
$7,314,877
$5,612,710
$13,360,613

Dean A. Lynch, CAE
Executive Director
Virginia Association of Counties
1207 E. Main St., Suite 300
Richmond, Virginia 23219
(804)343-2511 office
(804)687-6196 mobile
dlynch@vaco.org
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NACo LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS FOR COUNTIES:

U.S. SENATE'S SUBSTITUTE AMENDMENT
CORONAVIRUS STATE & LOCAL FISCAL RECOVERY FUND

[W11jfi>!Jt.JljFEIDj~ij1n,ffil8ft02JJJ
To find your county's estimated allocation through the U.S. Senate's
Coronavirus State and Local Recovery Funds, click here.

SUMMARY

On March 6, the U.S. Senate passed The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021. The
amended Senate version moves back to the U.S. House of Representatives on March
10 for final consideration before being sent to the president for his signature.
As part of the overall package, the Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal Recovery
Fund would provide {1} approximately $350 billion in new federal fiscal assistance
for our nation's states, territories, tribes, counties, and municipalities, {2) $10
billion for coronavirus capital projects, and {3) $1.S billion over two years for
revenue sharing counties {i.e. public lands counties).
The measure outlines that states, along with the District of Columbia, would
receive $195.3 billion, distributed mostly upon each state's share of unemployed
workers over the three-month period of October-December 2020. Each state and
the District of Columbia would be guaranteed a minimum of $500 million or no
less than the state received in total {state plus local) under the CARES Act
Coronavirus Relief Fund {CRF}. D.C. would also receive a special allocation to
compensate for its treatment under the CARES Act last year.
Local governments would receive $130.2 billion, split evenly between
municipalities and counties, resulting in a direct county allocation based on
population of $65.1 billion. In addition, the final Senate bill added another $1.S
billion, split evenly over federal FYs 2022 and 2023, for eligible revenue share
counties (i.e. public land counties). These revenue share payments would be

available for any governmental purpose other than a lobbying activity.
Tribal governments would receive $20 billion and U.S. territories would receive
$4.5 billion.
The U.S. Department of the Treasury would oversee and administer these
payments to state and local governments, and every county would be eligible to
receive a direct allocation from Treasury. Municipalities and counties would now
receive funds in two tranches - with 50 percent this year and the remaining 50
percent no earlier than 12 months from the first payment. States may receive
funding in one or two tranches, at the discretion of Treasury.

NACO LEGISLATIVE ANALVSIS: STATE AND LOCAL CORONAVIRUS FISCAL RECOVERY FUNDS
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DISTRIBUTION
FORMULA FOR
STATE AND LOCAL
RECOVERY FUNDS

Of the approximately $350 billion in the Senate bill for fiscal relief, 57 percent would
be allocated to states and 35 percent to local governments. The distribution formula
is as follows:
•

States and District of Columbia: $195.3 billion

$25.5 billion is equally divided with state minimum of $500 million.
$169 billion based on the state share of unemployed workers over a
three-month period from October-December 2020.
$1.25 billion in additional aid for the District of Columbia.
•

Local governments: $130.2 billion divided evenly between non-county
municipalities and counties.
COUNTIES: $65.1 billion in direct federal aid to all counties

(including parishes in Louisiana, boroughs in Alaska, consolidated
city-county entities and the District of Columbia) based on the
county share of the U.S. population. Counties that are CDBG

recipients would receive the larger share, based on its population or
calculated share under the CDBG allocation method. Treasury shall
allocate these resources within 60 days of enactment.
NON-COUNTY MUNICIPALITIES: $65.1 billion to cities and other
non-county municipalities.

$45.57 billion in direct federal aid for municipalities with
populations of at least 50,000, using a modified Community
Development Block Grant formula.
$19.53 billion for municipalities with populations of less than
50,000 based on each jurisdiction's percentage of the state's
population. Amount per jurisdiction may not exceed 75
percent of its most recent budget as of January 27, 2020. Aid
is distributed through the states, with the ability for states to
request extensions if they are unable to distribute within a
maximum of 120 days. Any amounts that are not distributed
to non-entitlement municipalities shall be returned to the
U.S. Treasury. However, if the state fails to distribute to
these local entities, the penalty comes from the state portion
of the State and Local Coronavirus Recovery Fund.
•

U.S. Territories: $4.5 billion.

•

Tribal governments: $20 billion to federally recognized Tribal governments.

NACO LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS: STATE AND LOCAL CORONAVIRUS FISCAL RECOVERY FUNDS
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ALLOWABLE
USES OF
RECOVERY FUNDS

The Senate bill outlines that funds may be used by counties to:

1.

Respond to the public health emergency with respect to the COVID-19
or its negative economic impacts, including assistance to households,

small businesses, and nonprofits, or aid to impacted industries such as
tourism, travel, and hospitality
2.

Respond to workers performing essential work during the COVID-19
public health emergency by providing premium pay to eligible workers
of the county that are performing such essential work, or by providing
grants to eligible employers that have eligible workers who perform
essential work

3.

For the provision of government services to the extent of the reduction
in revenue (i.e. on line, property or income tax) due to the public health
emergency relative to revenues collected in the most recent full fiscal
year of the county prior to the emergency (I.e. January 20, 2020), or

4.

Make necessary investments in water, sewer or broadband

infrastructure.

It is important to note under #1 that the examples outlined are intended to clarify
congressional intent that these activities would be eligible. However, state and
local activities would NOT be limited only to these activities.
The Senate bill also outlines that:
•

States are not allowed to use the funds to either directly or indirectly
offset a reduction in the net tax revenue that results from a change in

law, regulation or administrative interpretation during the covered period
that reduces any tax. If a state violates this provision, it would be required
to repay the amount of the applicable reduction to net tax revenue.
•

No funds shall be deposited into any pension fund.

•

State and local governments are allowed to transfer to a private

nonprofit organization, a public benefit corporation involved in the
transportation of passengers or cargo or a special-purpose unit of State
or local government.

•

Any local government, including counties, that fail to comply with the
federal law and related guidelines shall be required to repay the federal
Treasury.

•

"Premium pay'' means an additional amount up to $13 per hour that is

paid to an eligible worker for work during the COVID-19 pandemic. The
bill imposes a cap of $25,000 for any single eligible worker.
NACO LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS: STATE AND LOCAL CORONAVIRUS FISCAL RECOVERY FUNDS
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REPORTING
REQUIREMENTS,
CERTIFICATION &
RECOUPMENT

The Senate bill would require state and local governments to fulfill reporting
requirements, such as:
•

States are required to report how funds are used and how their tax
revenue was modified during the time that funds were spent during the

covered period (covered period begins on March 3, 2021 and ends on
the last day of the fiscal year a state or local government has expended
or returned all funds to the U.S. Treasury).

ADMINISTRATION
OF RECOVERY
FUNDS

•

Local governments would be required to provide "periodic reports"
providing a detailed accounting of the use of funds.

•

If a state, county or municipality does not comply with any provision of
this bill, they will be required to repay the U.S. Treasury an equal
amount to the funds used in violation.

The Senate bill further outlines that funds would be administered as follows:
•

Funds would be distributed by the U.S. Department of the Treasury.

•

The deadline to spend funds would be December 31, 2024.

•

The U.S. Treasury is required to pay first_tranche to counties not later
than 60-days after enactment, and second payment no earlier than 12
months after the first payment.

•

The bill would provide $77 million for the Government Accountability Office
and $40 million for the Pandemic Response and Accountability Committee
for oversight and to promote transparency and accountability.

CORONAVIRUS
CAPITAL PROJECTS
FUND (SEC. 604)

•

$10 billion for states, territories, and tribal governments to carry out
critical capital projects, until expended, specifically related to enabling

work, education, and health monitoring, including remote options, in
response to the COVID-19 public health emergency.
•

Each state, the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico would receive a
minimum allocation of $100 million, plus another $100 million is divided
among other U.S. territories and another $100 million is designated for
tribal governments and Native Hawaiian use.

•

Of the remaining funds, states would receive an additional
allocation based on population (50 percent), number of individuals living

in rural areas as a percentage of the U.S. rural population (25 percent),
and proportion of the state's population of households living in poverty.
NACO LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS: STATE AND LOCAL CORONAVIRUS FISCAL RECOVERY FUNDS
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND TRIBAL
CONSISTENCY
FUND (SEC. 605)

•

An additional $1.5 billion is provided for eligible revenue share counties
(notably public land counties that receive Payment-in-Lieu-of-Taxes
(PILT) and Secure Rural School (SRS) payments), with $750 million
allotted each year for federal Fiscal Years 2022 and 2023.

•

An additional $500 million is provided, equally divided, over two fiscal
years for eligible Tribal governments.

•

U.S. Treasury will be responsible for determining the funding formula,

taking into account the economic conditions of each eligible revenue
sharing county, using measurements of poverty rates, household
income, land values, and unemployment rates as well as other economic
indicators, over the 20-year period ending with Sept. 30, 2021.
•

Eligible counties may use these funds for any governmental purpose

other than a lobbying activity.
•

Counties shall be required to provide periodic reports with a detailed

accounting of the use offu nds.
•

Failure to submit required reports or misuse of funds will result in the
recoup of funds by the federal government.

RESOURCES

To access NACo's resource hub on the State and Local Coronavirus Recovery
Funds, click here. This resource hub contains a searchable table that contains
projected allocations for each county under the U.S. Senate's bill.
To access the bill text of the U.S. Senate's bill, click here.
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Health
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Associate Legislative Director

(202) 942-4230
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Liaison to the Large Urban County Caucus

Jonathan Shuffield

(202) 942-4212

Associate Legislative Director
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Eryn Hurley
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